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B. Collections of Information Employing Statistical Methods
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These estimates are based on the following information:
· Number of communities/sites: 4
· Number of schools across 4 communities/sites: 48 (12 per community)
· Number of students in each middle school: 600 (200 per grade)
· Number of school staff in each school: 40
· Number of schools implementing the standard model of TDV prevention: 24 (6 per community)
· Number of schools implementing the comprehensive model of TDV prevention: 24 (6 per community)

Outcome Evaluation
Across 4 communities/sites, 48 schools will implement the two models of teen dating violence prevention.  Based on an anticipated school size of 600 the sampling frame for this data collection is 28,800 each year. The sampling frame for parents, given that we would only include one parent per student, is also 28,800. Based on our research and consultation with middle schools, most schools with approximately 600 students have approximately 40 staff. If we assume 40 educators per school, the sampling frame for the educator sample is 1,920.

Students: We will use random selection to identify one third of the total participants, which is 9600 student participants per year.

Parents: We will attempt to recruit all parents participating in the parent curricula and select an equal number of parents from the standard of care schools to serve as a matched comparison group. We anticipate our final sample will include 40 parents per grade per school, with a total of (40 parents x48 schools x3 grades) 5,760 parents per year.  

Educators: Although we will attempt to recruit all educators in each school (1,920) each year, we expect that 85% will participate, with the total number of 1632 educator respondents per year.

School data extractors: We will attempt to recruit one data extractor per 48 schools to extract school data to be used in conjunction with the outcome data for the students. Individual level school data will only be collected for students participating in the evaluation (one-third of all students in each school or 200 students), so the number of responses per data extractor is 200.

Implementation Evaluation
Due to the exploratory nature of the implementation evaluation, sampling techniques will not be employed. All of the respondents providing information for the implementation evaluation will be given the opportunity to participate in the study. Because the implementation evaluation is a crucial aspect of the program implementation and potential respondents represent a relatively small number of individuals, we will implement data collection methods to obtain a high rate of participation. These respondents will comprise the target population, and entire sampling frame, for the purpose of the implementation evaluation. The specific number of respondents is outlined in detail below:

School leadership: based on the predicted number of one school leadership (e.g., principal, vice principal) per 48 schools, the number of respondents will be 48.

Local Health Department representative: based on the predicted number of four communities/sites and four local health department representatives working on Dating Matters per community, the number of respondents will be 16.

Parent Program Manager: With a maximum of one parent program manager per community/site, the number of program manager respondents will be 4.

Community Representative: based on the predicted number of 10 community representatives per 4 communities/sites, the number of respondents will be 40.

Parent Curricula Implementers: it is expected that each school implementing the comprehensive approach (n = 6) will have one male and one female parent implementing the parent programs with six comprehensive school/neighborhood clusters per community plus one additional pair per community/site (will fill-in as needed), respondents will be (2 parents x7 pairs x4 communities) 56 implementers. Please note that on the burden table the number of respondents is multiplied by the number of sessions in each parent program. For example, the 6th grade program has 5 sessions and 280 (56 x 5) are listed, and the 7th grade program has three sessions and 168 (56 x 3) are listed. 

Student Curricula Implementers: based on the predicted number of six student curricula implementers per school (48 schools) that will be completing fidelity instruments, the total number of respondents will be 288. Please note that on the burden table, the number of respondents is multiplied by the number of sessions in each student curricula program. For example, the 6th and 7th grade curricula have 6 sessions, so a total of 1728 total respondents are listed (288 x 6). The 8th grade program has 10 sessions and 2880 respondents are listed.

Safe Dates Implementers: based on the predicted number of 3 implementers in each of 48 schools, who will implement the 8th grade SafeDates program, the number of respondents for the Safe Dates implementer survey will be 144. 

Brand Ambassadors: The Brand Ambassador Implementation Survey will be provided to each brand ambassador in each community. With a maximum of 20 brand ambassadors per community, the feedback form will be collected from a total of 80 brand ambassadors.

Communications Implementers (“Brand Ambassador Coordinators”): The Communications Campaign Tracking form will be provided to each brand ambassador coordinator in each community.  With a maximum of one brand ambassador coordinator per community (n = 4), the feedback form will be collected from a total of 4 brand ambassador coordinators. 

The following table provides our exclusion criteria and rationale:

	Exclusion Criteria
	Rationale

	Students and educators who cannot complete surveys in English will be excluded from the study
	We do not have the resources to conduct data collection in languages other than English. We assume that most students and educators who are attending U.S. schools will be able to complete the survey in English.

	Parents who cannot complete the surveys in English or Spanish will be excluded in the survey.
	As we anticipated that there might be a number of parents who would not be able to participate in the curriculum or the surveys unless it was offered in Spanish, we are translating our materials and planning to be ready to collect data in Spanish.  However, we do not have the resources to translate into/collect data in other languages.

	Brand Ambassadors who cannot complete the survey in English will be excluded.

	We do not have the resources to conduct data collection in languages other than English. We assume that most students who are attending U.S. schools will be able to complete the survey in English.

	All other respondents who cannot complete the implementation evaluation surveys in English will be excluded.
	We do not have the resources to conduct data collection in languages other than English. We assume that most individuals working in the type of agencies that will participate in the survey will be able to complete the survey in English.



B.2. Procedures for the Collection of Information
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The exact procedures for data collection will not be known until the implementation communities/sites and their schools are awarded/ identified, at which point this draft will be updated to reflect exact procedures.

Students: We have asked for permission to employ passive parental consent procedures.  At the beginning of the school year, a random sample of students will be selected from each grade at each school to participate in the evaluation.  Parents will be informed about the survey and the potential release of school data, including the topics covered by the survey, in at least one of the following ways. First, a written notice will be mailed to all families. Second, a similar announcement about the survey will  be included in the school newsletter or other school publication. Third, a flier about the survey will  be given to all students to take home. The exact notification mechanism and content of the letters/announcement will be determined by the contractor, in consultation with each school in which either the comprehensive initiative or standard practice will be implemented. Again, although the exact content will be determined at a later date, a notification letter may include the following elements: parents will be encouraged to discuss the survey with their children, parents will be given the name, phone number, and email address of a school staff member to contact to request a copy of the survey, ask questions about the survey, and/or to refuse permission for their child to take part in the survey. Permission will also be sought to obtain the student’s school data. Notices will be mailed/posted at least several weeks before the administration of the first survey. Parents will be able to refuse their child’s participation until the last business day before the start of data collection.If no such notification is received, consent will be implied by non-response.  Student assent will likely be obtained the day of the baseline survey administration.  The assent form will be read to students and they will have the chance to ask any questions before signing or deciding not to participate.  The baseline and follow-up assessments will be in paper-and-pencil format on scannable forms.  The assessments will be administered during a class period or other school designated time during the school day. Students will read the items silently to themselves and answer the questions.  When they are finished, they will insert the survey into a secure envelope being monitored by the data collector.  Procedures for having students complete unfinished surveys or complete surveys if they were absent on the day of survey administration will be negotiated between the schools and the evaluation contractor. Follow-up surveys will follow similar procedures to baseline except that students will not need to be re-assented and will be able to tear off a perforated strip from the first page of their survey that will remove any identifying information from their surveys.  

Parents:  Participants of the parent curricula will be recruited for the evaluation.  We expect that they will be consented and complete the baseline survey at the first parent group, before they begin any curriculum content.  In the case of Families for Safe Dates, which will be implemented with 8th grade parents, they will be mailed consent forms and the survey before the other materials and asked to complete and mail back the survey before beginning the curriculum.  Parents in the standard of care schools will likely be recruited from some other parent class or parent group, in order to recruit a comparison group who is similar to the intervention group in terms of willingness to participate in a parent class or group.  They will either be recruited/consented on community/site or they will be mailed surveys to return in a stamped, addressed envelope.  Parents will be asked to participate in a follow-up survey at the end of the school year as well.

Educators: Educators will most likely be recruited via email to participate in an online survey; as they will not be providing any personally identifiable information, we have online options that would not be available if we were collecting PII from an information security standpoint.  Each educator will be emailed a distinct survey link, so that we will be able to determine whether the educator has participated in the survey but will not know which answers are his/hers.  The consent “form” will appear first on the screen before the actual survey, and the educator will imply consent by clicking to continue on to the survey. Educators will be surveyed at the beginning of the school year before any implementation has commenced and at the end of each school year thereafter.

School data extractors: School data extractors will be recruited by the evaluation contractor. Depending on the preference and regulations regarding student data at each community/site, extractors will either be representatives of the contracting agency, local health department, or school personnel. One extractor per school will be identified.

School leadership: School leaders will be identified by grantees as representatives of schools participating in the Dating Matters initiative. Grantees will identify one school administrator or staff member who has sufficient knowledge of the school environment to be able to complete the school component of the capacity/readiness assessment.  A representative of school leadership will likely be identified as the main point of contact at each school for the school implementation of the Dating Matters curricula or that point of contact’s designee.  

Local Health Department representatives: The Local Health Department representative will be the staff member responsible for overseeing the Dating Matters initiative (i.e., project coordinator) and up to three other staff members identified by the project coordinator.  Staff member participants will likely be individuals with sufficient experience at the Local Health Department to be able to complete questions about the organization. Completion of the capacity/readiness assessment is a program activity within the Dating Matters initiative and within the duties defined for one or more staff working on the initiative.

Parent Program Manager: Parent Program Manager respondents will be those individuals who are hired to oversee implementation of the family-based portion of Dating Matters. No additional recruitment is required.  Completion of the Parent Program Manger component of the capacity/readiness assessment is one of the activities included in the responsibilities of individuals who will oversee implementation the family-based curricula.  

Community Representative: Community representatives will include members of the advisory board created by grantees and other community members identified by the grantee.  Community members will likely be identified through the advisory board as individuals who can represent youth, parents or practitioners within the community.  The grantee will likely recruit these individuals to voluntarily participate in the capacity/readiness assessment through advisory board contacts, as well as grantee contacts.

Parent Curricula Implementers: Parent curricula implementers will be recruited by the program manager who will be trained and certified to implement the curricula. Program managers will be given detailed instructions about the type of parents in the community who will be suitable as implementers. These instructions have been used across the world in implementations of Parents Matter! CDC and the TA contractor will work during the planning year to develop a detailed plan to recruit the implementers and administer the surveys.

Student Curricula Implementers: Student curricula implementers will be recruited by the local health department and schools. It is expected that in most communities/sites, teachers in the schools implementing Dating Matters will implement the student curricula, but it is possible that some communities/sites may opt to use community organizations to deliver the curricula. The TA contractor and program developers/CDC and  will work with the communities/sites to assist them in recruiting implementers. CDC and the TA contractor will work during the planning year to develop a detailed plan to recruit the implementers and administer the surveys.

Safe Dates Implementers: A subset of the student curricula implementers will be implementing Safe Dates. All Safe Dates Implementers have an equal chance of participating in the survey. These implementers will be recruited to complete the surveys after they are selected by their communities/sites to actually be implementers and begin the training protocol.CDC and the TA contractor will work during the planning year to develop a detailed plan to recruit the implementers, obtain consent, and administer the surveys.    

Brand Ambassadors: Brand ambassadors will be recruited exclusively from the intervention schools.  Brand ambassadors will be competed through a selective application process.  The paper and pencil application will be made available at the intervention schools at the beginning of each academic year.  Selections will be made by the Brand Ambassador Coordinators in each community. Once a brand ambassador has been selected, they will be required to obtain parental permission (form provided) and also sign a student assent form. Both forms outline guidelines for participation in the brand ambassador program as well as any evaluation activities. 

Communications Implementers (“Brand Ambassador Coordinators”): Communications implementers will be selected by the Health Department (or its communications designee) in each community. The Health Department will seek to recruit influential youth who are slightly older (approximately 15-18 years old) than our target age group (middle school students).

Statistical Concerns and Power Estimations: 

Outcome Evaluation:
The design of this study makes a great deal of practical sense.  The comprehensive Dating Matters initiative employs interventions targeting multiple levels of the social ecology (student, parent, school, community) and is therefore more “expensive” from a resource perspective than the existing, widely disseminated evidence based student curriculum, Safe Dates.  Therefore comparing Dating Matters to Safe Dates will allow us to see whether the extra investment of resources is “worth it” in terms of effectiveness.  However, it raises one major statistical concern; as we already know that Safe Dates is likely to have an effect (it did in the original trial, but has never been tested in this population), then our study must be sufficiently powered to detect an improved effect of Dating Matters.  As we are randomizing to condition at the school level, the school is the unit of analysis used for our power analysis.  We determined that we would need to randomize at least 40 schools in order to have sufficient power to detect effects on our main outcomes; we anticipate that the communities/sites will collectively identify between 40 and 48 schools.

Implementation Evaluation:
As a starting point for understanding factors that contribute to successful implementation of TDV prevention, T/TA as implementation support, process variables, implementation drivers and other proposed determinants are examined. Due to the descriptive and exploratory nature of the implementation evaluation design, statistical and methods concerns involve the lack of generalizability. Although randomization will occur at the school level to assign the comprehensive and standard practice approaches across communities/sites, type of T/TA is not randomly assigned. Schools receiving the comprehensive approach will be assigned intensive T/TA, while schools receiving the standard approach will be assigned basic T/TA. However, schools will not be denied additional T/TA should they request or pursue it, which underpins another potential concern. That is, if the basic T/TA group receives additional T/TA, discrete T/TA categories may not exist. Most or all of the schools could appear to have received intensive T/TA dependent upon their requests. Nonetheless, without a basic comparison, it is still important to understand whether process variables, implementation drivers and determinants affect the relationship between intensive T/TA and fidelity. Further, power estimations do not apply in the implementation evaluation because the total number of implementer respondents is pre-determined with equal chance of study participation. Data will be used to describe implementation and to explore relationships, and as such no other statistical concerns or power estimations apply.

B.3. Methods to Maximize Response Rates and Deal with Non-response
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The exact procedures that will be used to maximize cooperation and to achieve the desired high response rates will be determined in collaboration with the communities/sites and the contractors, who are in the process of being identified.  Because schools have committed to participate through Memorandums of Understanding in their health department’s application process, we are optimistic that they will be willing to work closely with us to maximize response rates.  For students, procedures will be put in place to allow students who do not finish during the allotted data collection time to complete their surveys and to allow students who are absent to complete their surveys. As stated previously, it is anticipated that we will show our appreciation parent participants for their time with $15 gift cards.  If parent surveys are mailed, a pre-survey letter will be mailed as well as several follow-up reminder emails.  The respondents will be provided with a stamped, pre-addressed envelope in which to return their surveys.  If parent surveys are conducted online, parents will be sent several follow-up reminder emails. Educators will be sent reminder emails and encouraged by school administrators to complete the surveys.  
[bookmark: _Toc12183292][bookmark: _Toc14160673]
For the Safe Dates Implementers, all selected implementers will have an equal chance of participating as survey respondents. According to the funding opportunity announcement for implementation, grantees will agree to assist CDC with the implementation evaluation. Therefore, to maximize response rates, CDC and the contractor will work together with the communities/sites during the planning year to develop a detailed plan for engaging implementers for survey completion. The contractor and other key representatives at the site will also have regular contact with the implementers via T/TA, which will increase their opportunities to encourage survey completion. 

B.4. Test of Procedures or Methods to be Undertaken

All surveys and procedures will be reviewed and “walked through” by the evaluation contractor and the liaison at the health department.  If possible, we may try to pilot test the survey with 4 or 5 middle schoolers, 4 or 5 parents, and 4 or 5 educators who would not be eligible to be in our sampling frame to test survey length. In addition, all capacity/readiness assessments will be piloted with approximately 4 local health departments. The fidelity instruments were adapted from instruments that have been used in past evaluations of the programs we utilize in Dating Matters (e.g., Safe Dates and Parents Matter!).

When possible, and in most cases, we utilized pre-existing surveys that have been used in samples similar to ours. We worked with consultants within and outside of CDC to determine the appropriate length and reading level for each respondent.
[bookmark: _Toc14160674]
[bookmark: _Toc12183305]B.5. Individuals Consulted on Statistical Aspects and Individuals Collecting and/or Analyzing Data 

All instruments and procedures have been reviewed extensively by CDC. The following individuals have worked closely in developing the instrument and procedures that will be used, and will be responsible for data analysis: Phyllis Holditch Niolon, Natasha Elkovitch Latzman, Linda Anne Valle, Andra Tharp, Dawn Fowler, Tessa Burton, Kimberly Friere, Craig Bryant, Frank Luo, and Kevin Vagi.  The expert panel on evaluation design (see Supporting Statement A) also consulted on statistical concerns with various evaluation designs.  The expert panel on capacity and readiness (see Supporting Statement A) consulted on the development and use of the capacity and readiness assessments. The evaluation contractors are in the process of being identified, but offerors have extensive expertise in methodological design and data collection.  CDC staff listed above will be responsible for analyzing the data.  
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