SUPPORTING STATEMENT - PART A
Navy New Parent Support Program (NPSP) Evaluation Addendum: Phase II – 0704-0645
	Summary of Changes from Previously Approved Collection 

New Parent Support Program (NPSP) Standardized Screening Instrument Evaluation (Phase II)
· The Navy New Parent Support Program (NPSP) Evaluation has been reprioritized as a multiphase evaluation effort. 
· Phase I, which concluded in the fall of 2025, involved a cluster randomized controlled trial evaluating the implementation quality and program effectiveness of a Department of War funded home visitation program – Take Root Home Visitation (TRHV). During Phase I, the primary assessment tool used by NPSP to make decisions about home visitation services, the Family Needs Screener (FNS), was administered and preliminarily evaluated. Results indicated that the FNS scoring and interpretation guidelines may not be efficiently screening clients into the proper level of support. Therefore, the Military Community Advocacy (MCA) requested a continuation and expansion of the evaluation project to understand and enhance the utility of the FNS. 
· Phase II, which is the focus of the current SSA, will involve a rigorous psychometric evaluation of the FNS to better understand the measure’s reliability and validity when used as a screening instrument with military-connected individuals.
· Phase III will utilize the findings of phase II to enhance and refine the FNS so that the instrument is compliant with DoD Instruction 6400.05.
· Phase IV will involve transitioning the refined FNS tool to an online administration, scoring, and report generation system. This will increase the efficiency and access of the instrument and reduce burden on the parent or caregiver.
· Phase V will focus on a robust psychometric evaluation of the online version of the updated FNS to ensure it is functioning with the necessary specificity and sensitivity to serve as a screening tool for home visitation purposes and, by extension, to be compliant with DoD Instruction 6400.05. 
· For phase II, all the home visitor measurement instruments administered in phase I have been removed. This includes the:
· Evidence-Based Practice Attitudes Scale
· Fidelity Checklist
· Ages & Stages Questionnaire, Third Edition
· Parenting Skills Assessment, 10th Edition
· For phase II, all client measurement instruments from phase I, except for the FNS, have been removed. This includes the:
· Protective Factors Survey
· Brief Child Abuse Potential Inventory
· Parental Stress Scale
· Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale
· Client Engagement Survey
· Client Satisfaction Questionnaire
· Given MCA’s priority of evaluating and refining the FNS across all the Services, the total submission burden for phase II will be greater than phase I. In phase I, the number of respondents was 315 Navy-connected participants because the focus of phase I was understanding the implementation quality and program effectiveness of TRHV within Navy NPSP.  Phase II will involve 45,000 military-connected participants across the Services, as the focus has shifted from evaluating TRHV in the Navy to evaluating NPSP’s primary home visitation service determination tool – the FNS. MCA estimates that 15,000 individuals complete the FNS per year across the Services. Phase II will occur over a three-year period (3 years X 15,000 participants = 45,000 participants). A random sample of 10% of the completed FNS instruments will be drawn each year for the analyses, so the total analytic sample size for phase II will be 4,500.




1. 	Need for the Information Collection 
The Military Community Advocacy (MCA) Family Advocacy Program (FAP) within the Department of Defense’s (DoD) Office of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (OSD) is requesting Office of Management and Budget (OMB) clearance for Phase II of the New Parent Support Program (NPSP) Evaluation. MCA FAP contracted with the Clearinghouse for Military Family Readiness at Penn State (Clearinghouse) for this data collection to assist in understanding the benefits and limitations of using the Family Needs Screener (FNS) within FAP NPSP as an intake tool to identify potential risk and protective factors for family violence and services offered by NPSP. 

Per DoD Instruction 6400.05, FAP NPSP is required to use a standardized and validated screening instrument to identify potential parental risk factors for abuse. FAP NPSP across all Services has selected the FNS to serve as the screening instrument. The FNS was originally developed in 1999 for the Air Force (Kantor et al., 1999). The measure consists of 57 items that assess the following domains: demographics, relationship discord, social support, stress, self-esteem, substance abuse, family of origin violence, depression, and prior family violence. Clients respond to each item using a 4-point Likert-type scale ranging from strongly disagree to strongly agree. Per the measure’s scoring guidelines, the scores for 52 items are dichotomized (i.e., 0 or 1) and summed to create a total scale score. Clients with scores greater than or equal to 9 are considered high need and are offered home visitation services (Kantor et al., 1999). There are also five red flag items that serve as automatic qualifiers for high needs classification. Thus, a family with a total score less than 9 may still be offered home visitation services if any of the red flag items are endorsed.

The original report on the psychometric properties of the FNS (Kantor et al., 1999) found favorable evidence of the instrument’s reliability and validity. For instance, the coefficient alpha reliability estimates for the total FNS scale ranged from .84 to .91 across the included samples, and the FNS was found to discriminate between clients with a recent family violence instance and clients with no history of family violence. Since the original report detailing the FNS instrument’s utility as a screening tool for identifying Air Force families who would benefit from receiving FAP NPSP home visitation, the Army, Marine Corps, and Navy have also adopted the FNS as their standardized screening instrument. Since the release of the original report, only a few follow-up psychometric evaluations have been conducted (Kaye et al., 2019; McCarthy et al., 2020; Pittman & Taylor, 2002; Saathoff-Wells et al., 2020; Travis et al., 2015; Wyse, 2007). Collectively, the results of the follow-up evaluations provide mixed evidence supporting the utility of the FNS instrument in its current form as an effective screening tool for FAP NPSP home visitation services. The follow-up evaluations that reported on the FNS total scale’s internal reliability found favorable estimates (range: .73 to .92); however, those evaluations that examined the internal reliability of the FNS subscales found noticeable variation in the acceptability of the estimates (range: .34 to .84). 

While most of the follow-up evaluations found some level of support for one or more types of validity for the FNS instrument, none that investigated the tool’s factor structure were able to replicate the original model proposed by Kantor et al. (1999). Most of the follow-up evaluations, like the original evaluation, used samples drawn from the Air Force. The evaluation conducted by Kaye and colleagues (2019) used a sample drawn from the Army, and the evaluation lead by Saathoff-Wells and associates (2020) included samples from four of the Services, though sample sizes were small and unequal across the Services (Air Force n = 49; Army n = 114; Marine Corps n = 19; Navy n = 61). Moreover, there is limited evidence of the FNS instrument’s functionality for mothers and fathers largely because the tool does not directly collect information on client sex or caregiver status; rather, the tool implicitly assumes that the respondent is a mother. The evaluation led by Kaye and colleagues (2019) investigated the equivalence of a reduced version of the tool for mothers and fathers, and while they found evidence in support of measurement invariance, the results do not generalize to the full FNS currently in use across the Services, nor do the results generalize beyond the Army. Furthermore, there are no psychometric evaluations that have looked at the equivalence of the tool across the Services, which means there is no empirical evidence to support the current operating assumption that the FNS performs similarly across the Services. 

In phase I of the Navy NPSP Evaluation, which focused on examining the benefits and limitations of using the Take Root Home Visitation curriculum, the FNS was administered to assess risk for family violence. Results from that evaluation signal that current FNS scoring practices and interpretations may not be efficiently screening individuals into the proper level of support provision (e.g., a high number of low needs individuals may be receiving home visitation services). Also, during coaching and support calls, multiple home visitors commented that they were unaware that there were subscale scores that could be used to inform their visit plans with clients. This potentially indicates that current practice overemphasizes the total score at the expense of the subscale scores, which is a concern raised by some of the teams that have conducted follow-up psychometric evaluations of the FNS (e.g., Kaye et al., 2019). 

Given the significance of the FNS tool for FAP NPSP across the Services, a phase II of the Navy NPSP Evaluation is necessary to help ensure the FNS meets the requirements set forth in DoD Instruction 6400.05 for an intake tool. Phase II will extend the evaluation project to all the Services and investigate the following research questions:
1) Do the FNS total scale and each of the originally hypothesized subscales demonstrate adequate internal reliability as determined by coefficient alpha (values > .70) and coefficient omega (values > .70)?   
2) Can the original factor structure proposed by Kantor et al. (1999) be replicated? Does an alternate factor structure provide a better fit to the collected data?   
3) Does the FNS display measurement invariance across important maltreatment risk and military characteristics, such as age, marital status, education level, paygrade, and Service?
4) How difficult are the FNS items for respondents to answer?
5) How well do the FNS items discriminate among family violence risk level?

Examining these research questions with samples drawn from all Services will provide valuable insights into the utility of the FNS as an intake tool for the provision of education and support services. The findings of phase II will guide phase III, which will focus on refinements and improvements to the FNS. Phase IV will involve transitioning the refined FNS tool to online administration, scoring, and report generation. And finally, phase V will entail a large-scale psychometric evaluation of the online version of the updated FNS to ensure it is meeting the standards set forth in DoD Instruction 6400.05.

The authorization for this study comes from 10 U.S.C 136, Under Secretary of Defense for Personnel & Readiness and DoD Instruction 6400.05, New Parent Support Program (NPSP).

2.	Use of the Information 

This data collection effort will involve administering the FNS instrument to military-connected individuals across all of the Services who express interest in participating in NPSP services. Per current FAP NPSP protocols, a physical copy of the FNS will be administered to respondents. Respondents will complete the FNS using pencil or pen to answer the items and once completed, respondents will return the physical FNS to NPSP personnel. FAP NPSP is required by DoD Instruction 6400.05 to administer a standardized screening instrument for the purpose of identifying potential factors that place parents at risk for family violence. The DOW has selected the FNS to serve as the standardized intake tool for this purpose.

For phase II, the FNS will be completed at a single timepoint at the beginning of an individuals’ involvement with NPSP services. OSD MCA estimates that approximately 15,000 FNS instruments are completed across the Services annually. Phase II is anticipated to occur over a 3-year period from approval. During that time, HQ POCs will be instructed to randomly select 10% of their FNSs completed responses from each Service. The 10% of collected responses will be provided to the Clearinghouse research team from each Service’s NPSP. Thus, data from a total of 4,500 FNS instruments will be used to perform robust psychometric evaluation of the measure. Service-level NPSP personnel will send de-identified FNS instruments to the Clearinghouse research team through the DoD SAFE file exchange portal in full compliance with current DoD standards. The original paper copy of the FNS will be retained by home visitors for inclusion in their clients’ file in accordance with each home visitor’s standard operating procedure. The copy of the FNS provided by the home visitors to Penn State researchers will be stored in a secure folder on a secured Penn State server and destroyed upon completion of the project. The Clearinghouse research team will be responsible for entering the information into a Statistical Package for the Social Sciences data file that will be stored on a secure, password protected, two-factor authentication enabled Penn State server. 

The goal of this data collection is to provide OSD MCA and Service-level FAP NPSP with detailed information about the utility of the FNS as a screener for identifying potential risk and protective factors for family violence and areas of focus for education and support. The findings of phase II will also be used to inform phases III-V with the ultimate goal of ensuring that FAP NPSP has a tool that complies with DoD Instruction 6400.05 and is able to efficiently and effectively assist NPSP personnel with service provision. 

3. 	Use of Information Technology 

All FNS responses will be collected via paper-and-pencil methods. Electronic submissions are not being used because no Service has a system in place that allows for electronic administration of the FNS at this time given its use as an onsite screening tool for access to services. Attempting to create systems that Service-level NPSP could use to collect the information electronically would place too high a burden on the Services at this point in time. Ultimately, the goal is to transition the FNS into an online system that would allow for electronic submission. As previously mentioned, this will occur during phase IV of the project.

4. 	Non-duplication 

The information obtained through this collection is unique and is not already available for use or adaptation from another cleared source. 

5. 	Burden on Small Businesses 

This information collection does not impose a significant economic impact on a substantial number of small businesses or entities. 

6.	Less Frequent Collection 

Only respondents interested in participating in NPSP will be asked to complete the FNS.  Respondents will complete the FNS instrument once. It is not possible to collect the information less frequently than once.

7. 	Paperwork Reduction Act Guidelines 
This collection of information does not require collection to be conducted in a manner inconsistent with the guidelines delineated in 5 CFR 1320.5(d)(2).
8. 	Consultation and Public Comments
Part A: PUBLIC NOTICE
A 60-Day Federal Register Notice (FRN) for the collection published on Wednesday, March 18, 2026. The 60-Day FRN citation is 91 FRN 13018. 
No comments were received during the 60-Day comment period.
A 30-Day Federal Register Notice for the collection published on Tuesday, July 21, 2026.  The 30-Day FRN citation is 91 FRN 45798.
Part B: CONSULTATION 
No additional consultation apart from soliciting public comments through the Federal Register was conducted for this submission. 
9. 	Gifts or Payment 

No payments or gifts are being offered to respondents as an incentive to participate in the collection.

10. 	Confidentiality 
A Privacy Act Statement is not required for this collection because we are not requesting individuals to furnish personal information for a system of records. 

A System of Record Notice (SORN) is not required for this collection because records are not retrievable by PII. 

A Privacy Impact Assessment (PIA) is not required for this collection because PII is not being collected electronically. Participants are provided a personal identifier.
  
Records are temporary. Cut off annually on completion of research project. Destroy 5 years after cutoff. 

11. 	Sensitive Questions 

Respondents will be asked questions concerning risk and protective factors for child maltreatment. These questions ask about demographics (including race and ethnicity), stress, relationship discord, social support, substance abuse, violence approval, self-esteem, depression, family of origin violence and neglect, and prior family violence. These questions are important because they form the foundation for the FNS instrument to be able to provide coherent information that FAP NPSP personnel can use to make a determination about the education and support services to provide to respondents. Not asking these questions would undermine the utility of the instrument.
Race and ethnicity data is being collected using the format presented in Figure 3 of OMB Statistical Policy Directive No. 15. This format has been adopted for this evaluation because it is the most simple and straightforward way to collect race and ethnicity data, which will result in reduced participant burden. Furthermore, using the format of Figure 3 will help to safeguard participants’ privacy and confidentiality by collecting less detailed information. Race and ethnicity data is being collected as part of the demographics section of the FNS. While the collection of this information will help in understanding the utility of the FNS for different subpopulations within the military, detailed race and ethnicity information is not necessary.
12. 	Respondent Burden and its Labor Costs
Part A: ESTIMATION OF RESPONDENT BURDEN

1) Collection Instrument(s)
FNS (Year 1)
a) Number of Respondents: 15,000 
b) Number of Responses Per Respondent: 1
c) Number of Total Annual Responses: 15,000
d) Response Time: 15 minutes
e) Respondent Burden Hours: 3,750 hours 


1) Total Submission Burden 
a) Total Number of Respondents: 15,000
b) Total Number of Annual Responses: 15,000
c) Total Respondent Burden Hours: 3,750 hours

Part B: LABOR COST OF RESPONDENT BURDEN

1) Collection Instrument(s)
FNS (Year 1)
a) Number of Total Annual Responses: 15,000
b) Response Time: 15 minutes
c) Respondent Hourly Wage: $32.66
d) Labor Burden per Response: $8.17
e) [bookmark: _Hlk223697758]Total Labor Burden: $122,475.00

1) Overall Labor Burden 
a) Total Number of Annual Responses: 15,000
b) Total Labor Burden: $122,475

The Respondent hourly wage was determined by using the mean hourly wage across all occupations ($32.66) from the Bureau of Labor Statistics Wage Estimation Website 
(https://www.bls.gov/oes/#/industry/000000).   

13.	Respondent Costs Other Than Burden Hour Costs 

There are no annualized costs to respondents other than the labor burden costs addressed in Section 12 of this document to complete this collection. 

14. 	Cost to the Federal Government

Part A: LABOR COST TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

1) Collection Instrument(s)
a) Number of Total Annual Responses: 15,000
b) Processing Time per Response: 2 minutes
c) Hourly Wage of Worker(s) Processing Responses: 50.12
d) Cost to Process Each Response: 1.65
e) Total Cost to Process Responses: $25,060

2) Overall Labor Burden to the Federal Government
a) Total Number of Annual Responses: 15,000
b) Total Labor Burden: $25,060

Part B: OPERATIONAL AND MAINTENANCE COSTS

1) Cost Categories
a) Equipment: 0
b) Printing: 0
c) Postage: 0
d) Software Purchases: 0
e) Licensing Costs: 0
f) Other: $300,000 (contract support)

2) Total Operational and Maintenance Cost: 0

Part C: TOTAL COST TO THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT

1) Total Labor Cost to the Federal Government: $25,060

2) Total Operational and Maintenance Costs: $300,000

3) Total Cost to the Federal Government: $325,060


15. 	Reasons for Change in Burden 

This is an extension of the previous Navy NPSP Evaluation. The extension involves only administering and evaluating the FNS instead of all the previous instruments; however, we are broadening the scope to include all Services for full implementation. The burden has increased since the previous approval due to the number of respondents increasing from 315 Navy-connected participants in phase I to 45,000 military-connected participants across all Services in phase II.

16. 	Publication of Results 

The results of the information collection will be published as a DoD publication and will also be published external to the DoD in a series of journal articles. The journal articles will be published in outlets focused on child maltreatment and family violence prevention. The results of the proposed collection are being published because they will have direct implications for OSD, Service-level FAP, and the broader field of child maltreatment, including the civilian sector. Sharing the results through publication can help to inform practice, both within and external to the DoD, and create opportunities for future research that advances the capacity of NPSP service provision across the Services to meet the needs of their clients. 

We anticipate the study beginning in fall 2026 and concluding in fall 2029. Publication of the study’s results as a DoD publication is expected to occur 9-12 months after the study ends. Publication of the journal articles is expected to occur within a 3-year window following the completion of the study. The results of the current evaluation project will be used to inform Phases III through V. These phases will commence after the conclusion of Phase II.

17. 	Non-Display of OMB Expiration Date 

We are not seeking approval to omit the display of the expiration date of the OMB approval on the collection instrument. 

18. 	Exceptions to “Certification for Paperwork Reduction Submissions” 

We are not requesting any exemptions to the provisions stated in 5 CFR 1320.9. 
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