Prevention Literature Review Assignment
You have been assigned to one of 8 groups to take the lead on a comprehensive review of the literature on child maltreatment prevention.  The 8 types of prevention programs that you will be reviewing are:
1. Interventions in Schools and Early Childhood Educational Settings 
2. Interventions Targeting Sexual Offenders 
3. Nurse Home-Visiting Programs
4. Para-professional Home-Visiting Programs (Early Head Start, Healthy Families America, Parents as Teachers)

5. Parent Training/Education Programs
6. Public Awareness Campaigns
7. Family Support Programs (Parent Self-Help, Mutual Support, Respite Care)
8. Alternative/Differential Response in Child Protection Systems
Your particular group’s review will constitute a “chapter” in a larger document that will be given to the Office of Prevention and Intervention Services in the Wisconsin Department of Children and Families.  Use the headings provided below, the article critique worksheets provided in class, and the table template on p. 4, to complete this assignment.  The final produce should be 3-4 pages, single spaced, plus the table and appendix.
Title:  “PREVENTION OF CHILD MALTREATMENT WITH [TYPE OF PROGRAM]”
Description of Prevention Program Area
Describe the programs/interventions that fall within your topic area, and if relevant, the theoretical framework(s) that guide these programs.  Important questions to answer: (1) Scope--what is the extent of programming in this area?,(2) Target Population—who is typically involved in such programs, and (3) Types of Programs--what is the nature of the interventions being used and which are most common?

Brief Statement of Effectiveness

Use the language below to describe evidence of impact, and provide a brief discussion of how you came to that conclusion:

· No evidence of impact
· Evidence of no impact
· Mixed evidence of impact
· Evidence of insubstantial impact
· Evidence of substantial impact
Methods of the Review

Describe search terms, search databases, other search strategies (e.g., consulting experts, organizational websites, posting to listservs).  Also describe the study inclusion and study exclusion criteria.
Description of Studies Included in Review

You will need a table describing the included studies.  Elements that should be catalogued in the table include some of the content from the article critique worksheet distributed in class and posted on the course website.  If significant detail is included in these worksheets, you will want to abbreviate this detail for the purpose of the table. Attached to this document is a template for your table, to ensure consistency in formatting across groups.  
You should also include text describing the studies.  Highly similar interventions can be described together (e.g.,  “Program A and Program B were both designed to enhance parental knowledge of child development and targeted low-income teenagers…..”).  Write enough here to give a sense to the reader of the collective group of studies, rather than significant detail on each independent study.
Methodological Quality of Studies Included in Review

Comment on the study design characteristics, noting strengths and weaknesses.  Experimental studies are typically considered the most rigorous form of evaluation, however simply having an experimental design does not guarantee that the research was carried out with rigor. Conversely, the lack of an experimental design does not necessarily mean that findings are invalid—it depends on a host of other factors, such as the response rate, the quality of the measures used, the extent to which potential biases are controlled or addressed, etc.   
Review of Findings from Included Studies
You will want to summarize the key findings from the studies here.  Do not go through and describe each article one by one.  Think of ways to synthesize the results from the studies you review.  Important questions to answer: What does the collective group of studies suggest about the efficacy of these programs for preventing maltreatment?  Comment on the strengths and weaknesses of the studies, and distinguishing valid findings (e.g., from more rigorous analyses) from less legitimate conclusions.  This section should justify your brief statement of effectiveness above.
Discussion

When you think of child maltreatment prevention programming in relation to what you learned in the literature review, what insights do you have to offer?  This section should make clear to the reader what the potential benefits and/or problems are that are associated with this prevention strategy.  Your discussion should also focus on how programming in this area can be improved or (if applicable) made more relevant to Wisconsin.    

Conclusion

Provide a brief, 3-4 sentence summary of the results of your literature review.  

Article Critique Worksheets
These must be turned in to the instructor with the assignment, although they will not be included in the final document to the State.  Since some of the work to finalize the document may need to extend into the semester break or require checking at a later date, these appendix materials will not be returned to the group.  Please make copies of these worksheets for group members who would like to keep them.
Feedback Points
Because this is an official document that will be used by DCF for planning purposes, we need to ensure consistent formatting of each group’s final product, as well as consistent quality of product across groups.  I will be enlisting the help of an editor for the final stages of the document, but up to that point, we need to work very hard to ensure quality of content and writing.  I am requiring that you turn in several stages of your group’s chapter throughout the semester, because we don’t want to be in a position at the 11th hour trying to salvage a chapter that is far below the quality standards of the other chapters in the document.  Please follow the timeline below for submitting various materials:

10/9:
Submit a description of your search strategy for documents.  This description will be part of the final product, because it constitutes the “method” we used to conduct our research.  The strategy will not necessarily be consistent across groups, because it may be topic-dependent.  See the Methods of Review section above for more details.

10/30:   Submit a list of citations for the studies you are reviewing.  This is an opportunity for me to take note of whether there may be studies you have overlooked.

11/6:  This class period is dedicated to discussing progress on our assignment.  By this point in the semester, you should be well underway in your review of studies, and not still scrambling to find them.  Your group should have at least a general sense of what the main findings are from your review, even if you have not yet written them out explicitly.  Be prepared to discuss these findings in class with your peers, and comment on the strengths and weaknesses you are identifying in these studies.

11/20-11/26:   Sometime in this date range, I would like a draft of your chapter, along with your article critique worksheets for each of the studies you reviewed.  I will be reviewing these materials extensively over the Thanksgiving break, and will give you detailed feedback on the chapters.  PLEASE SEND YOUR DRAFT TO ME ELECTRONICALLY AND IN THE FORM OF A WORD DOCUMENT.  If you are handwriting the worksheets, you will need to deliver them directly to me.  I will use track changes to make edits and comments, and post the edited version on your group’s discussion forum by 12/1.  

By 12/9 (a Tuesday):  Send me the final chapter.  I will be putting a power point presentation together for class on 12/11 that includes content from each group’s final product.  You can then help facilitate a presentation on your topic in class that day.
Over the semester break, the final product will be edited and submitted to DCF.  I will post the final product to the course website at that point, and notify you by email that it is there for you to print!

Table 1.  Studies Included for Review of [Type of Program]
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