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United States Department of Education




Institute of Education Sciences


National Center for Education Research

United States Department of Education

February 13, 2004

Dear Ms. Hausman,

Thank you for the thoughtful and detailed feedback on the Social and Character Development data collection package. We have reviewed your concerns and suggestions, and respond to each in turn below.

1.  The first sentence of the second paragraph on page 2 refers to the No Child Left Behind Act of 2002. This should read the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

The correct title for the No Child Left Behind Act has been incorporated throughout the text.

2.  The passage at the end of page 4 that begins: "In general, the interventions are expected..." and ends: "depending on the specific intervention structures and features" should be placed before the sentence that begins: "The SACD interventions vary" earlier in the paragraph to improve readability.


The phrasing in this paragraph has been modified as suggested to improve readability.

3.  The third paragraph on page 6 states that the second primary research question addresses impacts of the programs on subgroups, and that features of successful programs will be identified. This does not seem to fall under the scope of the second research question, which I read to be less about the interventions' content and more about the characteristics of participants who demonstrate gains.

After reviewing this paragraph, we realized that the phrasing was unclear and open to misinterpretation. The paragraph has been reworded to enhance comprehension.

4.  On page 6, the use of the words "pertains to," "intervention" and "impacts" is a bit redundant. Some variation in word choice would be beneficial here. 


The phrasing in this section has been modified to enhance variation in word choice.

5.  It would be wise to formalize communications with grantees in a protocol in order to assure that information collection is consistent.

The national evaluation contractor has been working with IES and CDC staff, as well as with grantees, to formulate a communication protocol for data collection. For example, one method being employed to enhance consistency is the use of a joint meeting between agency staff, contractor staff, and grantees to discuss data collection methodology. A description of this meeting and other methods for ensuring consistency has been included in the revised document.

6.  For the data collection instruments, it would be best to include more than 4 items on Likert-style questions (such as those contained in the "Child Report").  This would increase the likelihood that this research project would detect any real differences between treatment and control group outcomes. 

The purpose of the multi-site evaluation is to test the efficacy of the social and character development interventions on a multitude of child outcomes. These outcomes include various constructs, including socio-emotional competencies, prosocial attitudes and behaviors, problem behaviors, and school climate, each of which are specifically targeted for change by the interventions being evaluated. Because of the interest in examining intervention impact on a large array of outcomes, it became essential to reduce the number of items to measure each of the constructs. In a paper published in 2002, Moore and her colleagues discuss the tension between collecting information on a multitude of factors, and the desire to decrease the burden on respondents. They write, 

“Collecting information on the many and varied factors that might potentially affect children’s development places extraordinary data collection demands on a study, especially if the study is designed to be nationally representative and/or longitudinal. . . Interdisciplinary, multi-purpose studies of this magnitude need to be efficient in their measurement of constructs. . . Thus, in the development of any national longitudinal survey, trade-offs have to be made between the theoretical importance of measuring a broad array of constructions, and the practical limitations due to respondent burden, survey administration, and funding” (pp. 531-532).

One possibility for reducing the respondent burden is to reduce the measures so that the fewest possible items are included, while retaining the basic predictive properties of the measure. Moore and her colleagues examined the utility of this possibility by shortening several versions of scales to measure child behavior problems and environmental context. Results suggest that the use of a smaller number of items administered at different time points can still retain internal consistency and predictive power. This is the strategy employed in our multi-site evaluation. Further, to ensure that the reduced scales retain internal consistency and predictive power, field-testing will be conducted so that the properties of the scales can be assessed prior to use in the national evaluation. 

In addition, although we have identified items for separate theoretical constructs, latent factor analyses will be employed to examine how each of the constructs are related to one another, and whether larger, more global, constructs can be identified and used to compose child outcomes. For example, although separate scales will be used to assess feelings of safety at school, school engagement, and school connectedness, latent factor analyses could indicate that there is truly only one large construct being tapped by these measures – this new construct would then be used in the impact analyses, rather than each individual scale separately. Combining scale items in this way will likely result in the testing of outcomes tapped by more than enough items to detect differences between treatment and control group outcomes.

Reference: Moore, K.A., Halle, T.G., Vandivere, S., & Mariner, C. L. (2002). Scaling back survey scales: How short is too short? Sociological Methods and Research, 30, 530-567.

Thank you again for taking the time to submit your thoughtful comments and providing us the opportunity to improve our information collection package. If you have any remaining questions or concerns, please do not hesitate to contact me.








Sincerely,








Tamara M. Haegerich, Ph.D.
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