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The Challenge

e Communities are asked to engage in data-mnformed planning

e Data existeverywhere

e Data are rarely organized around a prevention framework of
any kind

e Data are often difficultto compare orinterpret
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Project Origins & Goals

e Started with the Colorado Thriving Fam ilies Framework and
Prevention Measurement Guide

e Keygoalsinclude:

O

O

O

Create accessible reports

Organize data around prevention
Supportplanning

Highlight both assets and challenges
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Final
Prevention v

Measurement
Model

@ Family Functioning

0 Prenatal Stress

@ Protective component

@ Risk component

(7) Substance use/Abuse

m' Butler Institute for Families

UNIVERSITY of DENVER

Supportive
Neighborhoods

High Quality
Caregiving

@ Community Violence

0 Concentrated Disadvantage

¥ Child
Maltreatment
Prevention

Caregiver Child
Wellbeing Wellbeing

@ Special Neads of Child
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Indicatorsearch toidentify
. . 100+datapoints and resources
Building the Model (
Pulldata from allsources with
( geographic coverage

Butler Institute for Families
UNIVERSITY oF DENVER

e Started with an expansive search for
. Convertalldata to HSRlevel
relevant datapomts and standardize alldata
e Wentthrough a funnelofcleaning
and conceptualalignment mearsguargfjfg?oﬁtaoms
o Finalmodelincludes:
. . Statisticaltesting of
o Underneath the 4 overall Model
outcomes

o Organized mnto IS measures
[
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Colorado Thriving Families Toolkit Regional Data Report

P a g e 1 Health Statistic Region (HSR) #_, Sunshine Region

Underslandinq 1 C.)\;e‘rall Chi(ljd Maltreatment Risk: T%:je cenHter ’::Wrc\e represents your.regb’;\“‘sj overall
Your c°mmun“y risk level and where you are compared to all other regions in preventing chil
Data Reporl maltreatment.

B 2 Protective Outcomes: The four smaller circles represent four overarching outcomes
_ This Tfeport captures HSR #_ relevant to child maltreatment prevention: Child Wellbeing, Caregiver Wellbeing,

and its unique strengths and Supportive Neighborhoods, and High Quality Caregiving. Your region's outcomes are
challenges by comparing it to compared across regions and to the average of all the state's HSRs. All four outcomes
all 21 HSRs in Colorado. The are protective factors.

model includes:
Risk & Protective Measures: The rectangles in the third level represent 15 measures,
which include protective factors (marked with a heart) and risk factors (marked with a

.
warning sign), that underly the four overarching outcomes. Your region's risk and
. e O ‘ ; e r ‘ ; le ‘ N; — a I l protective measures are compared to the average of the state's HSRs.

There are more than 70 indicators from a variety of data sources underlying the 15 measures used to determine your comparative data. Please reference
the technical assistance guide for more information and a description of data sources.

orientation to the model

L) Family Functioning .
High Quality Supportive 8 J——

& Proncaistress Caregiving Neighborhoods

Q) Concentrated Disadvantage

@ Protective measure

Q Riskmeasure

@ foosmimcar Prevention

@ Healthy Relationships

@ Matemal Factors @ Academics

@ Mental Health @ YoutnHeaith

Caregiver Child Vounaatty
Wellbeing Wellbeing A

W Physical Heaith

() Substance UsefAbuse ) Special Needs of Child

In this report you will find: Overall Child Maltreatment Risk: Comparative Data

Protective Outcomes: Comparative Data

Risk & Protective Measures: Comparative Data
COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR
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Colorado Thriving Families Toolkit Regional Data Report

P 2 Health Statistic Region (HSR) #_, Sunshine Region
a g e Overall Child Maltreatment Risk
The diamond (¢) represents this region, while the dots (¢) represent the other '

20 HSRs in the state. The diagram allows for comparison across the HSRs and

shows this region's place in the distribution of HSRs and distance from the > ’

average of the state's HSRs, which is at 0.0 on the graph.

_ Overall Regional Comparison ' ‘

How does my region compare in overall child maltreatment risk with the
other HSRs across Colorado?

This portion displays data about overall Child Maltreatment Risk

PY OV e I.a 11 C h ild h O O d m a ltre a tm e n t Child Maltreatment Risk | Below average ©Hsr#_ | @ Other regions

> R P ;'

-30 00 30

risk

Child Maltreatment Protective Outcomes

L] L]
The diamond (+) represents this region, while the dots (¢) represent the other .
. e a 1 V e r a 1 I l g O I l e O u r 20 HSRs in the state. The diagram allows for comparison across the HSRs and ’

shows this region's place in the distribution of HSRs and distance from the
average of the state's HSRs, which is at 0.0 on each graph.

° Outcome-Specific Comparison .
0 l I t C 0 I I l e O I l l a 1I l S How does my region compare in each of the four outcomes with the other
HSRs across Colorado? This portion displays data fram the four outcomes that determine overall

child maltreatment risk

Child Wellbeing | Below average O HSR#_ | ® Other regions

<> HSR #_ ® Other regions

<> HSR #_ ® Other regions

COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR

THRiVIiNG FAMILIES
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' . -
Outcome-Specific Comparison ‘.\ ‘. \

How does my region compare in each of the four outcomes with the other

HSRs across Colorado? This portion displays data from the four outcomes that determine overall
child maltreatment risk

Child Wellbeing | Below average > HSR #_ | ® Other regions

COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR

THRiVIiNG FAMILIES
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Colorado Thriving Families Toolkit Regional Data Report
Health Statistic Region (HSR) #_, Sunshine Region

P a g e 3 Risk and Protective Measures
The third level of the model contains the 15 measures underlying the four D . . |ﬂ

@ Protective measures- reduce the likelihood of maltreatment and promote

I ko
@Risk measures- increase the likelihood of child maltreatment.

The chart below shows how your HSR scores relative to the state's other

outcomes. These have been sub-divided into two types:
HSRs on each of these risk and protective measures. This page displays data from the 15 measures underlying the

four outcomes.

e The 15 measures nested

Less protective More protective

within the fouroutcomes o

e Risk vs.Protective factors I

Less protective More protective

3 Access to Care Bolow average -0.71 ’—:

[ ] Healthy Relationships Average

(") Maternal Factors Below average

[ 4 Mental Health Among the highest
[ J Physical Health Average

wer ris : Higher risk
@  substanceUse/Abuse Above average —@0.75

High Quality Caregiving
Less protective B More protective
(] Family Functioning 8elow average -0.52 @—

Lower risk 3 Higher risk

7, Prenatal Stress Among the highest _Q 114

Supportive Neighborhoods

Less protective More protective
(") Social Connections Above average _, 0.73
................................................................................ T S
(7} Community Violence ‘Among the lowest
@ concentrated Disadvantage Average

COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR

THRiVIiNG FAMILIES
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Child Wellbeing

Less protective

L 4 Academics Average -. 0.13

More protective

L Youth Health Among the highest _. 0.90

L Youth Safety Among the lowest -0.55 .—'

Lower risk o Higher risk

@ Special Needs of Child Among the lowest -0.47 @—

COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR

THRiVIiNG FAMILIES i
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Whatarethereports for? Whatarethereports not?

I I
e Community planning e Family-levelassessments
tools

@ Child-levelriskscores

e Tools foridentifying

questions e Deterministic predictions

e Starting points for e Areplacement forcommunity

conversations voilce

COLORADO PARTNERSHIP FOR

THRiVIiNG FAMILIES
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Takeaways

l. Accessibility does notcome atthe cost
ofrigor

2. Conceptualframeworks matter

3. Interpretationis as importantas
measurement
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Reach out!

e The Butler Institute for Fam ilies

e The Colorado Partnership for Thriving Fam ilies

e Contactourteam — shaina.swain@du.edu



https://socialwork.du.edu/butler
https://socialwork.du.edu/butler
https://copartnershipforthrivingfamilies.org/
https://copartnershipforthrivingfamilies.org/
mailto:shaina.swain@du.edu
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THE PROBLEM WITH RAW DATA

BHEFORE

220

parents attended our
workshops in 2024.

In 2024, 220 parents
attended our new Start With
Heart program. More than
80% attended all 12 sessions
and graduated from the
program with their Start With
Heart certification!

Same number. Very different story.

Office of Children and Family Services 16




WHY STORYTELLING WITH DATA?

Data Make Stories Make
Stories Data
Relatable

Together, Yhey rive Action

The most powerful stories pair a heartbeat with a chart.

Office of Children and Family Services 17



KNOW YOUR AUDIENCE

Outcomes & Cost-Hffectiveness

11

i Problem ->Policy Gap ->Measurable Results

L Personal Stories &Relatable Emotions
COMMUNITY

L]

TTRENAY Process Improvements &Participant Feedback

A powerful story connects when it’s relevant to the people hearing it.
Office of Children and Family Services 18




FOCUS ON MEANINGFUL METRICS

Connect to values and If your goal is family stability, highlight
goals retention, not just attendance.

Highlight the percent of families reporting
improved parenting practices, not just how
many completed the class.

Show change or
improvement

Funders want to know the return on
Tailor to your audience investment; families want relatability; your
partners want system-level impacts.

Use composite or Combine related items for a clearer story, like an
summary indicators index or a scale instead of individual measures.

Choose metrics that align with goals, audiences, and outcomes.
Office of Children and Family Services 19




DATA WITHOUT CONTEXT ARE MEANINGLESS

Too many numbers, Choose 2-3 key data
not enough meaning points per story

: Ask yourself “What is
Unfiltered data dumps . the story | want to tell?”

No story structure Provide interpretation,

not just numbers
Craft Your Story

Be selective and purposeful in what you include.

Office of Children and Family Services 20




CONTEXT TURNS NUMBERS INTO MEANING

Caregivers who attended our new Start with Heart
Programfd &Y SnfS0EmionREqMemeBhir

protective factors domains, exceeding our target in

every category. Caregivers showed improvements

12%

10%

8%

6%

4%

2%

0%

11% in all four protective factors
domains.

The dark purple bars highlight
- where gains were strongest.
Target: 5%
Without a benchmark, 10% is just a
number. Against a 5% goal, it's a

success story. We exceeded it in

Family Social Support Concrete Nurturing & every Category_
Functioning Support Attachment

Context makes data actionable.

Office of Children and Family Services 21



MAKE THE EMOTIONAL CONNECTION

@
Character

Who is the story about?

Resolution
What changed?

Challenge

What problem did they
face?

Voice

What do we want the
audience to feel?

Emotion and structure bring good stories to life.

Office of Children and Family Services 22




MEET SHREYA

Meet Shreya. She’s the mother
of two young children and new

She just lost her job. She feels
iIsolated and overwhelmed.

She doesn’t know how she’ll

to the neighborhood.
support her family.

Six months later, Shreya is
employed again. Her children
attend a local childcare center.

Shreya connects with her local
FRC. She’s connected to job
training and emergency food
assistance. Her children attend She volunteers at the FRC.
playgroups. She feels relieved She feels confident and
and hopeful. 1 connected.

Emotion and structure bring good stories to life.

Office of Children and Family Services 23




MAKE THE PROBLEM FEEL SOLVABLE

Policy Makers Program Staff

Investing here is
investing in the
back end of your
budget. These are
popular
community-based
programs that
constituents
across the political
spectrum support.

Consistent,
It's not for families trusting
in crisis; it's for relationships with a
every family. caring individual
Raising kids is can change the
hard and nobody trajectory of
should have to do families. What you
it alone. do everyday
matters!

We're not just
supporting
families; we’re
reducing the
downstream costs
your systems
absorb every year.
Our data shows it's
working!

Pair the problem with a concrete, achievable action they can take.

Office of Children and Family Services 24




KEY TAKEAWAYS

Know Your (hoose Provide Context

Aundience Nhanu?gful For Your Data
Metrics

Make The
Structure Your ) Move Them To
Fmotional .
Story . Action
Connection

Craft messages that matter!

Office of Children and Family Services 25
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Wit their immeedists concrote resds being met, caregivers wene beter
sk lea (s Gn LN o Diesall = anel e -Sezingg i onaclively osles o0
9 1554 connacticns with their children end othe social suzoors. They 550
Housing  LHilitaz  Fond shured how e progran helped theen feel mens hopeful ane resiliznl,
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https://ocfs.ny.qov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf



https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf
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https://ocfs.ny.gov/programs/trust-fund/assets/docs/2025-New-York-FROCs.pdf

CONTACTME

Kristen.Kirkland(@ocfs.ny.gov
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Using Data Visualization to Demonstrate Program Impact

Ohio Children’s Trust Fund
* Diettra Engram &Renee

Whitfield, Program Managers

* octfl@octf.ohio.gov

Department of

(o7 -1 De|
CEM Children & Youth
k"\l/ Ohio Children’s Trust Fund

28


mailto:octf@octf.ohio.gov
mailto:octf@octf.ohio.gov

OVERVIEW OF THE OHIO CHILDREN’S TRUST FUND

The mission of the Ohio Children’s Trust Fund 1s to prevent child abuse
and neglect through mvesting i strong communities, healthy families,
and safe children.

* OCTF 1s designated as Ohio’s state lead

agency for the federal Community-Based
Child Abuse Prevention (CBCAP) grant.

* OCTF 1s Ohio’s Chapter of Prevent Child
Abuse America.

Department o
ﬁw Children & Youth
\‘\K Ohio Children’s Trust Fund 2 9
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MAKING DATA COLLECTION MEANINGFUL

Since 2020, OCTF’s regional providers have used uniform tools

(forms/assessments) to capture data for comparison

* Enhancements have been made to capture standard participant

information and ensure accurate data matching

* Selected reliable and valid assessment tools with clear scoring

criteria

* Scoring is built nto the dashboards, so the visuals tell the story

Department of
Children & Youth
Ohio Children’s Trust Fund

30



OCTEF’S REPORTING TOOLS

Reportng Tools

T T S I o 13 forms availab le Online 1n En ghSh for
[:j U unified data entry by stakeholders; seven of
g | e e the forms are also available in Spanish

* 10 forms feed 8 data dashboards
E:j s I:j ~ + Forms data are pipelined into the
=k - appropriate Tableau dashboard and
— scored, ifapplicable, matched (pre-post)
o m oo and analyzed (score changes).
=S == =SS 555 e Users can see individual scores for their
E:j region and can view and compare average
scores for all regions.

31



LANDING P AGES

W

Parent Intake Phase 4 @ E:?

Owerview - UpStrees Social Imberaction Risk Scales

Upstream Social Interacti... (@) 37 =

Department of

S
Y Children & Youth
“Chiv

Ohio Children’s Trust Fund

Ouerview - Perentisng and Family Adjustment Soales

Parenting and Family Adju... @ 37 -

Owirview - Bltverie asd Beiitive Childhesd Expariences

Adverse and Positive Chil... (D 31;

Parenting Experience Sur...

®

32



OCTEF’S DATA DASHBOARDS

Participant or Details tabs within the
dashboards are protected behind
row level security, providing secure
data viewing for users with their
approved level ofaccess.

Dashboards have filter and drill-
down capabilities to compare/view
results across geographies and
demographics.

Detailed reports can be exported
and analyzed at regional access
level.

Department of
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65.7%

52.8% | |

T13% Ea

78.0% | 12.5% |

59.0% | 11.5% |
T

s6.8% EEN

71.6% {10.6% |

57.8% ]

saaw

58.5% [ |

sec% EEN

60.0%

s =

B5.1% | |

76.3% 1

B5.6% [ ]
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PARENT INTAKE DASHBOARD

* Shows deidentified demographic mformation for
participants by region.

* In SFY2026, the Concrete Support subscale
questions from the Protective Factors Survey, 24
Ed. were added to the Intake form. The questions
are scored.

» The distribution of mean concrete support
scores allows regional coordinators to see, and

share with their councils, the level ofrisk for
financial mstability that participants are facing.

* The economic stability section also provides
insight mto whether there are resource gaps
highlighted by annual mcome and reported
needs vs. participation m government assistance = s
programs. S == = n S




PARENTING ASSESSMENT
DASHBOARDS

. . . (]
Pre  Post | Number of matched entries identified as duplicates= 2 . R 1 I l I 1 I I I I I I l 1 I
win of results | Viewthe duplicate pairs tab to identify participants with multiple paired tests. An example of how to interpret duplicate pairs is also
il in this view | f

found there.

he view dis type (o post) inclusive of statistical significance, and a breakdow

experiencing decreased, neutral and increased scores. If thera is not a pretest-posttest match, nothing will be scored in thi
7 B e i - il °

- 5 _ . . ) - t ef; O arentm assessmentf;

Disabilty ~ Educati on  Gender Housing Warital Race Hispanic or Latino L4

Al Al Al Al Al Al Al

Average P istically Sign , Neutr ed Scores

Barposition and color indizate increase/decrezse between tasts.

= Pretest/posttest (scored)

O S e * Point-in-time (response distribution)
g o o . .o

- — R * If scored, the scoring logic 1s

g — —— embedded so that visuals reflect
— - average scores.

i - ——— : : :

—_— -- * Scores provide clear mformation

HE
e
B
s B
i3
H R

about changes over time.

* Filters gives users the ability to drill
down and view by county(ies),
organization(s) and/or program.

Department of

1 I
c@ﬁw Children & Youth
\"\/ st Fund

Ohio Children’s Tru.




PARENTING AND FAMILY ADJ USTMENT SCALES (P AFAS)

Parenting and Family Adjustment Scales | Scores
The view displays the average scores by test type (pre and post) inclusive of statistical significance, and a breakdown of results

Number of matched entries identified as duplicates = 2
View the duplicate pairs tab to identify participants with multiple paired tests. An example of how to interpret duplicate pairs is also

experiencing decreased, neutral and increased scores. If there is not a pretest-posttest match, nothing will be scored in this view. found there.
Average Pre and Post Scores Statistically Significant = - Average Score Change (Decrease/Increase) Decreased, Neutral, Increased Scores
Squares display pretest score averages. Circles display posttest score averages. Bar position and color indicate increase/decrease between tests. Bars indicate percentages and counts of score change.

Items within each category are summed to provide a score, with higher scores (closer to the top of
the scale) indicating less favorable outcomes relative to the subscale.

PAFAS Oto9 Positive Central 70 responses -
Parenting Scale Encouragement
Great Lakes 96 responses .
Mortheast 34 responses
MNorthwest 13 responses
Southeast 26 responses
Southwest 1response
Western 113 respons..
Q0tol5 Coercive Central 69 responses
Parenting
Great Lakes 96 responses .
MNortheast 34 responses
Morthwest 13 responses .
Southeast 26 responses
Southwest 1response
Western 113 respons..
Parent-Child Central 68 responses
Relationship
Great Lakes 96 responses .
MNortheast 34 responses
MNorthwest 13 responses

0 Children & Youth

c@\/l Department of
Wr Ohio Children’s Trust Fund
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COMP ARISON TABS

All assessment
dashboards were designed
with a comparison tab.
This allows the user to run
a side-by-side comparison
ofthe data.

Regions can compare their
overall results/scores to
the state (all regions) or
they can compare two
organizations within their
region who are
implementing the same
program.

Parenting Experience Survey | Side by Side Comparision

The view displays aggregate participant responses inclusive of average response by question, and the distribution of responses. The data can be
filtered, on the left and right, to compare two different data sets, i.e. view statewide responses (all regions) for Parent Café vs. responses for Parent
Café in one region of the same state fiscal year

Average Responses | Range from 0-6

All Great Lakes

Region Disability All Region Disability All
County All Education All County All Education All
Organization Al Gender All Organization Al Marital All
e Parent Cafe Ohio Model Marital All . Parent Cafe Ohio Model Gender Al
Fiscal Year All Ethnicity Al Fiscal Year 2026 Ethnicity All
N: 845 Duplicates: 13 Race All N: 143 Duplicates: 0 Race All

No response Not at all Slightly Moderately Very Extremely

2 2 a
Parenting Questions

In an overall sense, how difficult has your child’s behavior
PLA ) 28.8% 28.2% 14.0% I 2.4 been over the last 6 weeks? 23 16.8% 45.5% 28.7% I

To what extent do the following statements describe your
experience as a parent in the last 6 weeks?

P 158% 265%  CETS 4.2 Parenting is rewarding 40 [B4% 18.2% 37.8% | 336% |
10.4%) 17.0% 20.8% | 322% A Parenting is demanding a0 [1L5%8.5% 41.3% T

| [5:29% KT 28.2% 21.7% 3.4 Parenting is stressfu 34 [N 189% 28.7% 252% [EEET
W 153% 27 HEE Parenting is fulfilling a1 | 23.1% 27.3% 42.7%

32.0% 11.4% . 2.6 Parenting is depressing 27 m 42.7% 9.1% -

In the last 6 weeks, how confident have you felt to undertake

. 28.0% 28.8% 38 your responsibilities as a parent? 3.9 I D e 0 m

How supported have you felt in your role as a parent over the
Wza%  23.2% 32.0% 27.6% 37 |a5t6 wooks? 3.9 30.8% 33.6% | 30.1% |

Partner Parenting Questions

To what extent do you both agree over methods of disciplining

3.3 yourchild? 2.9 R EETY 13.3% 28.7% 1a.0% ¥

How supportive has your partner been towards you in your role

BEEEE > 0% JEE 37 asaparentoverthe last 6 weeks? 31 21.7% | 17.5% i RETE PERTINN 12.9% |

The following question has a different scale than the others, please reference the legend below. Average Responses | Range from 0-6

Extremely unhappy Fairly unhappy Alittle unhappy Happy Very happy Extremely happy Perfect

1 2 3 4 E (5 |
In an overall sense, how happy do you consider your

17.6%  17.3%  17.9% 4.0  relationship with your partner to be? 3.2 21.7%  [24.7% BEEERCIFT ) 21.7%



Parenting Experience Survey | Side by Side Comparision

The view displays aggregate participant responses inclusive of average response by question, and the distribution of responses. The data can be
filtered, on the left and right, to compare two different data sets, i.e. view statewide responses (all regions) for Parent Café vs. responses for Parent
Café in one region of the same state fiscal year.

Average Responses | Range from 0-6

Region All Disability All Region Great Lakes Disability All
County Al Education All County 2l Education All
Organization 2l Gender All Organization 2 Marital All
ncoem Parent Cafe Ohio Model Marital All e Parent Cafe Ohio Model Gender All
Fiscal Year All Ethnicity All Fiscal Year 2z Ethnicity Al
N: 845 Duplicates: 13 Race All N: 143 Duplicates: O Race All

No response Not at all Slightly Moderately Very Extremely

2 3 4

Parenting Questions

IARENTING 28.8% 28.2% 14.0% l >4 In an overall sense, how difficult has your child’s behavior 23 16.8% 45.5% 28.7% I

been over the last 6 weeks?

To what extent do the following statements describe your
experience as a parent in the last 6 weeks?
S[MY(P ES) [ [ 15.6% 26.5% 4.2 Parenting is rewarding a0 [E4% 18.2% 37.8% | 336% |

10.4% 17.0% 29.8% m 4.0 Parenting is demanding 4.0 -11.9% 8.4% 41.3% m

EE0 2i9% 28.2% 21.7% 17.0% 3.4 Parenting is stressful 3.4 18.9% 28.7% 252% [EEE

COMPARISON BT 153% [z27e NETETIE 43 Parenting is fulfilling a1 BT 23a% 27.3%

32.0% 11.4% . 2.6 Parenting is depressing 2.7 42.7% 9.1% -
In the last 6 weeks, how confident have you felt to undertake
. it B HLE 3.8 your responsibilities as a parent? 3.9 l =L R m

How supported have you felt in your role as a parent over the

W 1za%  232% 32.0% 27.6% 3.7 |act6 weeks? 3.9 30.8% 33.6% | 301% |

Partner Parenting Questions

To what extent do you both agree over methods of disciplining

9.0% 23.4% 26.9% 9.0% 23 yourchild? 29 21.7% | 13.3% EEXEL) 28.7% 14.0% M

How supportive has your partner been towards you in your role

14.2% 23.0% m 37 asaparent ovar the last 6 weeks? 3.1 21.7% [T .7% 18.2% 23.1%

The following question has a different scale than the others, please reference the legend below. Average Responses | Range from 0-6

Extremely unhappy Fairly unhappy A little unhappy Happy Very happy Extremely happy Perfect
1 2 3 4 5 6 |

In an overall sense, how happy do you consider your

|—\/| Department of 17.6%  17.3% | 17.9% [0 4.0  relationship with your partner to be? 3.2 11.9%  20.3% 21.7%
CEM Children & Youth
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MEASURING

SOCIAL

ISOLATION

DETAILS

Upstream Social Interaction Risk Scale | Details

Results can be filtered by Test Type (pretest, posttest, standalone) to show individual respenses by question. When filtering by test type, it's recommended to view pretest and posttest scores together to identify any changes

Breakdown: Fiscal Year Test Type Region County
Scores All STAMDALONE Mortheast All
Disability Education Housing Gender

All Al All All

Highlight Question Text Scores

Mo items highlighted o

Individual Information
The table depicts, at the individual level, participant demographics and respenses at the most granular level. Data is secured to only show participants for a viewer's assignad region.

Participant ID  Intake Date Test Type Created Date Region County Program Organization

NEOIMED
NEOZMED
NEO3MED
NEO4MED
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KEY TAKEAWAYS
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Demonstrating ROI for Service Provider
Programmatic Outcomes] Prevention Programs Capacity Building

7| Department of
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i Questions?

Thank you for attending!

2026 CBCAP Virtual Grantee Meeting
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