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(ccYP) during the first nine-months-of 198l. In each community, one
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Chapter 1 of this project evaluation provides a brief overview of .
each of the three programs and describes the parents who

participated. Chapter 2 summarizes the impact of the adolescent
parentimg project on two areas: the !dolescent participants and the
three community service systems involved. A short list of B
recommendations is discussed in Chapter 3, intended to be a starting
point for discussion of future plans for adolescent parenting.
education programs and policy. Evaluation instruments, as well as
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. is 2$jecrive—baaed because it measures impacto'aﬁd'results in several

Backgrouod'
Three New’ﬁompp_hire communities,. Keene,. Leb{od, and Portsmouth,

. n o
were sponsors of model- adolescent parenting programs that were funded by

«

. . & - .
the Comprehensive Children and Youth ?roject (CCYP) during=the first nine

w. s

_ months of 1981. Oue cqgmunlty agency, in collaboration with other prd-

viders, prov1ded a program ;hat’ng dei.&ned to meet the parenting needs
- N
of their popul tion of tEen parents. ‘These proJecta were funded ‘as model-

o ]
[y

C.
demonstration rogramg*rzth the 1ntent that, 1f effectlve, the. models

would be attractive to<gfher New Hampahire communities who have teen

[

’

parents in need of parontlng support

3
\ 4

This document is the. f1na1 report of the evaluation o; the'three

~

éCYP-funded proJects. Evalua;' n data summarlzed,ln this report was

collected during the fundingwiod f the, model, 'projects', March to,
N L . AN .

- B . L4 .
September 30, 1981. . T\ ~ »

P Y .

« Evaluation Desi

The Adolescent Parenting Projects Esaluatixﬂ is a ;tuoy of the

* -

extent to which Lach projecé met:aélected.prograb’goalsi " The evaluaéion
- ) , | . . .

_ program objective areas that were key to the,sucéeos and pérformance of .

N . | e ,

) e \ . . ? rd ‘.- ’ . - 0" t
the program. C - . S .

~ . . ¥ .
' . -

- Pive of the fourteen ijec:ives set forth in the original CCYP .
. ) /

request for-proposal‘ire the focua of this évéludtion. The fgve were
L) . - - . . e r “ X .. ‘ -
selebted as key to the ptqject»pﬁd represent an index of performance ,
for the proJecta. Although other prOJect ob3gb&1ves are'importanc and *
¢ z./-‘—x ’ N
essential to the 1ntenc of the projects, - projectﬁ re directly eyalua-
ted in only five fey areas of performance.

- L - \ . ' " hd
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' K & oy . Table 1 - £ v
' . Al ’
, . ‘ .
} . - ‘*;}’ * * Evaluat fon Design ’ . X |
"' lescean Projects \ - ‘
'y . = R - . d . N .
. - ' v ' 4 A . . r
N I - w.f ‘"_A—_"‘—_' _-‘_. R - T - + -
Project Objectives To Be Evaluated Mua on Questlons v Data Sources Administretiop and Data &:llectlon
] 1. To make community services and ‘1. To uhat exten do program partici- Pre-post questionnaire to psrticipants Adnlnlstered by steff at lst or
! . support accessible to teenage parents . pants have kndkledge of commmity .| (beveloped by Keene project-revised by 2nd and final class session to ,
; through agency linkages, . services, raﬁqm‘cus and support Portsmouth and Lebanoh projects) all participsats in each class -
{ - . . series
i e N Syueus? e s . e e
: ; . Rk ¥ . ' ’
2., To enhance interagency coordination 2. To what extent ‘dq existing Phone survey to community sgencias Conducted by evaluator to s unple
of exfsting resources and services to community“agencigs” share resources during September, 1981, - . of community sgencies chosen
promote continuity and cosprehensive- for thif program? . A{Phone Survey Protocol) . from-s list aubmitted by pgpject
ness of services. ! . . . v - staff. °
° - - h ] ,'u\ T, v o - M + T -
3. To increase the knowledge of other . 3, “To what extent do other comnuy Phone survey to community sgencies Conducted by evslustor to' s sample
service providers of the specific service providers know the needs of | during September, 1981, | of community sgencies chosen
problems of feenage parents. teen parents? (Phone Survey Protocol) [ from s 1ist submitted by project
Oy . . o _ staff. el
AR - ST - — ' : :
4. To demonstrate effectiveness on’ . 4. To what extent do particlpan[s Pre-post measure to psrticipsnts Administered by staff st l.‘E Ol' !
cognitive, affective, and behavioral show self-growth? (Abbreviated,Nowicki-Strickland Locus an and fll;ll cisss session to' : .
. developuen)t of adolescent parents of Control, "What Do You Think?") s1i participants 1n esch class* -
‘ "enrolled. . . ' — series. . |
- . . ’ * "
- ry * : . ' ﬁ .
[ L S L3 — —————— | ( —_— —— - -\
‘5‘. To consider more than one model or Sa.. To what extent do participamts Pre-post measure to participsntd ° Administared by staff st lst or
formula‘of parentlng. change in their knowledge of (Selected Ttems from Maternal Attitude 2nd lndt:h;ll ch;l ul;lo,lll to ) ‘
N child growth and development ¢ Scale, “Qnestionnaire for Mothers") :::&" cipants in each clsss
5b. To what extent do participants ' ¢ . . . .
’ Chtnge in thelr attitudes about ¢ . !
patenting? R . . .
f — - - L + M N
| —— . - > - Do
! N . . . ) .
: s . . . ,
‘ . ’ . \ - :
. * N ’ [
- . . N N . s
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‘Table 1 depicts the overall evaluatipn plan. Beginning at the left,

’ ~ LI R . .
the first column states the five program goals. that were the focus of
. ~ . . . . +

the evaluation.’ The second column lists the evaluation question(s) that
were asked for each objectiye. (Evaluation.questions are re-statements of
N - ’ _ <L, I _

each of the oBjectives in measurableand q@intifiable formats.) ‘Iﬁégthird

—_— )

* column states the instrument, that provided necessary Hatg for answering each
. , - . - v .
evaluation question. Four instruments were used: a participant "community

- resource" questionnaire (Objective L), a phone survey pfotgépl (Objectives
, i < .o X
. . \
' 2 and 3), and two ‘measures of teen parenﬁf' attitudes and perceptions

(Oqjectives 4, 5a, and 5b). The final right—ﬁiﬁ& column defails the data

collectlon and adm1n13trltion methods that were employed. '

LY “

-

. * #when feasible, previously developed objective measures wege’eméloyéd

in this evaluation. Many instruments that measure skills and attitudes ,
. * . - . * . ) .
similar to those in the goals of the CCYP adolescent parenting projects L
. ¢
_ are avax ble from publlshers, resea;\hers, and.pnblic test collectlona. L

. —

These were reviewed and Where approprlate valldated obJectxve measures . 4 .

were selected to evaluate prOJect ob;ecttu\:. The follow1ng is a brief Ce

/(descrlpt1on of gach gvaluat1on instrument. (See Qhe Append1x for cop1es . ‘;»l

pfféll ta‘collection materials used in the study.). o
) ) L) - S, e

N .
. ’ -

- A
-

1. Community Resdurges Quest10nna1re. This questionnaire is a sed/of K .
10 statements that describe community resqurcea available for teen . ’
parenta. Respondents are teens enrolled in the parenting program. . "
Each respondent is dsked to complete the QUestionnaxre by reading .l Q\
the statement and selecting one descriptor from a selection of . .
several descrlptors to best descn;be the agency that is appropglate e .
for that item. The instrument was*developed by the Keene prOJeCt ST )
staff and revised for use in other cmumnuxles. . e T -

. .
4 -

2. Phone Survey Protocol This aurve is a. set of open—-ended questxonq »
. for te staff of agencies other tHan the lead.agency for each local™ .

; project. The iurvey responses w1L1 be ndted by the evaluator for "~ A Co-

- - latér summagy jn a narrative section of the evaluatorﬂs final report. )

The phone survey will be conducted by the evaluator or CCYP' sfaff ‘ |

during the f1nll month of the project. ~ o . [

¥
. h ] \ K . P
+ - ks

0\ - - ‘ (;) 7 ' ] ‘. ‘."_M ' . ' . .

— s e ——— e - it S S - - -




! 3. What Do You Think? This self-report’ questionnaire is a validated
attitude measure, "“The Nowicki-Strickland Locus of Control" scale,
~abbreviated version for Grades 7 —-.12.%¥ Respondenta are teens
efirolled in the parenting program. Each respendent is asked to
complete the questionnaire by reading the statement and selecting
y¢s or no to réflect their agreement/dxsagreement with each state-
. ment. RMC.slightly revised the format of the scale and re-named
the measure  for yse in this evaluation. h

'

4, Questiongsire for Mothers. This self-report questionnaire is a
set of.25 statements related to child growth and development, know-
ledge and parenting attxtudes, Respondents ave teens enrolled in
the parentxng program. Each nespondent 1sjasked to complete the
questionnaire by .reading the statement agd selecting 1 of 4 descrip~
tors to best-‘describe their feelings about each statement. The
, instrument is a set of statements selected by RMC from a 233-item
Maternal Attitude scale developed and validated by Bertram Cohler.*

¢ b4 .

%

Several lxmxtatxons.of this evaluatxon should be pointed out. First,

1“

. a .
complete data sets ‘for all proggam participants are not available. (This

is furéh!r discussed in Chapter II: P:ogram(fmpaéth.) Sécondkg, due
to small numbers of program participants, only descriptive statistics ~
. . - . ) .

are used in summarizing the evaluation data.  However, trends and.pat- )
" terns can be seen throughout the qraluation and recommendations can be

‘'made. (See Chapter III:) Third, this evaluation wag designed to. look
f . ~ ! / B

at Jprocesses <in addition to program impacts. Formative and summative

information is combined to appraise how the projects operated as well

"as some of tﬁé project’s impacts on the'target group. N

*B, Cohler, Mlternal Attxtude Scale, Prxnceton, NJ: ETS Test Col@ec-//'

tion, 1976
//// . .

*%g Nowxckx and B.R. Striokland, "A'Lozus‘of Cont;ol Scale.for Chilh-‘
. ren,'" Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 1973, 40, 148-154.

. \ .
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The Projects/and Theit Participants - ‘;‘
. . “ E T
. - :

[ oA U

This chapter provides-a brief overview of eachvof the three ado-

lescent parenting prOJects -and describes ‘the parents who participated

4 . ¢ .

. _1n-each project.’ (Further descrlptlon of each prOJect 13 avallable in’ .o

¢

final reports submitted to CCYP by each project at the termination of

' )

fundiqg; September 30, 1981.) , ‘ . <
) T |
¢ . , . D

X -, ’
The Three Projects

4

o~

Each of the ghree parenting projects addressed the need of teenage
. ‘ :

parents'to de&elop parenting skills while continuing to grow and develop
. 4

. 4 ’ .
" as adolescents. A}L three projects shared the following goals:

“ . ) C,

~=to maké 'community services and support accessible to
teehage parents through agepcy links

.

--to enhance interagency, coordination of existing resources
and servicés to promote continuity and comprehensiveness
of services e

--to increase the knowledge of other service provi#efu of
the specific problems of teen parents -

--to demonstraté effectiveness ¢n cognitive, affective, and
behavioral development of adolescent parents enrolled

--ta cona1der (with participants) aore than one model or
3 ‘ formula of parenting

1

.

Given these similar goals, three unique pfojects were de;élé;gd. Three

* €

types of comﬁunity agencies.Spénnbred the projécts: ‘
' . L ,.' , f
Keené - Monadnock Family and Mental Health Service
331 Main Street .
‘Keene, NH 03431, - -~
‘ ’
’ . ' .
»
.‘ ~ A ) - »
’ . S~

‘s

<.




b d

. » - 2 - ‘\ -
B _:‘\I 7. .~,"
- I - - ".
‘. . .
', . . )
. Lebanon "’ - Alice Peck Day Hospital | -
o Conmunity Health Department . o
) 125 Mascoma Street . .
" Lebanon, NH 03766 T . ’
3 f » - ‘ N .
fgrtsmouth - Portemouth Commuuity Health.Services ;‘ . A
. Junkins ‘Avenue . . . o . -
Portsmouth, NH' 03801 - . . \
» » - . - )
. . . ) ‘. 14
Table 2 depicts the key features of the projects, whether or not each
community utilized'thas particular aspect of the.project, and how the Cox
features differed -across projects. The three projects were similar . ‘ * ]
‘ ‘ . + . . . 3
in there use of many of the same proéram strategies and resources.~ ’
Similarity was found across the three in:
. ’ A ‘ , )
o, use of community advisdry boards - - .
e use 6f donated services v - . A
o use of a prOJeCt manager, nutrxtxonq‘t, chlld deve10pment
educator, and famlly planner
° prdv1slon of q;ansportatlon"for participants
) fpro%ision of child cake while meetings ,weres in session ] . )
R *
i -
. o formation of referral networks -
“ i §
o use of brochures and posters for outreach and public .
awareness . PEE
T )

Some of the differences across the' projects were. found in the following

. TN
/ : | -
N I

areas.

. «

Donated Services. Although all projects utilized "in—kiﬁdy contribu-

However,

all projects repgﬁ}gérzgif‘abnctad/qsfofts were critical. 4 . .

.’ Leid Agency. It is particularly interésting to note Ehe differences

tions, and volunteers, the kigpd and extent &f dqpationq varied.

in the type of agency that oponsored‘each project. Many of the same
¢ ‘ ~ .




e ! ‘ ) ° * * . 4,
TN o Table 2 -, - ' A
' Key Adolescent Parenting Program.Features - '
: . * L e N .
.« , Program Features : 7 *.' T Keene Lebanon Port smouth
e ‘ ‘e . [ - v -
1. Co_mmunity'Advi.rsory Boar(l’ " X - X. . v X
I . . p ‘ N
.l 2. Donated Services ] 1 °© c B . LT
\ C Staff (e.g., Instructors) X - X . i
Space g . ; x x ° X
: . Matérials/Media ' RS B ¢ | - X . ¢
~ Transportation ' . X e X
. . Fogd . S SN N | o
' 1d Care - v e ‘ : v X
. -, , . 4' -~ . . ‘ 1-\'.
3.’ Lead Agenty*’ %" | “Mental ' Hospital - ' Cowmuni ty
. . ‘ -« . '[" Bealtn ! Health/VNA
o . . ‘ N hn i - ’ L}
4, staff 'Payicipants . , " . N e
. Projeet Manager 7 , + X . X 1- X
Outreach Worker N X X - ‘ )
T . Group Leaders _ ’ . .07 \ \'ox '
Specialists ' » T 1.
- * M T . ; ‘ ‘ "X ' X
) —~ «~ Nutritiog ' <, X « fa X . X
. Education/Child Development X X X .
. Parenting X Y ?
: . Librarian ) B R ¢ g X
Social Worker |\ _ - X - e .
Family Planning \\ . X b SN RS ¢
Physician = . s ‘ 7 y Voo X
Phys. Therapist , \ - X
’ ' > ) { :
5. 'Class Schedule . . L10 sessibns/ [16 sessions/| 7 sessions/
. T . . i 10 weeks . 16 weeks *1 7 weeks
, \ _ .
6. Meeting Place 1 . " |Cheshire’ - |Hospital Community
oo . Voc. Ct./ : Health :
. ' . o . Child Care ' -, Vacility
« , , o S AN
- +7. Transportation ' Yes Limited Yes
8. Child Care . ' In class by |At meeting | At meeting |
mothers place. | place
it ‘. . : -
9. Referral Network .- : Yes Yes. = " Yes *
. . . L} ‘ 4
10. Home Visits . Yes . No, Yes .
: 4 . : S
- 11. Field Trips/Community Visits T ' ‘/, R - '
Swim Club c b ‘ X - .
—.  Child Care-Center o . X .
°. " Rehab. Center 3, = Vo] ' oo X,
. + .Library - : . ' X .
. VT Y ) o : 5
. 12. Press /Media Coverage ‘ i. - X | X
- . y‘ ’ Y I o y
13. Brochures' and Posters ( - 7/ R ¢ ‘ - X v gx .
. - s .. \ 1 4
14, Total Number of Participants . « 21 . - 15 b 1*
M ) *9 Participants were over age 20, 7 mothers and 2 fathers
ERIC ‘ O N \ .
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- s - . ' - ,
. . * ‘~ . v.
. » = - ' ¢ , @ "
' :\‘* [N " ~ { .
4 - " v 4 - .
e type of agencxes part1c1pated on each prOJect 8 advxspry committee °

. % .
t although there were d1ffereuses across communxtxes in* sponsorshlp. A
! [ ]

That is;”the petvice network ﬁdr adolescent parents is much the same _

-

(oY from one community to the next. L o , B
F .,?stgff<Partic;é;nts! Programs viriednconsidefgbly inftne;r . .
etatfing approecnt_“%or_eaampLe, Keene nsed~a full-time outreach'sotiel

v worker’, to contact nagents,‘fun'sesa}bne; make'Lomé ¥isits; and prowide

+ i .

N transportation. Portsmouth hired a half-time RN to carfy out gimilar
. \ . ‘_. LT B * X .
‘¢ responsibilities (with the exception of transportations.s Lebanon used
. . . ‘. S P ‘ ¢
a variety of "group leaders" who assisted a one-quarter time social .
, -\/‘7." e . . : LN ) ’
s worker and administrative staff plannér in organizing the,project.
Guest speakers and specialists also varied by community.. ' . .
Glass Schedules rangedfftom seven to sixteen weeks in duratien.
) 1

v..\(

« : .
All projects found that holding

* e \ N

o ,5 classes tn the .summer was difficult for everyone, 1nc1udxng parents, staff

All projects had onée a week meetihgs.

3

After experlenclng some d1ff1cu1ty, two projects cancelled

RS and volunteers
Py

. . . ‘ .
3 . R ’ .

summer sesslions.

» .

o
s 2]

. - < munity..
an

-

Meeting Place. The location of the weekly meetings varied by .com-

All of the projects generally felt that‘tneir choice of meeting

-~

i lotations was satisfactefy/for>betﬁ'hothers and babies. ) -

., ‘.

. . . Transportation.

. differeﬁtly. Portsmouth initially ptoﬁide4'tranqportatioﬁ only "upon

) requeat“ but sodn found,that few patents asked 'and even fewer attended

thhout it. This arrangement chansed when two volunteers of fered and

[
-

4’/, ‘ ptovided transportation to many of the paré"s and their babxes. The

» .

Lebanon group never organlifd a transportatxon aerv1ce that worked well

. < . . P .
Each .project treated this critical feature slightly
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic
N o

- auumptton tha.t thu factor Vas’ perhxpe the” moat cnmeal one to-t

- +the ineata-l' health eenter van vere nsed at every. é’fass meetmg.

.

"_

and heve jtade plans to "lggressively offer trahspo}tatuon d\xnng the "

i
M -“,' ¢

next set of cleun The Keenq etaff started their, pro;ect under the .

v ’ -

Y s, »

.

RN 2 .‘ v A i Wt

ing thexr pertxcxpants. Car poola.;vo.).unteer drwers, and on ‘octas 1.4:!:1,,,,4 L

» r
\

. > ’ .. s -~ -
% .

, Home Vuxte were prov:.ded- 1n Ke:ne and Portemouth mé Keene

Outreacl? WQrker mde an’ initial "intake" vuit then folfowed up w:.th ore,
. .

, v1s1ts mxrmg the clau seﬁee. The\&lﬁ at the Portmouth pro;ec.t (also,_

b . a * -

. the ;area s vui?mg nurse) made at ‘least one home visit to e11 class o« 1

« N7
/'—/;. - part1c1pants shortly after ﬁle dehvery of then‘ baliy \ s

Y

N
Px.eld Tnps and C*umty Vuxts were rarely used by the - t,hree

- ’ B ‘ LY - -
prOJeets. e Ceah L . -
. * (.’ N . ? . ‘. . -

Press and Media Coverag_ was used by two prOJects m an attempt to

3 '

- . . .

.

4,
. reach teen parente and‘otentul referrmg »agencxes or 1nd1v1dua].s. cIn

7 ~ v

retrospect’, Keene staff regretted:not also utxhzmg t‘local‘ press and

radio "talk shows" to ﬁubl'icizé- the program. R .

. ¢ <&

Fmally, the total number of partxcxpante seryed over the duratxou

- ~

¥ -of funding vaned from 15 in Lebanon to 31 in Portamouth CIasa sizd

= pterg e o o -

’
and rttendmce fluctuated greatly a&ou projects, uxthm prOJects and

from one week to the next. The total number of partxcxpant-e re’flects ,

» N L 2 ¢ -
the number of parents who attended at least ‘otie class session.

) .-

. .
. .
» . »N
. »
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. * The Participants .
. ' -
. . 5, ‘
., "Table 3 . X .
) p ‘Total Parents Served | A
. - . J ¢
4
o b 1] ., - » *
& *

Number Seﬁed & ége' Rarige, . Average Age

= Y

, Portsmouth 25 15-26 yrs. “19.9 yos. '

., Keene ' 18 - 16-27 -yrs. %20.1 .yi's.

Lebanon ., .10 J_‘. 14-20 yrs. 17.5 yrs.

e . 53 - 14-27, yrs. * 195 yrs,
. » ‘ . . f : "

. . R .
. ' . . © ' . l
-
. * L. . s -

- PRI . Table 4 . : ) ’

L
]

' ) ' Babies of Pareng\?rved -
R VoN e -
. .’ P ‘. ‘ +
e . ‘ _ BABIES AGE'RANGE ' BABIES AVERAGE AGE.
d * . ., Y .
b . Portsmouth 0-104 wks. ”"’%‘ 23.8 wks. : T

~

Keene 2-104 wks. . 39  wks. ’ '
Lebanon 6- 40 wks. "o 20.4 wks.

3

. £ . 0-106 vks. 28.3 wks. S

.
. .
. .
¢ .
. =
- i - - =
N . . . .
~ . , - -
. .2 . - © 4
. .
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VARl X

N Tables 3 and .4 hepict the full range of participants served in the
1 - "

three model projects. Keene and Portsmouth served several participants

who were not,ado:::>ents (i.e.

. 1 4
\ under age 20). The participants babies

R |
ranged from neonates to two yedns old on enrollment in the program.. The
babies averége.agfxfas under ten months in Tll programs.

) l ’ - . !
. \ ‘ M
;o 4 . Table 5 ' -
t. Adolescent Parents Served
B S e r/‘:/
K . e “ *
Number Seryed ’ Age Range Average Age
Portsmouth if ) 15-20 yrs. R 18.3 yrs.
\ .
Keene = ™" » . 12 . 16-20 yrs. 18.1 yrs.
} . ( [
Lebanon ' 10 . 14-20 yrs. 17.5 yrs.
38 14-20 yrs. 18 yrs.
. -'f 12 - ) " \‘ <
- . AR SN . \\A - " .
) e . \\
Table 6 N
Babies of Adolescents Served .
’ L
BAB]&S AGE RANGE BABIES AVERAGE AGE
. Portsmouth’ 0-‘40 wks. 11.4 wks. v
" Keepe 2-104 wks. 40.8 wksa.
Lebanon 6= 40 wks. - 200.4 wks.'
; . ;
g | 0-104 wks. 23.1 wks.
. A -
- ‘ (’
. L)
N 1
-
¢ (11)

~ ¢
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- - bebxee.

Married

Unmarried|

Total °

-, ’

‘reblee 5 {i{d 6 deecnbe the age of the terget adcﬁ'eecents and the1r

. H

y :
. Iqt lo mterhetufg to note that this group had ugnlflcantly .

younger bebx!e in the Portsmouth program, the only health agency based
e - N ] .
program md the bnly progrem thet hed direct access to delivering nothers )

. at the local hO!pltll‘.

Thu factor may have 'some bearing on the babies’

age variance shown in Table'$.

4

R & LS 4 )
’ S v
- N\
5 v -
. Table 7 _
yi .+ Adolegcents’ Living Arrangements - .
- ~’v . - | & 3
.o - e ) . ) %
# Living [ Living | , Living . |
Number |with b4 with b4 with %2 |Living b4 . X -
Served |parents |total |spouse jtotal |boyfriend |total [alome |total |Other |total
10 1+ A 10 RO —
28 " 12 * " - 8 5 -3k
- . -~ ]
. 38 13 . |, 34 10 26 8 21 5 13.] 3 8
#Living with eﬁo‘uee-. in parent’s home ¥ *
, %y v N
* X
s *
~ ' ) ' = ‘. ’ - -
Table 7 reports the living situations for thé sdfoléscent parents-
- I3 - -
and their babies. . (All of the parents lived with their’'babies.) 'Ten,
or approxuutely one-querter, of the female part:.c:.pente wvere married
M N -
and living thh thei.r hus s. Of the umnerr:.ed nothers, approximately «
bOé 11ved v:.th the1r parente 202 wlth ‘a boyfriend 151 11ved alone (with "i
- .

their beby) ond fewer then' 102 had unepeclfxed or other living arrange-

- . N Y » *
sments. ‘ ) . ’ y °




Table 8 - >

Profile of Adolescents Served N i .

"y ,' I High School

’ I . . Not Number . :
Unmarried |Married |Completed |Enrolled [Enrolled |Employed ‘ !
) AR EREEESENEMERNE: .

12 | 75% 41-25%21 °5 | 312 3| 192] 8| 502 ]

§ o'

_ 8|66z | 4| 332 2| 172 | 3 25%] 7 ["ssx 1
S - S \ 1/2 time
. N : . ' oo
“", L . .A//Q\\\ ) ) -
g soz | 2| 20z| 3| 30z | 27| 202> 5| 50Z] - O -

“ . . - .
_' ¢ - i i - ‘)‘ J .50

. .Total/ | —T- T = - R
- Average .38 28 | 74% { 10| 262] 10 | x| 8] 21%| 20 |-53z] 1

- —_ T . ’ ’ ot

[

NS

The program’s adblescents are largely unmarried and® not attending

s ’ school. - However, Table 8 indicates that 26i had already completed higﬁ

- " school vhen they enrolled in the parenting session. -Of the participants I
. . Y

who had .not finished high school, more than twice'as many were out of

schtool than were in ;chbof. 'OnLq one participant was employed although
. ‘ o .

W ’
‘most of ﬁﬁé husbands of married participants were thought to be empfbyed.

A

~

NG « (Information about husbands’ employment was not collected.)

.

N,
~
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. - - ¢ Table 9 “ e
) ’ ‘)lescenn’ eports of Sources of Financial Support.
} . R -
Source Primary _Supplemental
' « * »\
. AFDC < T 18 4 '
- ¢ - R , 0. o R |
Husband . 9 .
* \ ¥
/ Parents/famfly 4 5
N ¢ ) .
" . Fopd stamps . 3 v
wIC oo 1 57 3 .
Self ) , 1,
’ Baby’s Father 1 1
. Boyﬁ-'renciA £ 1 .2
- ) ‘
Friends . . 2
Town ‘ 1
Y e O T
. R 3 : K
N . Br'iby's Grandmother ~ % 1
‘ ; 'Y " Nonme \ o 18
\ - -
' ‘Table 10 :
Adolescents’ Regports of Sources of Help with Baby
Mother 8
. . oo \
o 'i/riend 6
' No one ’ 6
>N . .
- P (/- - Busvand 5
) b - o T X
™. e Baby’s Father . 3
’ S Boyfriend 3
’ 2
TR Brother/Sister 3
. Parents  _ 2
¥
) Fiance 1
J.
N ) Grandmother 1 L
+ o e . T




S ’ -3

> : N . -
K-

/
' ) Tables 9 and 10 depict.the adolescent parents’ ‘support system.

S
% -

Financial support was reported as either "primary" or "supb}emental.“
" AFDC was the most often utilized primary source.of financial support.

AFDC was used aa‘inrimafy source by approximatély 55%'of the ado-

- .

’ leegents and as a aupplemeﬁ;al,source-by another 9%: or 64% of the .

/ . .
pattitlpants received AFDC. Parents, husbands, and famlly were also

! fre@;ently reported as sources of both prluary and supplemental support.

. Only 1 partlclpant reported self-support. Food steyps, WIC, and torn .
T

funds vere reported although less frequently than might be predxcujﬁ

A glveﬁ the number of AFDC’ recxpxegﬁg,//’J’/“——y : '

In summary, the programs serve what the literature has termed the

"at risk" populatzonr The.maJorlty of part1c1pants were young,’ unmarried,

[y

. out ofjschoql, unemployed, living with an infant, and/or collecting

. 4
’ AFDC. Most participants femained close to a -support system such ‘as
L. N - (S )
- pareng;, husband, boyfriend, or other friends or family.,
- .
Y
. .,
™ .
4 " \ f
' J‘
7
’ * ~ - *
1] o 4
Y. - ' '
° " v ’ o ~ -
- ‘l
‘ ' - "
L 3} :)J L4
- ‘ !

‘ —~ / ’ : (15) 19 ] ) ——)
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\ three cpmmunity service systems for ado{e\cent pmm_mue_ue

AY -
[ 1 ]
‘ A - 4 . >
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~ oL N . e 14
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, Chapter II . .o
.‘l /\ . ] ’ i‘ N l ,
b Program Impacts ' . '

$ a

PR -

-, This chapter summarizes some of the impacts of the adoleace'nt

@ '

'peientin'g project on two areas: the adolescent partxcxp,ents and the

.

doubt many "effects" that were to some exfent caused. or 1nfluence§1 by

the three proJects. The few uhpacta that -gre ducugsed 1n this chaptei
) r \\_/% N '

were in areas that were designated as key to the success of the.pro-

4 , N ‘ .- . . .

jects. The chapter is divided into three parts: impacts on pa‘r}_ticipanta,

impacts on. community systems, and other impacts/da;te.

i . f
. /
. .
B ’

Impacts on Participants

- R . \

" Some of the adolescent pqéts who partxcxpated"‘xn the projects are

-

the sample used n this evaluation. Not all of the 38 adolest:ents who

- . . )
partxc:.pated completed pre and post eValan:.on maItuments that could *

be used for analysxs. Unfortunately, many o( the adolescent partxcxpants

L4 -

took either pre.or posttests and/or did not" properly cemplete all of the

) l ‘ - L . ) . ’
items on both pre and post measure{w('l’he several older ‘participants who

- a
-

:were in the program were not used in this study bechuse they were not in

the target adolescent group.) Altho'ugh the evaluation plan,was designed

- ' \ . w *
to/coll.-ect data from all participants, theldata reported herein is from
. I 2o S
a non-random ssmple of-the adolescent participants. -

Ve L 4 L

Evaluation Question #1: To what extent.do program participants have
. knowledge of community services, resourcgg_, and support aystans?
. - . ¢ ' . N L4 e

. . - «

Generally, ‘the adolescent .parents were aware of the comgunity sgstems

Q ’ .
that work to help te\Xplrents. Table 11 depicts adolescent”’ # scores “on

.
- " N . '
- é ——

.

v

) . (16) 20 |

- _\L ‘ 2 ; - 7- — e - .-'.M_...-...‘-_c:__._.-m




1

’
L

e L
‘all total raw scQres were 9 or 10. X , .
Table 11, - ' :
& .
) . Knowledge pf Community Resources )
- ' ) [\ P ) - . .
. . .
SN L A@erage Pretest '
b ) 1., : ) .
. . "N, i Score’ . ’ L . ‘
~ 2 . . o ’ > . &
: — T . - A
i Portsmouth 16 . 8.4
¥ 2t # ) . \
» ‘ - Keene 1z - - 8.6 s 5
’ ’ - ) )
R * Lébanon ZI‘E ) 8.0 . '
B X N . * "y ' - )
: Total 38 . 8.4 . . ‘
T - — ) 3

% AT
. _ ~ ‘,qo < ¢
. ~_L¢u - R
’ L e ‘ _
: ! . N I3 . :.’- ° *
. : Kol N N
ti Community Resource‘Queatlonnure preteat, Teens entered the program .o

e, 1»,

with a good groundmg in the comumty service‘s available to them. Whlle .

v e, o v

posttest data was taken, it was too mco\nﬁlete foranalyus. However, in

.0

\

a8 cursdry analyus of the posttests, alL “ftem scores went up and almoat

Highest-possible score = 10 , .
'l A} ! *

) . L

T It is interdesting to MBte that of the small’numbers of incorr

responses, :over 50% ef -tﬁe erronq,‘w.e're made yhen ‘the correct reaiptm’yse 1
.wn. VNA/well child c]l.ll.nic Cathé]:ic Social Service;, or ‘Legal Aid, '
_ Some ag.,encles were known to everyone (e.g., WIC); and oﬂ:era were well
\recog;uzed (e g, CAP) :Iable 12 gives an anglyau. of the incorrect | i /
responses qn the Cou:nunlty Reaou;ce Questionnajre. ‘y, . o '

o . ’

KA

* -
e e e ooy g gy — <=+ & an ot e i e o ey - R - . . R _



. ' >
. . i : . X
- ' . ' Table 12 . :
’ Community Agencies ﬁﬁt.Corfectly Identified
153
°/# of Incidences ]
., VNA/Well Child Clinic - .13 §
Catholic Sqcial Services o1l
.Legél Qﬁd 8 ! , 9 . ‘
’ Cooperative Extenéibn 7 -
. . Rehabilitation Cénter. ) R 7
Mental Health Cliqics &» :
. 7 Project Listen "o 3 ' .
Family ?lannig; . 2 . )
- Adult Tutorial ~ ~ C2 - /
;%ng , ?;rengs Anonymous ' .2 -
Commynity Action Program 1
| o T Total 63 ‘

’ - -

Evaluation Question #4: To what extent do participants show self-growth?

-

3 . N

-

There is evidence of a weak self-growth trend smong participants:

The adoleécgnta #howed gains in "locus offcontrol." That is, the teens °

reported more internal (self) control at the end of th@project. The
. . . . *
Locus of Control measure used in this evaluation had 22 items that could

be rated as either internal or exté?nal when responses weré'anélyzéd.

Scores ranged from 1 - 21 internaily controlled responses. Figure 1

= e

* depicts the slight gains shown by participants.

.

+

— e i me o e s




Figure 1"

.

..Average Petcent of Internglly Controlled Items

' . /
Y 2 - e v
’ > > +
. Portemouth Keene Lebanon
y " N=4 N=9 N=5
. Pre " Post Pre Post 3 / _  Pre U Post |
. oo —-| ) 2 B SRR o ' :
r J T . 4
' .
: ' , Y ‘ (76%)°
) : A7 ,
w as| g (7Y { o - (
= . 1t " (65%)
N r
) . S N
o~ - B (53%) T o(82%) =R
™ 50 —-
B v oL
- . ” ) . i
= )
}"25 -1 . . - o
/ B - . - ]
) = . e ' ) :
o — Rt ‘ . - L 3
(16.25 items) (16.5 items) (11.2 items) (14.3 items) (11.4 itéms) (16.8 items)
' ' ‘ ' » ) i
e ) ‘ « N ’2\‘3 ’ .
. ”~




‘- . .. ‘ ) . R - { * . -
" However, the teens did not}txhibit any marked "deprivation" in the - .
o . SR . - ¢

[ A

.

area of control over. their, lives at the onset of the ﬁlrenting sessions.
- -~ .¢

4 - - .
/;.Teqpa, on the average, started the prograg with a strong sense of control
4 ]

s
LY v

. J )
\\x:nd subJ!quently gained'even inore. Teens in Keene and ﬂebahon started

the program ‘with the same attitudes about Locus of Control: and Portsmouth
v -
teens started substantially hxgher. Lebanon teens reduced thxs initial

- -8 .

'attitudo difference and showed marked chaé;;: acorihg approximately the

. same as their Portsmouth counterparts on the posttests. .

’ ! ! ¢

| .
“  « Evaluation Question #5a: T¢ what extent do participants ghange in thein, .
knowlédge of ehild growth and development? -

-

- . ' . .
3 -

. Evaluation Question #5b: To what extent do pag;tczpants change in théir
" attitudes about parentzng9 . , o\ | NN

] )

The adolescents showed only slight changes in their attitudes about

.
d a—

. parenting and knowledge of child growth ani\development. Most of the -

slight changes that we detected were for the better, yet some were mot.

?articipantq were given the revised Maternal Attitude Scale, a measure ' e

Y . , .. , ’
that includes 25 statements about children. The.statements when ratéd

- .
© ’

by participants are indicators of knowfédge and attitudes about child , T p

growth and development and parenting. ;3he ratings are interpreted on a

' - .

int scale, from "most rigid" to "most'adaptive."' The'ideaf~ig~g:21\
in the mosat adlptlve area, show1ng flex1b111ty and an understand-

= :

ing of children and the parenting role.- ‘ .-

- . Pig&’b.Z displays the teens’ change in the percent of items that
N , e R .
’ were rated as adaptive. One wguld hope to see an increase in this per-

cent from pretest to posttest. Teens in Lebanon and Keene started the( : e

program with just over one-half of Lhe items in the adaptive category

y : . :
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// { Figure 2
. Average Percent of Adaptive Items .
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quéoiouth . Keeh Lebanon
' N=4 N:Jl N=5
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and increased their scores by the end of the’ program. Portsmouth ado-

lescents’ scores started out higher. than the other two groups, decreased

. slightly, but still femaioed qver 50% adaptive by the end of the'class , R

sessions. .

Perhaps of greatest concern when.working with "at risk" parents and

e d

babies is the "most. rigid" category of responses. Rigid parentihg atti- -

@

tudes often go hand-ln-hand w1th ch11d abuoe and neglect and are thus

of partlcular interest in this evaluation. Flgure 3 depxcto the average - ‘

percent of items that were most rigid. It all programs} teens had fewer .

_thanj one~quarter of the itqu;iy tbis .poténtially serious category.

.
= - . .

Changes wecc very slight from pre."to posttest and only one program had’

a decrease in ths pagt%c?paqts( rqaponoeg/)n thig gategory. . K
oA . . .
Overéll we should mbte that teens responses ipdicate.that they -

Jre much more adaptive parents than*not

. N ) . . %,x:e: ¥ ’ . ‘ ‘ ' . d%ﬁp

Impucts on Comfninity Systems K ' sﬁ

¥ <

A sample of human service add otierpagency staff from each of three

» : . 4 ‘

communities were asked’ to comment about their impressions® of the model

o

projects and the impact that the projects had on support systems for -

: . . . . < . <
pregnant and parenting teens, Telqphone interviews of the sample were
’ — -~ E

conducted during September, 1981 by a member of the CCYP staff. Repre- '

sentatives of the following agencies were contacted: ' .

Portsmouth - Catholic
- Community Day Care Center
“Pamily Plamning . .
» N.H. Division of Wélfare ’
Portsmbutly High School
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. Figure 3 )
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. Average Percent of Most Rigid Items ‘ )
4 ) ’ ,
L ] P
- Y : - 8 - . i
- J . Xo A . ( & . _ . =
. Portsmouth - . Keene 1 _Lebanon
. R . - ‘ N=11 ¥ . N=5
} . Pl . . ) o - . .
¥ Pre Post Pre Post Pre Post
loo - P 3 . * 4 .
'.‘ e X ’ ’
I A - b
H * ) . -
= ° 75 -l » -
] e N ' / -
(& ] N
1Y ¥ ’
“ . .
M. ‘e )
A 50 -~ .
' ’ ’
. -
l. (gi (10’
4 ) *

T
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~ —— - . PSS [T [E— - - - - - - e

_Keene - Catholic Social Services
Family Plannirg : -
Keene High School .
N.H. Division of Welfare ¢

Lebanon - Pldnned Parenthood ’ ) .
<. Area Health Cqunceil .
WIC b , } . .
' West Central Community Counseling '

N.H. Division of Welfare
Lebanon High School .

«

' .. Evaluation Question #2: To what extent do existing community agencies.
share resources for thia program?

-
-

- Evaluation Questdon #3: To what extent do other commnity service pro- ey
- viders know the needs of teen pavents? :

.

N . It appears that community agencies shared many resources to imple= - ‘
L 3 ' .

ment the adolescent parenting programs. (Chepter‘I describes the types
] N &
_— of resources that were shared in some detail.) It is also apparent that

all of the communities wholeheartedly supported the parenting projects

regardless of the type of agency that sponsQred the program or the suc- .

.

tesses or difficultifs in recryiting teens.. Without exception, communi- .
. .- hd ‘ )

ties felt there was a need for these programs and each model project met
.. 3

* ' -
the need. .
Some small chan'get in community attitudes about teen parents and

' agency roles toward the group wére reported. SelVeral respondents from
across the three sites reported that the models had finproved communica- s
-‘tion across agencies through their advisory meetings. Seeking funds .

Pt “and *in}.tieting a working referral dyateu facilitated linkages among some

7
\ agencies tha!’ had e1ther cmuuicmed very little or not # all. Agency

staff reported that their rolea in the lives of teen parents had changed
L . * \ ¢

only té the extent that there was now a new resource to add to their
L N M , / , “

4

NG




e

contacts. There was general agreement that agency roles did not.shfft

as the préjects were implemented, jahe‘reapongLnt reported that the "

.

e
projects’ publicity and outreach served to indirectly raise community

. consciousness about the needs of pregnant adolescents. Another respon~

dent worried aloud that the publicity increased. the avareness of the

need but did not elicit any concurrent long term funding q;répqpitment

’
> -y ;

\\\;_/,i?/'to the projects- beyond CCYP funding. t
\ ' 5

This evaluation gathered only scant information to answer Evaluation

. -~ -

Question #3. There is evidence that community agency staff see a need
for parenting education among teens. Many agency staff also said that
- - 4 ’ » .
the parenting program should reach out to teens by including social .

" experiences, transportation, ibnvenient and ?leasant meeting places in
»

a home-like setting, "nurturant” staff and instructors, group experiences,
. ‘ ,
. and personal growth and avocation curriculum such as hairstyling, crafts,
. communication ;kills, or sewing;"These comments caﬁ Ee judged as indi- i
.cators of a Sensitivi:;'§g>t;ens and their needs. There is little knowm

L]

. ”~ '
. as# to whether or. how each project changed or fostered these attitudes

or sensitivities to teen parents’ needs. ° T
2 S

Other Data ) o . -

The interviews with com;ﬁnity staff and project interim and final

——

reports provide a wealth of comments and evaluative statements that are

! i «
L. of note. Manyjof the remarks overlap across objectives and evaluation

-

‘ ‘ questions, caﬁturinﬁ general program impacts. Some of these gemeral

insights are included here.
. . A

-~




ity

o Schools are n&pportive of the programs. ' . .
Lo ) .

‘o - Schools should continue these or other similar responsive

- ) .
[ </
° Rec:u:.tmg ang umtunmg teens in the program improved

. in d;rect correlation with the amount of transportation
and ﬁerlonalxzed outreach provided.

. - !

° ankagpn vxth the ﬁﬁ Division of Welfare were weak in a11
three communities; private agency linkages were strong and
productive. Wy -

- /’ -

progrmms for teeus and their babies as the school reacheg =
more’ and perhaps dszerent teen parents.

-

-

. Ieena respond dxfferently to the programs in part because
af diversity in their parenting skills and experiences. '
“This factor should be sddresspd when planning a personal-
“ized program that is addressing teen self-development.
® G&Zpgration with physicians was either non-existent or - ..
disappyinting in all three communities.

%

o Television is & medium that was not but should have been
Jutilized., Teens enjoy TV and teen parents are heavy TV
’ consumersu particularly during daytime hours. A

e Day care linkages should be more actxvely pursued to .
1). give teen parents an adult-child role model and .
.2) inmitiate teens into child development. and care that
is outside of the home and conducted by supervised and -
‘‘trained adults. - . R .
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L e , Chapter III

Recommendations

L}
n
N

This chapter discusses a short list of recouqenditiona. Thchhap-

@

ter is.infended to be a starting point’for discallion?of future- plans

) N
) for.adolc;éil; parenting edﬁcatioﬁ-brogrlﬁs and policy. The ch;ﬁter |
. is included in this report under ;he general assumption that a) the need =
" for adole;ceqt(paren;ing education still exists and b) doing sonething' T
to meet the need is a worthwhile endeavor. That is, the following ' )
récohme6thions';re targeted at progran planners who are involved in » X
designing effective prpgrams to foster parenting skills in teen parents.
1. Mainfaining attendance at group sessions requires agg%essivg staff
outreach or other systematic efforts. This evaluation stumbled .
P * "
" over the problem of spotty attendance ;;d dropouts. (The issue
) .-0is of course .more than just an evaluat@on préblem.)_ The most T N

successful techniques for getting teens to come 'to aeusion% vere:

-

traﬂr?ortatiod‘%or all teens at no cost and for .

SZS:} meeting .

o friends bringing and recruiting friends
$ b

2.’ Nurturant class environmenl,

/

tiel‘for-loﬁial

.(‘.

" .group parenting education approach’with teens. Clals‘conipnt,

Al

1 .

e

‘

| 2

-

.

interaction are criticalﬂtp the succgss of a

personalized outreach, aﬁd opportuni-

. althngh of pedagogical inbortance. seemed less cgitical to teens.

b IR

1 ¢ on staff oytreach worker who was young and
. nurturant ! . ’
. . T . . - . -~
Nt ® aight or: later afternoon sessions AN




..

The.iff;ages conveyed to teens by the enviromment (e.g., staff,

‘meeting place, peers) seemed to have a greater impact on atten- ~

dance than the topic fer the cLasa;/

. -

. \ . - ! . ’ -
3.. Some curriculum was better received than others. (See individual

‘ {
project reports for details.) Films gnd filmstrips were popular.

Handouts and group participation exercises were well received.

— —————— —

Adult topics (e.g., "relationships") were most popular.

4, Child -care, apart from the class meeting area, is necessary for
at least & portion of the sessions. The group of infants was ' 4

often very distracting. Infant/mother sessions are fecommended -
/ ‘] ' * " - )
only when the cftss content specifically addresses the interac-

’ .

tion of the two. For example, sessions qn 'play," "child behavior

and management,” or "feeding" may not require mothers (fathers) ,

to be apart from their infants. . !

5. Referrals and aasist:nce from ‘both withiﬁ an.agency and from éther r
agencies is critiéalé Teéns can be elusive for the agency who is \
recryitipg without ; referring network. Teens do not éﬁroll in the
prog:;n unless they are recruited or refeg;ed and thén Rgrsdnally o

. v %* P

/
! contacted. This "one-pn-one" approach is exhausting for staff.

.
a

We suggest that either more than one staff person Be involved or, !
at a minimum, that other staff or volunteers within the sponsor-

ing agency be lusigned‘ﬁo assist. There is a certain element of .
‘,"'rinin intefvention" ;hatfacco;panies ;hezntaff roles in this ~
t ﬁé of proj;ct. Thf-fqp;uldtbenanticipated and facto;e? in to
.l§¥££$ng needs. - L i ; ?

\ . - .
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6. [Rewards, such as free used infant clothes, were well received.
. T ' .
Snacks, “make it-take it" food,anh_toys. and infant car seat
ldans were other tangible benefits that sgemed to motivate teens'
. o -

7. Short term projects yield only limited measurable short term

L4

effects. _ However, this evaluat1on reco:da some slight trends

from the begxnnxng to the €nd of the short program periods. The

paper/pencil evaluation measures were, also intrusive and diffi-
3

cult for some teénq regardless of the careful evaluation planning.

-

What are the longer term impacts? What dq teen mothers and
athers actually do with:ih:ft children at home? WOulg home
isits be a better approach, than group sess1ons’ Perhaps a teen

parent education program should be a home-based effort or ‘in-

aschool. Eygse are issues that need to be addressed as a next .

step to this eveluation and these three projects,

=
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Appendix A:

Evaluation Instruments

!
¢ f . .

. ' ‘ ' L]

hY

‘ ’ v
THIS INFORMATION IS CONFIDENTIAL
AND ANONYMOUS

. R \
Please complete this form carefully.-

. in planning projects like this in the

purposes only. . -
My Age '
Highest Grade Completed in School

' " _ Age(s) of Your Childrea: 1.

ya

¢

- b [ <

This informag{;n will help us

future and is for our planning

.,

o0
.

3

"
< Circle <EEE> or No for the following items.
* 1. I need someone to, provide i ‘

transportation for me to' this

4

class. ’ 4 YES NO
.o ’ i .
2. 1 am currently married. YES . NO
3. My baby lives with me. = ¢ YES NO -
e L
4. I am currentlw emploved.. . YES NO
’ i . . t
If yes, answer the next 2 questions *
L4 ’
‘4a. How many hours a week do youwxzzf?
- 4b. Do you use child care .
. quz§(de of your home? YES NO
\
- = ' ’ :
| 34 .
4 * ' ‘ N i -

e S mp can

o s rw 4

,h




./_\_ | .

5. 1 am'currencly in school.”
' i 7
If yes, check the best descriptions of
your school program. You may check more
than one. .

Regular program, all day
Regular program, part day
Special
T, ‘
.- Special program for
G.E.D. classes ~

[

6. I attended child birth classes '
before my baby was born.

1f ;es, what ag!ncy caaghé the class?

program for teen par'epr.s, all day .
- r . -\
teen parents, part.day

Np

s

'

R

Fill in the bglanks for the following items.

7. Most of my financial support comes from

L]

> _ , .

8. I also get some financ‘ial suppo, from
. ‘ q

1

-

9. The person who helps me care for my baby most is-

. .

~

.

-

. .

. Please check all of the following-that de

S

10, I live with
oy parents o
my brother and/or 's/ist:er

other relatives (no¢ brother,
sister, of parents)

/\ girlfriend ’
boyfriendr“
husband (wife)

alone (with or without my baby)

scribe

’

your home. .

NN

e
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

L

. ’ *

~ -._- S ATINTT My - ”~ - o
. SCYEYITY RCSOURUES QUESTIOMAIRZ(Leened)
1 .
. . e
- / ’
Ulama: . Dsta
- « -

ela the

2cTYRct ansver:

]

Cir
1

O
?

You Have decided you want to wait avhile to have ancther
Cne place you could gc for help would be: °

a) WIC - ‘ ‘ , -/

baby.-

b) Monadnock Family & Mental Health Sexvice ] -

c¢) Family Planning ) '

You are concernad ée‘aas= your friend's six routh oid taby -

never laugns or plays with his toys. TYou migh: sugsast that
she wvisit:- . .

2) Children's Qenter . B
b) Family Planning" . (
¢) Welare®

Ia ordar to ga* h2l p buying ailk and <zixry
babv you cculd go to: . ;

- . - - . v

g) Ch*Lcren 8 Ceuigr . - . .
o) Fam;lj Placzmiag ) T
C) J-‘J : N e . . .
You exs chialing sbour metwming o schiccl. Onz plags wwhsra
you could ge: some informevior. zbeur this ~oyld s . .
8} " Adulr Tuzorial Poopsa ,
b) Peraznie’Ancnymous .
2}  Juvenile Confersmos Jopwi s _

N 4 - Iy
Tou wondzr 1f you are feading your onild mucricicuz fanl.
A plac2 ©o check world bat — .

* - :
8) oZperztive Extension :Sermrice )
b} HMonsadncek Pemily & Mantal Fazlth Saviaz:z
¢) GCathcllc Soeial Servicas .
Your baby sezms to be geitdinz 2 lo: of‘cclds snd fevars, ° .
Somsone you might talk ©o about =his weuld ba \ C, ’
a) VHA . s \’ , ~
b) Keana High Scheol L. .
¢} Cacholis Social Services- . ) 3

Ycu are having soms trouble figu*ing out a budzer. Cnz
thet could givae yow Bome help with thiz is:

. -4 N N

a Cooperative En:aﬂs4on Sn svica ’
b) Keene Clinic - T
c) VNQ\ '

O OAMEDRROY e Ny
BEST COPY VAT ABLE .‘

.

b b /
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; S . Protocol ‘ ) ;
’ Phone Survey-Community Agencies '
; ] _ Adolescent Parent Education Projects 4/’
. . hd v

+

1. Does your agency share resources (e.g.,' staff tim;?éginancial assistance,
) facilities or space) to assist the agency that sponsors the adolescent
parenting project in conducting this project? (IS yes, what resources?)

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

-., L ’;

‘s

» : - ®

—_

2. Has the adolescent parenting pgroject ré@e;redeteen'parean
Has this increased your number of clients?

-

: by
- ', [ . .
‘ 3. Does your agency send representatives to slinninz meerings
parenting project? (If yes, how has your azanc: aZfec:ad
4
» Probes: Wno was sent? How selected?

'

4. 1s the adolescent Barenting project a servige that is meet
parents’ need for assistance in parenting? ,

‘Probes: Wnich need's has the ﬁ;;ject most successiully met
. . Wivich needs remain unmet? i
How codld or should those needs be addressed?
. -
. i ‘ - )

A\

[ 4

«
.

ances?
to your agency?

©

eFcLs

A

S;g the adolescent.

” . ) :
? .
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Protocol ‘ . . ’ “ s s, .
- ) . - - ’
Phone Survey-Cormunity Agencies
Adolescent Pzrent Education Projects 1
Page 2 A o : , E i
. ‘. ~
R , Y 4 b ]
- 5. Has the adolescent parenting project changed your agencv’s rolels) he
\ lives of teen parents? If yes, please explainshow; #f no, why not? o/
. . _ , R . ~-
T Probes: What do you do differently now than a year ago? ) .
Has the,prpject brought about any'change? . )
~d ]

.' ~ ,\
. ] . L] ¢

6. Can you suggest any alternative ways of sroviding parepting educarion -o teen
parents in your community? ’ :

4 ¥
// Probes: How would the elternative specificallv diffar fro= the profecs:?
dow would it be more effective? ) .
How would the alternative suppiement, nc: supolan: currenzi-

. . . N X
- ) . - *
. 7.. Do you think this adolescent parenting project will zontinue?. IZ yes, how .
‘mighl it change in the future? , # ‘ b .
Probe: £ not, why met?e - ] . e
. / LY
) Ty ! v
) » . .
. R . _ R ol A Y
)( [
s & ¢ 8
.
"
. l’ -
N \ '
’u‘l + -
L 4 -
. (
SR 39 N
Q . ' i .
ERIC | T o
oo v B , ' ./ - : ’ - - - -
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. \ i
Quetionnaire for Hochers . .
. . . ’
. - - ’/{L 1]
he Ioll. ing itatemencs are =actars of lnuru: and zoncern for mochers. .
; ¥ot 3Ll wotae.s fgdl cne same way aocout them. Read dacn scactement and circle ’
, .24 NuBDer 1@ I €O $3ca SLACaTEAC tnat nosc clowccs YOUBEuU.np.
. - . I 1 t 4 . ‘ .
ud ‘ . \ . agree slightly  slignctly disagree w T
., - . . agree disagree - L
4 : .
" , 4. It is upsecting zo a motner 1 2 3 . .
R ' . “n@n 3 daby leaves nalf cne <, .
-fsraula in tae Jozzle., . .

L ¥ '

) 2. M child should de weaned as )

"' v, early as possible, evan thougn - PR
-, ne (lhe) ;ay protest sowswnat. - ' .

&,

3. Babies are frequantlv so de- -
. mndiug cRat caeir ‘mothers .
’ .ha-n\no tice for .mv"'i-\g
. . else, R .

. _ |
« - ‘
. . ' ‘ \‘ . . " |
. (] ‘
+. It is never oo u.l.' to 3tar:s z . - *

teazaing, & cauls 30 Joev zom- . . .

nancs. | . - y i
. *

(E]
-
+
)

. > ,

. J. A Toliner shoul: “eiar salx . M

k - denn anze sne t3.2 ner’ . ‘
[ NIl 296 I3 oo Poseuning, i '
N

.

3. ALITIUET 3 3= eareyiWoae aa . : .
fina 13 12arz i3 ase, e “decs . .
38 zuca tgndermess as 37 ;*
e 2 we same aga.

. * . -
. Wnea dadias are zess. jr crve L f\

- B 113, chey are angr’ ac :hesr
wciler, . /V

~a

[

x‘ N .
. A 2aiid never p's angrr wiza Lo, 2 3 -
his (osc) mocaer. ‘ : .

(23

. 9. The more permissi e 1 zocaer i 2 ]l - ,
is, cthe Heczer iz i3 ‘or her . g . R s
rd ‘ j3u~7. .Y - N -
- ’ . *
- Tle eartliar tne oLild {s put i i b1 v
. an che pociy, tng Asier Lt ls -

€3 coilet craia him (ner;.
4 13

.
Iy
te
IS
%

r
"~
(=]
L]
’,

. 1o, The :nild wno is alwa:s qm{:
. and peacefyl {s che Ses: kild
of, child co nave,.
A - -
2. 153 sear slus 1ave .3c3 zage < N 2 -
N 147 34 TIKeD 37303, e re | N - ' . "
- Lind.r T3 SSARY Ind 2127 43 zne . ,
a=e siia vaduisle 12133 . g T,
e touse. .. .

'

- 7 FLMEDfROM .
«  BEST cOPY’ AAUBE
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. T »
. R < Lf a 5aby seldag smilas or
. b ‘~20s, ic's Secause‘nis (har)
mocner deesa's play wica him
- (har) eacugq.

@ 4 '
Fgadiag ac the breasc is mora

sacisfyiLe, Br a caild chas
. faeding from a boccla.

. .
* . . . - .

Most of che.cize 3 one vear

- ¢ -

T K 16. A'm::chq Just aaturally kdows

W waen o pick up a_aryiag Saby.

: - ) .

4 Cl
. . 5. It is a cerridly frustracing

fanc, because ae (sne) can'c
Lec vou xdow waat ne (she)
neecs. . -

.

- . -

. would scop fuss:ing sver enem

a too auen. R
" J
rd

Y 13, Takzng zarve : L
Jore =0rk T.in Izgisore.

L] . a i . “
~’ . . v .
29.
.
- i3 ninking ov 1 smila.
. . . . -
. .
»
. 3. JMost ten-monta-ala caoies are
€30 soung to enjoy oeing wita
ocner bYaoies of cne sare age.

P
. . . ?
‘ '
. ) .. s

. . . I. A ahild 1s onlv as .cyPioys a-
dout tie worli as 4is (ner)

old haces co lat his {ne
P PP »
e :.lécr.erju: 9f 1ts {her '13:1:\‘
, . . ,

task co care for a_newoora in~

13) Sab’.es Wwisn snac’ sneir = tiers |

An infaac (¥ -ontnsgl i) zan’':
tealls cell vou vialle (s.ej

o

I

agree *

1 ft
slignzly
az¥ee

o -1 4 . N .
sligncly disagred
disazres . v

(3]

-

2

ta

w

&
.
I3

- ., . Ppareacs engoursga nda (her) . N - . ' ‘
e o0 Se. . ~ s o - .
e - . - .o . - » - 4 '
?
- L~ 3 N
©3. The'wadilizy. 23 se a gogq Zocaer i
7 . >
1 1s sorthing vou eicder are somm q . .

.- wizz 27 ace Sorelgien, -

) -

. ech. wnan 1 child doesn': like cer- i 2
zain fcods,'h{.s (her) accger . AR
. “snpuld scop feeding znem co nim . . .
. (her). _‘ - i . i -
: .o v ‘ : J
: . -~ * . 3 , *
25. cfataers are Sezicter 1sn mocners
: . © at raising 50vS.e o .
! ‘ m . . .

- - L. : . I
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ERIC - *

"

. The followlng questions are mattérs that some people EEEt—ve*y diz
( - aDOut at d
think is”tfue for v0u, right now. _ s

What Do You Think?

. v . . e D~

wmn

fferent times. Read each question and circle elther YIS lor

» N .
% -
. .

I”Qe* “Po’ you believe that most‘problems will solve themselves »
i 7
, 1f you Just don't fool with :t;?

|

. ’ .

vV . . <
-

Are some kids ju7 born lucky?

4

&Ek\you often blamed for thlngs that just area't your

(4
Cfault?-. , - " :
~ xf“\f i~ <o

4. Do you feel that most of the time it doesa't pay to tr=

5.

6.

" ’)

7:& Most] of the timé do you find it hard to chanve a frieni's

1

8.

9.

.10,

11.

{

Bt

"pareiX's mind about anything?

hard because things never tura out‘rzght anywaz?

.
4 -

.
D¢ you feel that most of the time parents listen o what
their children have to.say? . :

' - . (3 .

\
| .

khqn you get punished does it usually seen iz s_fij o .
good , reason at all? -
“ Al

- o

‘(mind) opinion? - i

. L& \’

bg\xgz feel that it's nearly impossible to thaqge Jour

. /

-—

Do you feel that when you do somethinf wrong the*= s vers
little you can do to make it right?

g

Do you believe that most kids are just bor1 good at
sports’

M *+
.

A 3 o
Do you feel that one of the best ways to handle most
problems is just not to think ?Qﬁut them? . ,

\‘O

Vs

\

B )

[

"~
"
(9}

't
te)
tn

(TH
"
(1]}

]
m
n

SSogwame ey
e 2

e

--]fmgfrl

~

.
Y




o

- ' ” .
Ll ’ A :
’ .
\ - - L )
- © s '. ’ ‘JV -
- 12. Do’ you feel that when a Wkid your age decides to hi:t vou, YZS
) there's little you can to stop him or her?
) v
,13. Have you felt that whén people were mean to you it was - vz§s
usually for no reason/ at all? - :
* 1l4. Most of the time, do'you*feel cH;c you can changé whaz = - TZs
might happen tomorrow by what you do today? - I
!
15. Do you believe cha? when dad things “are going to hapzan 78
they just are €0ing to happen no matter what you rv I
+ do td 'stop them?" <=

< 3

) 17. Do you feel that when somedocy vour age wWants s he v
your enemy there'sglittle +ou can do to change mz:izarsg )

-~ .y N 3 | /

v > . , y . . . / - o
18. Da you, ustally feel that vou-have litcie to sar zdeus Tz
what® you gét to eat at home? .t o
: |
N . ‘}
19. Do you feel that when someone doesn't, lixe vou thers's . vzs
, little you car do .about ig?* ’ / |
/ . - N . . \ °.,
. ° . - Y )
20. Do you usually feel that it's almost useless to try in YzS§
school'becagse most other children are just plain .

A smarter than you are?

i . * ]

- 21. Are you the kind of person who believes thar planning vIz
' ahead makes things turn out berter?
: , W .
c P . . .
© 22, Most of the time, d youtfee] that you have litrle to Y=s
*

say about what {our dnily decides to do? .
«»

- . - . N L4 vopt

Aruitoxt provided by Eic: '
. .
. 5 .

<. 16. Most of the time do you find it useless to try to ge: VIS w3
) your’ own way at home? : ) ,

(a8
.
.
4
’
s r
o
[ M
ot '
Lidal
RS
P
N?




¢

. .
- ' :’ » ‘ v 5
s Code ) -
, " ’ Date ~
« '-; — -
a hd : ’ i
< Hhat Do You Thifk?

about at

dﬁrent times.
uhgt you tf 1s true for ypu, right now. - °

-

The following questiofis are mattets thatrs~ome

3

*

people feel very‘ differently

Read each question and circfe either YES or NO to show

",

PR ¥ Do you’ belieye tRat most problems will solve themselves {YES) " NO
1f-you just don'ghfool with them? / -
. , . ' \
vy &+ Are some kids just born lugky? @ NO,
e . 7 :
- ' . s, . -
3. 'Arelyou often blad¥d for things that just'aren't your YES) NO
c faul¥? i . e
3
‘I ~ 'u: ° \ . . . .
- 4, Do you feel that m{:{sﬁc of the tizme it doesn't pay to ery @ NO
. . hard sbecause thihgs never.turn out right anyway? ‘
N R . -. ;, R §¢ d‘ﬁ . .“ ¢ > ” N .
el e el :
3. Do ¥du feel that wdst of the timé parents listen to Whar - YLS
) their children havesfo say? ’
: ° 3 2 LS ) , >
. L I '
. YN ¢ "4
M 6. Whext you get, Nuqis:,hed.do,es it usually seem it's for o YES he]
i + gaid reasdn. 3 3112 g ' .
. : .“:,'l el - <
e —— . :'o;"‘ 3 . . . .
7 7. .Mostgof the time % you find it hard to change a friend's (YES) O
(mind Y opiMion? . R
A ) ‘ .
4 . N I3 ) . * »
8. Do 'ﬁo‘p.gfe-el‘ cha%'s_nearly' impossible to change yoyr NO
. - parent”’ s mind a anything? ‘ ' , _j
v ) ’ e’ ' . “
* . ° - * . ™ d
) 9. Do%ou feel that when you do something wrong there's very YES NO
.- litclé yeu can do to make it right? ’
.. -. - . ¢ . ’
N ! . ‘ ) v ) - /" -
+ 10. Do you believe that most kids are Just born good at L. NoO™*
v sports?, .o

~

.
2

N

: 11. Do you feel that one of the best ways to “handle most-
N * - prodlems is just not to think about’ them?

Wt

N
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[ 3
. N~
12.
13.
E 14
15.
‘ 16.
17,
. 13.
"
19,
* , 20,
21.
22,
- \
J N
Q
ERIC .

Do you feal that.when a kid youy' age deeides to hi: 404,‘
there' s liccle you can do to stop him or her?

N

..

Have you felt that When pdople were mean to yow it was
usually for no reason) at all?

)/.

Most of the tipes you feel that you can change what

tomorrow by what you do today?
i

.
- .

Do you believe that when bad things are going to happea

they just are 'going to happen no mat:tar what vou trv to

- do to stop them?

'

Most of the time do you find i: useless, to try tc get
your  own way at liome?

. ) , . A
Do #0u feel that when somebodw wour age wants t: Se ’
' ®eur eneny there's little you can do to change mazzers”
«
Do vou usually feel that you have lirtie to sar adcu:

what you Zet to eat at home?

Do you feel that whea someone doesa't lfke vou thera's -

litcle vou can do aboutr itc?

Do you usuzlly feel that it's almost usgless to try in
school because most other children are just plain

smarzer than you are? *

0

Are you .the kind of person who believes that epianning
ahead makes things turn out better?

[

d

>
Most of the time, do you ftel that you have little to
say .about’ wnat your family decides to do?
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— . Appendix B: - - \

3 - Interim and Final Report Mrmats.

’

Interim Report

Adolescent Parent ing:\Prbjec:s

<N
. i =
v - Rl
Please complete this report and return to Suzanne Federer by June 1, 1981. a
. 1. As7of (date) , )
A. Number of teens,enrolled in past and ;-esent classes
B. Number of teens contacted by _projec“f .
\ » NS C. VNumber of enmelled teens who yere referred by other agencies .
. ) ,
. -
,/ 2. vWrite each of your project’s objectives (from the contract), and
‘ check any of the descriotors that -apply to each. ) -
‘o, s o, ’ o o (av ‘
| ' There are
Met to my Not yet m'eH Not yet met,||problems
Objective satisfaction |in progresd% nor addréssed | lmeeting this
. . ’ | iobiective
k I, . [ [} ] , |
! 4 * Py
@
" ~ - 7
2. N J
» ®
- - i
3.
N\ . & 1
- ] . |
A\ ' ’ . ‘
. ¢ 4. T ‘. /j ’ -‘ ’
) » _ ' .
kete) 46 |. : '
. l . .




. a

3. Describe 3'specific aspects (e.g., events, processes,iés!iVi!ieS) of your

. project that have been particularly successful. Give a short e ation |
. for why the dimension has been successful. - .
- . '
. €
4 M -
- * b
[ / .
- . a
. i “
:/\ 7 - *
et ,
- ~
- .
.
L
\ .
i R \
- - . 1
. ¢
s . . //,_,»‘
? -
* - { * . .
\ d :
, -
' ) 1 ‘! -
- »
. ‘ - ¢
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r i . ]
. . 1
L]
‘ ,
—~ - .
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.t - : . - .
4. Describe 3 specific aspects (e.g., events, processes, activities) of yeur
project that should be changed, improved, remo7ed, or refined. Give a
<7 short” explanation for why you feel the way vou do about each and what you
plan to do about each. \
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.
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- ¢
? 3
s .
' - —\ “ )
L 4 . .
- s E)
L 4 : - ‘e
5. List cormunity agenci&s that are potential candidates for involvesent in vour
project and check all of the descriptors that apply to each.
T i s act -,
Refers We refer. l ! - presently !
Agency teens to | teems to | Provides | Atzends ‘Invited to |parcici- |
. ! . . . . 1 . 1
project agency resources! meecings !sarzicipate sating i
. ' P ; |
» f
- E - )
. ) b
. - oo
_ . !
- - 1
.. — i
+ | . | .
i .- ' P s - !
~ } . - !
- H . H
! > ! o ! :
3 H H
; . ] ' : B !
: ! c ‘ ' ) ‘
i ! : 2 .
, ' . . :
: f | = : ’
: C : 2 g
. s " ¢
: ) | _— . Y
; , -~ ; U ':
; : ' . . N
) [ ' R » [
\ X 1 i i 1 ¢
| i ! i . ;
1 ] :
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1
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. . N i *
|
b
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. . .
. Y
. ~
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— ¢
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. ’
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6.

Thinking of the project, to what extent are the following statements

-

Please circle the one number in each

chatacterisptc of your project?
row that ii:jescriyes the situation.

/‘

N
L4

g
¥
Almost Occa- Fre- Almost
Never Never sionally gquently .Always Alwavs
We anticipate _ - . +
problems before . ’ ,
- they occur. 0 1 2. 3 6 5
- n \ ¢ .
- We plan far ’ <
enough in :
advance for .. .
our activities. 0 L 2 I 5
Staff (
communication & . ~ X
is constructive. 0 .1 2 3. 4 . 3

®

Our classes ‘ \

attract the ‘

number of teen '// )

parencs we hoped ’

to enroll. ° 0, 1 ‘2\ 3 4 5
Teen parents

are satisfied

with the class
sessions, 0 1 2 3 4 5
N - \

We receive the T
support we need

for our project ' t

within our ’

agency. T 0 } ) 2

We receive the /
support we need

for our project
ffom other
participating ..
agencies, L0 1 2 3 4 5

%

el

L
~
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. Almost

Occa- Fre- Almost
. [
. Never Never sionallv quentlv Alwavs Alwavs
’ .
,
' l4: JTeen parents - .
grasp most df » — i
the concepts :
) thdt are presented
im, tl?e class . -
session. - 0 1 2 3 4 5
= ,
; N
; . 15. Teen parents
' - sharé palenting - i
. knowledge/exper- ’ . h .
e ' ience with each ' —
.+ 7 - other during -
- sessions. 0 1 2 3 & [ S
| . -
1 S -
. —
| 6. Teen\pa:elts raise o : )
N questions about ’ -
L : parenting skills - T -
‘ - and child T L . e
) ’ develoomenc. 0 1 , 2 3, -4 5
4 ” ‘\.. ! (
. 7. Se'ect anv of the above statements that are rated 0 to 1. Descrisa
what you plan to do to improve each: area.
- -
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{ o . .
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T

Thinking about any problems that you have described above and your plans

for the final months of the project, do you need technical assistance
in one or more areas?

s

Yes .

———

If ves, please desdéribe.

]

Please attach curriculum outline (i.e., content and topics covered) that

you used in the first series of classes. Note any changes that you plan _
to make. ®
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Final Report Format ’ ~

Adolescent Parenting Projlicts Co -

s
R

’
4

The purpose of this report is to provide a description of the
adolescent parentiné project in your community. Each section of this
report highlights i}portant components of your "model.'" It is éhe intent

0_of the Comprehengive Children gnd Yoyth'?roject to use your final'report

as a‘escription that could be circulated among agencies or. individuals

’ —
o ~

N\ who are seeking information abOut how to 1nsC1tute a sxmxlar program in
another commun1cy and for reporting to the erqrtment of Health and ¢

Human Services in Washxngton as well as other interested. groups.-

[
’

i .
all the in‘ormatlop reduested You are asked to attach detailéd plans,

v

Please keep yOuK descrlptxon as brief as possible and still provxde

LR
brochures, and any other supportxng materials that further describe vour . 7

-

project for the interested reader who wishes to go bevond the basic

information ircluded herein.

-

’ ' '
. Please complete vour final-report in this format and submit to the

Camprehensive Children and Youth Project bv October 15, 1981.

PURPOSE AND GOALS *
. . - e
1) The (name) Adolescent Parenting Projict is a program for §S
(target group) . . . . " o
Y [ 4

t

2) The major purpose of the project is to :

L 4

3) To serve thxs purpose,_our Project has been focused on meeting the

followxng goals g

. l. - .
\ - 2, . |
\_\_ -
3. f\‘ .
« . e
(ete ) - . )
S '53 .

\ ' ) -




4) As of (date) , .

- ’

N .

Number of teet parents emroiled in class sessions
Number of teen parents contacted by project ]
Number of teen parents referred to the

project by other ‘agencies
)

NS

5) To achieve'the goals, we have developed an organization that relies
‘on several key components. (Please describe each.

OPERATIONS

.

.

A. 'Aduigory Board (or Planning CE&mit:ee, ete.) ) s

B. Staff Role and 5ﬁatapCeriscigp . .

- .
€. Sources of Financial Assistance *

.

Inter-agency Cooperation

4
a4 1 <
[

E. Client Referral System

kN
. ,l.e

F. Other

6’

- . \_/“ -t 4

project
A.

B.

c:

0.
E.

F.
G.

H.

i

goals. (Please describe_ each.)
Class~Scheduling and Location(s)

Intake Procedure

-

°Rﬁblic Awarefiess Activitites

Class Content

s
-

Some Important Materials {and Resources

Instructional Technigues (e.
visiting "expert" teacherk)
\

. 4 - . ..
We have developed practices that are essential tq\sfhxev1ng the ¢ .

L3 A

., lecture, small groups,

4

On—-Going Support Activities (é.g., }tandpatent'grOups,
follow-up counseling)

’

Transportation -
~ . -’

Other { - . .
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- . - SUCCESSES AND PROBLEMS ° . b ot
w7 our community may be particularly supportive off this type of program
- in our community. Some factors that have hindered our' oject’s
) . impact and ability to meet our-goals are: (Please state and briefly . -
. [\ cno : - ’ . ‘.
o degcribe.) . ] ‘ . Y, .
, L . ' ‘. ‘ )
" . ‘ 'y S . ) ) . - N
- S v - / e
-5 o - e G - .
. YT 8) ,We have also experiencedgsome difficulties in developing this program
. v in our community. Seme facfors that have hiﬁered: our project'?
) @ o . impact and ability to meek our goals are: (Please state and briefly .
T ’ ‘describe.) . ‘ - ST )

. . . ..:
? e W N
S st , ‘ ‘ %) :

Pt _ A y » . oo
e © L A |1 . - . ,
# ' 9) Given an opportunity to.-starf this project again, we would want to
. do saome things differegtly. [(Please‘specif:,) ' AN
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g ' FUTURE‘PLANS ced . - . "\
—_— - q . 8 . .
’ ’- : L4 -, . . .. > ) ‘.' . * L .
- L ¢ 10) 1Is the Adolescent Parenting project going Lo continue in vour * .
"”‘ Y compunity? T ) . ' ~ :
Kl e - . - N -
. i . . (] . .
. . ’ L. Tes _8 No . . \ ‘
4 R . ) N .t < R .
) . (Ef yes, how will it b¥ supported?; If E‘_‘,‘wf!at were the decidfng
o . factors#?) - ' ) : ~
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