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There were a total of 49 superintendents with either partial or full certification that responded to this question.
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Survey Results

28% of superintendents identified their golf course as having some level |
of environmental stewardship certification, including ACSP certification. South Carolina (4)
« 82% of superintendents identified environmental sustainability

as the main reason for achieving ACSP certification.
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* 50% of superintendents who are not ACSP-certified said they were Texas (10) I
e
O

Tennessee (2)

iInterested in pursuing ACSP certification.

* Top reasons identified for not being certified included; (1) lack of budget;
(2) lack of benefit of certification; and (3) lack of time to devote to the
certification process.

o Superintendents identified an average of 3 four- or two-year colleges near S
their course; 57% having agricultural, horticultural, or turfgrass programs. Outreach & Education

« Although 34% of superintendents reported having students involved
on their course, only 6% said student activities were educational.

* 85% of superintendents would favor student involvement
In ACSP certification efforts.
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