COURSE 3:
CHILD ABUSE & NEGLECT PREVENTION RESEARCH & EVALUATION THROUGH A
PUBLIC HEALTH LENS
EXPLORING ISSUES OF DESIGN, IMPLEMENTATION, & EVALUATION
Lead Instructor: Carol Runyan, MPH, PhD, Professor, Department of Epidemiology,
Colorado School of Public Health
Co-Instructor: Ashley Brooks-Russell, MPH, PhD (Assistant Professor, Department of
Community and Behavioral Health, Colorado School of Public Health)

Overview: The course will introduce participants to key concepts underlying prevention of
child abuse and neglect from a public health perspective. The course will include a focus on
principles of public health research and practice applied to Child Abuse and Neglect
(CA&N) prevention as well as address different aspects of prevention research and
evaluation (e.g., policy studies, intervention trials, and program evaluation) with examples
from the child abuse and neglect literature. Through readings, lectures, and class
discussions, participants will learn about and practice developing conceptual models and
logic models and will receive mentoring as they develop their ideas for the design and
evaluation of a child abuse prevention intervention. The course is designed for participants
already having some familiarity with child abuse and neglect who are interested in gaining
basic knowledge of research and evaluation principles from a public health perspective with
focus on primary prevention at a community level.
Participants in this course will also join participants in other Kempe Summer Institute
courses in attending daily lunch time seminars addressing a range of topics on CA&N
research led by prominent leaders in the field. Each participant will leave the course with an
outline of a proposed project that has been developed with input from fellow students and
from faculty mentors and will receive mentoring online and via Zoom over a period of six
months.

Course learning objectives: As a result of this course, participants will be able to:
1. Describe the core elements of a public health approach to prevention;
2. Differentiate a public health approach to CA&N prevention from other approaches
(e.g., clinical or legal);
3. Describe selected strategies for advancing CA&N prevention through the prism of a
population level approach to primary prevention;
4. Describe approaches to evaluating prevention initiatives;
5. Develop a research/evaluation idea for the primary prevention of CA&N.

Course Format
Instruction in this course incorporates formal presentations/lectures, intensive in-class
discussion and out-of-class assignments. Selected readings and other assignments will be
completed for each class. Students MUST remain current in their readings and other
assignments throughout the course and provide information necessary for the review of
their applications. They will be called on to contribute to the discussion of those readings
and assignments. Attendance at all sessions is expected.
Evaluation and Grading
Evaluation will be based on the quality of student’s participation in the classroom
discussions, the quality of the written assignments, and the critiques presented to other
students.
The final course grades are assigned as follows:
1.

Class participation

45%

Students are expected to give substantive feedback to each other each time an assignment
is submitted. This means comments on logic, theory, methods and flow, and clarity of
writing -- not just catching typos and making minor editorial points, though those are helpful,
too. We expect materials to be posted on time. Grading will take into consideration:
 Attendance (expected at all sessions)
 Submission of all assignments
 Quality of participation in class discussions (substantial and substantive in content) -Note: we value quality over quantity
2. Daily Written Assignments

55%

At the end of each of the first 4 days, participants will be provided a written instruction
regarding a written assignment to consist of a one or two page response to the content of
the day’s activities. Faculty will grade these sections based on the following criteria:
o Clarity and appropriateness of cited literature
o Clarity and logic of the response
o Degree to which the significance of the issue identified in the response is
recognized by the author
Process:
Students will provide their written assignments by the date and time specified in the syllabus
below.

Grading rubrics:
Written work:
Points
90-100

Grade
A or A-

Description of criteria, short papers
All elements present, clearly explained, original ideas, significant and
thoughtful questions that demonstrate understanding of issues in
readings (quality of ideas and questions differentiates A from A-).

80-89

B-,B, B+

70-79

C-, C, C+

All elements present, explanation clear but lacking originality or
careful thought, moderately interesting questions that demonstrate
understanding of issues in the readings (quality of ideas and
questions differentiates B-, B, B+).
All elements present, limited clarity in thinking or expression, weak
questions that demonstrate less than full understanding of issues in
the readings (quality of ideas and questions differentiates C-, C, C+).

60-69

D-,D, D+

<60

F

Elements missing, lack of clarity in thinking or expression, weak
questions that do not demonstrate understanding of issues in the
readings (quality of ideas and questions differentiates D-, D, D+).
No paper turned in on time

Discussion:
Points Grade
90A or A100

80-89

70-79

60-69

<60

Attends all classes and actively and respectively listens to peers &
instructor; helps move discussion forward, actively participates in
appropriate ways and times with comments that are insightful and
demonstrate understanding of key issues and readings.
B-,B, B+ Attends all classes and actively and respectively listens to peers &
instructor; helps move discussion forward, actively participates in
appropriate ways and times with comments that demonstrate basic
understanding of material but may be less insightful than those
deemed worthy of an A or AC-, C, C+ Attends most or all classes, moderately prepared, listens to peers
and instructor, but contributes little to move the conversation forward
or demonstrate clear understanding of the material through insightful
questions or points in discussion.
D-,D, D+ Attends most but not all classes, but may not actively participate,
arrives with less than adequate preparation by demonstration of
knowledge of content and participation in discussion. May participate
little and/or contribute comments that do not advance the discussion.
F
Misses a large number of classes or is not fully present during
discussion (e.g., distracted by phone or email); projects little interest
in the material or discussion of peers or instructor, comments reflect
little understanding of the material and contiribute little to the
discussion, seldome participates in meaningful ways.

