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NREPP Score Summary Report

Program Title: Example Program

	NREP SCIENTIFIC RIGOR CRITERIA
	SCORE
	COMMENTS

	THEORY/CONCEPTUAL UNDERPINNINGS/HYPOTHESIS
	5.00
	Theory of Reasoned Action is intricately linked with intervention activities and expected outcomes.  Hypotheses are clearly stated and connected to the theoretical framework.

	INTERVENTION FIDELITY
	4.25
	Fidelity of implementation documented with 85% lesson completion rate.  None of the instructors taught lesson 6, and one of the instructors failed to teach lessons 11 and 12.  

	PROCESS EVALUATION
	4.50
	Lesson summaries and communication materials are provided.  Three teachers completed written questions on perceptions of instructor implementation.  Teachers were observed, and instructor implementation and perceptions of student reactions to the lessons were documented.  

	DESIGN
	3.75
	Pretest-posttest with control group; matched similar schools for experimental and control conditions.  In the 1998 study, posttest only with control group.  Unable to determine if students were similar at assignment.

	METHOD OF ASSIGNMENT
	2.00
	No randomization.  Results of pretest data from 1999 study demonstrated that experimental and control schools were similar prior to curriculum implementation (5 of 76 comparisons were significant at pretest).  In the posttest-only study, grade levels of treatment and control groups were somewhat unbalanced with fewer seniors in the control group.  

	SAMPLE SIZE
	4.00
	Adequate sample size (N = 293).  No power analysis.

	ATTRITION
	4.50
	From pretest to first posttest, 5% attrition.  From pretest and to second posttest, 18% attrition.

	ANALYSES OF ATTRITION EFFECTS
	1.00
	No attrition analyses reported.

	METHODS TO CORRECT BIASES
	3.00
	Potential nonequivalence of treatment and control groups statistically addressed.

	OUTCOME MEASURES: SUBSTANTIVE RELEVANCE
	4.00
	Relevant measures based on applicable theory, although student measures were self-report only.  Teacher measures were observational and self-report. 

	OUTCOME MEASURES: PSYCHOMETRIC PROPERTIES
	4.00
	Measures were focus group tested.  Confirmatory factor analysis performed; only items that demonstrated content validity were summed to create an index.  Internal consistency sufficient.

	MISSING DATA
	1.50
	Evaluators do not provide information on how missing data were handled.  Cannot determine whether only those surveys with completed items were used in analyses or if missing items were treated as incorrect answers when producing the composite scores.  

	TREATMENT OF MISSING DATA
	1.00
	No information provided.  Assume no attempt to analyze missing data.

	OUTCOME DATA COLLECTION
	4.50
	Standardized data collection method used. Consent obtained from students and parents.  Principal Investigator and research assistant oversaw data collection.  Confidentiality ensured.

	ANALYSIS
	4.25
	Independent group t-test; ANCOVA with pretest scores as covariate; repeated measures ANOVA.  

	OTHER PLAUSIBLE THREATS TO VALIDITY
	3.75
	Lack of randomization decreases internal validity from interaction between such variables as selection and maturation, selection and history, or selection and testing.  Selection bias and other threats exist in the posttest only study.  

	INTEGRITY
	3.00
	No randomization and self-report only student measures decrease integrity score.  In pretest posttest study, results used data only from second posttest which had higher rates of attrition.  In posttest only study, limited confidence in results due to weak design which included no pretest measures so unable to assess change and rule out threats to validity.  

	UTILITY
	3.25
	Immediate effects not seen as no differences were found at first posttest.  Posttest only study demonstrated significant differences regarding adult norms, but not peer norms. 


	NREP APPROPRIATENESS CRITERIA
	SCORE
	COMMENTS

	REPLICATIONS
	2.00
	One replication study, but number of lessons implemented differed as did grade levels, Instruments, and outcomes. 

	DISSEMINATION CAPABILITY
	4.00
	Materials and training are available.

	CULTURAL-, GENDER-, AGE-APPROPRIATENESS
	3.00
	Claim K-12 grade level appropriate, but no validation materials provided.  


Additional Comments:

Example Program curriculum is a K-12 primary prevention program focused on four behaviors: fighting, watching a fight, spreading rumors about a fight, and verbal aggression.  The curriculum, focused on attitudes and subjective norms, includes videos, audio cassettes, worksheets, posters, role play, panel discussions, and class discussion to communicate violence prevention messages to students. 

The program has some notable strengths.  First, the theoretical framework, the Theory of Reasoned Action, is well integrated throughout the intervention activities and the expected outcomes.  In addition, the clearly stated hypotheses are also well connected with the theoretical foundation.

Second, fidelity was achieved with 85% of all possible lessons.  The documentation of the fidelity to the intervention and the dosage data was clearly stipulated.  Trained observers observed each teacher implement the program, and tool was developed to uniformly conduct these systematic observations. In addition, the teachers had an opportunity to engage in the process evaluation.  Process evaluation results are clearly stated.

Third, a pretest-posttest design with a control group was utilized.  The program also tested for comparability between the treatment and control group to ensure appropriateness.

Finally, the outcome measures were reviewed by 6 teachers and 1 program director in the area of violence prevention.  In addition, the instrument was presented to a focus group of 11 7th graders for their feedback.  The operationalization of the variables is clearly stated with reliability data for core measures.

Though the program makes no claim to be culturally, gender, or age appropriate, a weakness of the program is not having sufficient information as to how culture, gender, and age are not addressed in such a program.  The program claims to be relevant from grades K to 12; yet how the program could be age and developmental relevant to such a wide spectrum of children is unclear.  In addition, the role of gender and culture are unclear in the program's curriculum and implementation.

Due to the lack of randomization in assigning the intervention and control groups, threats to internal validity arise from interaction between such variables as selection and maturation, selection and history or selection and testing. Also, only two schools were the unit of assignment although the unit of analysis was the students.

Researchers agree that future studies are needed on the curriculum in more schools. Long-term measures beyond 5 months are also needed to determine whether differences between treatment and control students are sustained.
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