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RN ' L PREFACE\
' ThIS report is part oﬁa series that examines AoA’s research
.. program. The purpose heresis to document some-of the‘yueld
o from Title 1V-B funds, It is designed to complement related . , "
‘ v%rk of the Gerontologlcal Research Institute (GRI) on the
; utrlrzatron of AcA- sponsored research whrch is supported nder = ° “
T e AoA Award No. QO-AR 2173 . ’
d '%2 4 , <' s
o . " The inhforr_na*tion for this report was provided by ovér 100 : .
< ) AoA’supported researchers, who respanded to ouy inquiry -- .
‘ LV by sending a list %f all the products from their Title/V-B -
. research projects.” Several peopie were also |ntervrewed by '
o telephone during January and FeBruary 1981. Especrally helpful , ,;-
. . ' inthis regard were#larjlyn Block, Carroll Estes Richard R v
. ) Douglass, Sandra Howell, and Raymond Stefnberg, who provided -
» ) " . the details for the vignettes in this report *All' of the above /ﬂ '
. asslstance notwrthstandlng, the authoys alone are responslble for .
the content of thrs report . - o » ] -
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}tions in getting researgh findings used. The strong association

+

’

CAPSULE SUMMARY

~
-

Crmcs and supporters of sot:lal research programs both
ask: ‘'What is the pfactical utility of federally sponsored
research?” This report helps to ariswer that question for
the Administration_on Aging: (AoA). It summarizes the
findings:from a study of the products 4nd uses of research

funded under Tntle 1V-B of the Older Amencans ct. -
~ » L4 . N

BN

-

\‘\‘

«One major finding is that flnal reports are only a small
:portion of: the yield of Title IV-B funds. Our study shows
. that grantees produce many other products. In all, we* . . .
dlscovered 1,149 products in a sample of 99 Title IV-B

réjects: o .
proj .

. . v
‘4‘ -, v

A second major finding is the extensive use to which Tifle . . -
1V-B' research has been put. gome of the uses were made by . ’
the original researchérs. Mdst were made by’ practmoners, ]
pollcymakers, journghsts, and others; The case for.the effective-
* ness of AoA's research program was persuaslve. - 2

ey . . 3 .
s& .
A . N

A third finding is the apparent importance of oral presenta

e

between oral presentations and research UtI|IZatIOZ/ is striking.

ln contrast the final report appears to be relativély’ unimportant

“in the utilization process. Projects that produced ghly a flnal

report had’ no documented mstanees of utilization. . ' :
1 .

Thrs report represents one of the fey efforts that has beep

made: to |nventory the futl’ range of products and uses of a ) . ‘

* social research program. .. The' findings merjt attention. They’

may help policymakers-and administrators to. increase the

_payoffs of their sponsored researc,h. v

1 h N . .

.

L ttr.
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T e . ek I_NTRODUCTI_ON R -~ 6
S i ‘" Crifics and supporters of social research programs both ask: ' . .’ .
) "What is thre practical utility of federally sponsored reséarch?” .
. ‘ This report helps to answer that question for the Administra- '
- ' tion on Aging (AoA). It summarizes the findings from a study <
) of the products and uses of research funded under 'Trtle IV-B . =
: ) +  of the' Older Americans Act. ‘ .o : . :

. Ong major finding is thatfinal reports represe'n't only a small
- ‘ . portion of the yield of Title IV-B funds. ‘Final teports are not--

. asoften assumed--the only product of research. Qur study of, -
a . AoA grantees shows that they produce mari other products. CT
: . . Inall, we discovered 1,149 productsin a sathple of 99 1V-B - .
iy 4 . projects. We found 23 different types of products. . .
e ’ .

)
~ N ‘- - -

~

- A second ‘major f|nd|ng is the extens|ve use to which |V-B

. research has been put. Some of the uses were made by the ) * !

" original researchers. Others were made by practitioners, -~

Ty ) % polncymakers, journalists, etc. We found 228 documented * .
: o instancgs of use in the sample, ‘We found 17 dlfferent types ’

-
of-apflieatio by h af-n e ned-th
O+aPP 8 H

are shown |n Table )

“ N . - \ .
A third finding is the apparint importance of oral preSenta- ! .

‘ tions in gettlng research- findings used. We cannot determlne if . .

, the oral presentatsons;\‘caused” utilization;: but the strong assei o

craaon between the two is str«klrtg In contrast, the final report ‘
appears to-be relatively unimportant in the utilization process. e

L Projects that produced only a flnal report had no documented o s

. mstances of utilization. St e ’ P

~

a

N ' . » L. .
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_TABLET )
Products and Uses of Title 1V-B Research .

4
' Cﬁegory‘ . ' . Number( Percent

PRODUCTS OF RESEARCH - \
Written ’ ) 566 49.3%
Oral ’ 583 50.7%
TOTAL 1149 1000%

‘ USES OF RESEARCH .| N
Uses by knowledge distributors o ’f ) 84 36.8%

Uses by practitioners, policymakers, 7 i :
. other researchers ¢ 109 47.8%

~ . Uses by oniginal researchers 35 15.4%
) TJOTAL - 228 100.0%

. -
. , -

The information for this s{udy was provided by the Title
IV-B researchers who carried out these projects. We asked the
investigators to send an annotated resume or a list of products #

and applications of their IV-B research. This report is based X

on responses for 99 awards, or 22 percent of the total awards
made by AoA between 1968 adq_ 1980. The procedures we used
for collecting and analyzing the.data are discussed in Appendix A.

This st‘udy represents one of the few times that an attempt
has been made to gather information on the uses of reseq;chl‘
Because of the*fundarental importance of promoting utiliza-

tion in the management of research programs, such jnformation
should be a%sembled on a regular, basis. T

. «

- .
.

T ' .
. -

E

s

T

- R : . L
Hnquiries were made of the National Sciencé Fopndation, the National™
. “Institutes of Health, the National Institute of Justice, the National ,
Institute of Education, the National Endowment for the Humanities,
and the National Institute gf Mental Health. Only the National
+ Institute of Mental Health ?NIMH) maintains a systematic information
system to mqpitor the products and results of its research, .Others
require that grantees report on all of the written docaments of their
research, but pot on the known applications. Theé form used by NIMH
in documenting known applications.and products is included in
Appendix B. The informatlon is used as a tool for. describing the -
accomplishments of NIMH and developing new research priorities. An .
example is the report of NIMH’s Division of Extramyral Research Programs,
*"Major Accomplishments, 1970-1980: Priorities an Plan for Extra-
mural Investments, FYB1.” v - .

N
ot




U: THE PRODUCTS OF TITLE |v-B\R’E‘§e/xRCH~
The numbeg and variety of the produgts from Title 1V-B o
research-are quite large--much larger than\wé héd expected. :
" - The.98 awards in our sample produced 202 published reports, * ] 4
364 unpublished ref)rts, and. 583 oral bresé‘ntétions of the
- research resuits.?2 A-more detaifed breakdown is presented in
"Table 2. < - s
The number of products ;')er award Varies from one to 74. .
, Table 3 provides the complete’ d:strnbutlop for the awards in
o B . our sample. Although most’(67) of the awards produced ten -
X . or fewer products, the sample also mcludeyfour projects that &
generate& over 50 products. The median number of products
: ~ per award is.7, .
: . - ' \ v . .
* The 202 pubtished products include 100 journal articlesand .
) " 18 books. Tdgether, these articles and books account for ten
; percent. of the products. (The list of books for whlch we have .
. titles is provnded in Appendix C.) "
.. ; ¥ .
b . ’ The 364 unpublished documents in the sample include final
el ) _ feports and inferim reports, 10 AgA, as we,[_as handbooks, em
- . manuals and other reports. They constltute 32 percent of the» -
T products The 89 final reports are not only a minority of " . M
§ ' - products (eight percent), they also arg a minority of the ' ~ g
2

written products (16 percent). Treatmg final reports as the Y
o . typical product of research clearly is mappropnate 9 . . '

. a“
- . o . "p “, >
* . .

. . . «

" R . ,
PEY TN £

. 2”Unpubhshed" reports include firial reports. ”Publlshed" reportsare - P

\ < only those produced by a publishing hmIse umverslty press, or the ' .
‘ U.S. Governmen Printing Office. : P W

‘

P T
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TABLER o
v g . - _ThoProductsof AoA Research \ ‘
. * K} . .
. v Percent of Number
' . . / [ SO Number of  Total Products of Awards
» Type of Product - Products  (N=1149)  (N=99)*
WRITTEN {UNPUBLISHED) (N = 90 Avascs) ¥
. * Finat Report to AOA L X 89 77 n \
" 1 Intsnim Report to AcA - 24 21 14 .
. Other Reports N . 189 16:4 50 .
Handbbak or Manuat « 43 a2 ! ®
Other Unpyblished Matensl 13 R 7
T i SUBTOTAL 384 e
. T WRITTEN (PUBLISHED OR ACCEPTED FOR PUBLICATION) - .
: (N*57 Awards)  ° b ' ’
- . Newspaper Article ° 7 8 ‘2 .
. * Newsletter Artcle . 8 7 5
.- * Jourral Articte, o . 100 8.7 38
X M, Book } . 18 ¢ 16 15
N Chapter(s) of Book “ a8 2
Megazine Articte : o 2 2 2
2" . «Hendbook or Manuat e 10 9 -}
' Oxher Published Material . 13 s 1 8 s
‘e SUBTOTAL 202, = 1.6 -
* r B L)
: * ‘DRAL PRESENTATIQNS (N = 78 Avards) .
. Forma) Contsrance Prefentstion - - 231 ' 68
e - Gthér Conterance Prasentation - ) 57 . 860 A i L
e Congressionai Testimony - - 17 .45 12
N Public Non-Feders! Testimony ’ 91 %79 21 ~ 7
e Other Fadenal Testimony.{A0A. courtt. erc. “__+ ®2 - 8 :
~ " Coursels) Taught e, 16 . * 1.4 3 \
34 Guest Lecurer R “ 18, 17 B
_* Media Appuarance ) . 49 ) 43 . 10
Videotape - 5 4 . 3 \ .
. Oxher : 13 v 11 2 v
- : - *
T SUBTOTAL - 683 50.7 P -
T e g 3
; . ¢ * This column lists the number of awerds for which each type of product was reported. Lo
N P v . - - . . -
% X, . ¢ . - H .
N . ! . 2, ¢ toe R
. o . .
5. X -
H . ;
Lo, ' -
i - t . -
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TABLE 3

Numbe} of Produc'ts Per Award

No. of
Products +

-

4

No. of
Awards‘

W 0O d O G H WA -

N A = b h ) ed eh o e
’
4

-

. U
28LRRBapy
[N \

N
., . . =t
ddN-—'NNNNNMMQNN(ﬂﬁIOOQO@
s
- s .
~

()

v,

.

.
.
-l.-l-l-l-ln—\-l-lrlo




-« There were more oral presentations of.the research (51 per- . ~ .
cent) than all other products combined. This is the.most common " -
o form of dissemination in the sample. itis also a kind of activity
that the Gerontological Research Institute has found to be .
especially effective in increasing the utilization of research. In
case studies of highly utilized research, a recurrent chafactelris-
N tic,was frequent face-to-face communicatibn between the pro:
ject staff and thegpotential users of the researgh.3 . _

.

N i * . 0 » ~. ‘ —

‘. . 35ee Robert K. Yin and Ingrid Heinsohn, The Uses of Research Spon- s -

< sored by the Administration on Aging {AoA), Case Study No. 1> . )
’ . - Transportation Services for the Elderly, September 1980; Robert K.
‘. Yin and Ingrid Heinsohn, The Usesof Research Sponsored by tite | . .
. . Administration on Aging [AoA), Case Study No. 2 Older America
‘. S Resources and Servicés [OARS), November 1980;and Robecta.C.
Cronin and Ingrid Heinsohn, The Uses of Research Sponsored by the

Administration on Aging (AoA), Case Study No. 3: Volunteer Sur- 3 y .
veys of Nursing Homes, May 19§1 . o 7

LR
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g The frndrngs from Title IV-B research have been applled in
i ) numerous practical $ettings. The‘survey revealed 228 instances ~
I Do of use.4 There are 84 cases of the pro;eq,ts being clted inthe 2
Lo s media: There.are 109 cases of the research’ findings being used

) by practmoners policymakers or other researchers. And there
Eo k are 35 cases of projects leadiyg to related research awar&s.

s Vot Table 4 summarlzes the number and diversity of research appli-
2y 1 cations, ' . . R

i . - & . N = et -t L, FPR
: . B e T i TR N R
e oo AII of the maJOr television netwprks have broadcast n_ews

- - storres‘based on research supported by’AoA. Local statrons

" " ina number of .cr;{,_ including Ba Baltimore, Sacramerito,”

et Washlngton D.C.: New York Clty--also have featu red AoA

research frndlngs Thirteen of the 99 pro;ects Were used dsa

e e- . hasig .for~newspaper stprles~80th of the major wire §ervnces,
. as weII as several Ieadlng newspapers acrossthe country, have ’ e

. publushed articles based on Title IV-B research One project *

' ‘duscqssed in a.U.S..News and World. Report article, " Two

o " Sthers were used as the basis for an artlcle‘ﬁ'n,Newsweek./

PR N ¢ (Appendrx C gives détails on the pro;ects that received medla

i e ..., attentioh.)s

LS

4The data on uses of Title ly BT res rch are hkely to be qnderestrmates
actual use. For varjous. reasons, restarchers are often unaware of all
the iostantes in which their research fmdmgs are applied. Also, our

g ‘cading procedures were des:gned to-avaid" over-counting, If the

P . _respondent reported, for example, that the research had been used by

T . ~several arfferenuesearchers as_ the basis ‘for other:resgarch, only one
o .Y 7 se v "use” was coded. Only if the Gseswere clearlv drfferentxwere they

o . < coded more than once.

H
N
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' TABLE4 ° . v
3 The Usesof AbA Research ’ - i
’
-~ : ’ N Percent 'Number 3
. Number of Total of Awards f
€ TypeofUse of Uss o (N=228° (Ne*99)° .
* USES B8Y KNOWLEDGE DISTRIBUTORS (N = 19 Awardis) . T '
., Newspaper srucie {by othgrs) 0, 29 R
Neystsefarticle | ¥ B - 1" 48 TS,
. Magazine mY_m ' 3 33, 3 ‘
TV or Radio Covarage (not 1avolving sppearaiscesh 3 5.7 L'}
4 Other - . 7 oy 33 5
r P <. . SUBTOTAL 84 36.8 .
USES BY PRACTITIONERS, POLICYMAKERS, . * &
OTHER RESEARCHERS (N =32 Awards)
dnd in Others’ Courses ? 3.1 4
S+ cnnibutedto or Citeg in Other Researchers' Wark | a 138 19
o, unduaBafu'ouCoumm g-. 39 6
Usodu 2 Baans for Ledtatve Action (Federal) 5.y ! 22 5
Uud s Baus for Legislative Action {Non-Federsl) 12 5.3 ) .
Uud s Bam for Nm or Ddlmt "Practices in Program -
- sonnet Tr Tmmngby Pn:ﬂtnomrs . 41 18.0 18
Used by AoA for S subs.qum Rezearch A Aglnda D T 13 2 -
o . Other 1 L, 4 K) R
k « . * ,SUBTOTAL 19 4.8
- . "- s . !
!W USES 8Y QRIGINAL RESEARCHERS (N = 18 Amfdt) ’
Folldw-on Grant trom AGA . ? 3.5 8
. Related Grant from Another Agency 16 - 70 7 9
Retated, Geant from boA e 5 22 - 4 .
. 3 f . ‘ 5.
Other . : 2 . 6 . 26 3 .
ot . - SUBTOTAL 3§ " 183 )
. N ‘
Y _7 e . s
¢ Thes eolumn !lm the number q' swards for, which nch type of use was reported.
., * »
i . ‘ R ) N
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findings have been used by, practmoners, pohcymakers or other
. researchers, Of. these the Iargest number of uses is 41

’ One third of the project staffs (32 of 99) report that theit
“’contributions to new or different practices in program manage-

ment or personnel training.”” Some illustrative examples ofsuch

uses are:5 , : ‘s -
¥ LI ..

s 3

. o The Ft. Lincoln Family Medicine Ceriter and the
+D.C. General Hospital used the findings from a :
+ Georgetown University project {“Maintaining the - .
Elderly in the Community,” 90A1381) to develop . Lo
. .t training courses and assessment procedures for the \ .
.7 elderly. ‘ . . : . ’ a T
i o The Department of Labor and-the Social Security .
; / . *  Administration used the findings from an Urbap - .
. A " Institute project {“The Adequacy of Private . .
-~ . _ *Pensions,” 90A1652) to develop policy positions b
A on income secutity. )

. & A'nursing home in Missouri has adopted the

recommendatuons for mod:fyung‘pohcy and prac-. ‘
SRV T tice provided by a Umverslty of Missouri project -
; ‘ ) (”Envnronmental Constraints on Spatial Ordaniza- -~ . .

. R * tion of Social Interactlon,” 90AR2058). - Con
o The Area Agencyrgn Aging in Kansas City, g
. -« °  Missouri, used the data-from a University of , - R
o - - Missouri project {“Urban and Rural Differences ~ . o
g .. . ~ Among Hispanic Aged " 90AR2077) to train ’
) | its employees .

.- Numerdus social service agencies in Calljorma
used the fmdungs on program development of a
. California State Unlverslty project (*Techniques .
i O of Social Servicé Provision to the'Minority Aged,” - .
f el 90A1832 and 90A1298). . . Lo

)
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SOther examples smay be fodnd in the three case studies cited above.




" e The California Multi-Service Senior Program
adopted recommendations on program'm}anage-
ment ptovided by a University of Southern .
California project {*’Research Dissemination and o
, .. Utilization,” 90A319). ’ L P . «

\
.

A number of Title IV-B projectsded to,appli(-:ations in both ) : A
. ., policy and practice. Some of the ways that Title IV-B res:earch has ¢ {
been used are illustrated in the-followingvignette: -
P s . , .
- . Vignette No. 1: : .

~. . A Massachusetts Institute of Technology project, directed
. by Dr. Sandra Howell, surveyed elderly living in subsidized
o . housing to-determine their preferred living environment. ~.
. . Amon{ the principal findings are thiat (1} the elderly prefer \
. ' separate rooms to large, multi-purpose rooms; (2} they have

‘ . more furnigure than other people, (3) their needs sometimes
< require two bedrooms, and (4} they prefer small community

. rooms, - e e

The.research has led to applications in both policy and prac-
tice. As a direct result of the project’s findings, the U.S.
. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD} = * . ~
- : thanged its floorplan designs. New housing contains one- s .
* bedroom apartments with*an average of 100 more square , : » .
. . feet and smaller, more numerous communjty-rooms. Further,
N . ‘the State of Massachusetts now requires that five to gight - .
percent of all HUD-subsidized housing unitgcontain:two s .

,_\%r ) + bedrooms. - o

Architects not associated with HUD have also applied the
findings to their.designs, Howell’s suggestions affected )
construction in Maverick Square, East Boston, and the
remodeling of Glouchester Elementary School in Boston far
use by the elderly.. T s

kS . ' ’ * .

2 During the latter stages of the project, 20 architects partici-

-~ : pated with Howell in a pilot study of knowledge transfer, = ‘
. The architects were from private aréhitectural firms, . '
. ) state housing agencies, a State Agency on Aging,anda >
city planning department. Howell presented the pro-

ject’s findings to the group, and provided technical assis- =
tance as they designed new housing, The architects S
incorporated the project’s findings into their final .
designs. .- )

\

~

. ”
4 o *E

0

Pt 9 Tl e e
L

\)‘ . -v B ’ . . 7 . :
‘ . 6.

e X - s . B . ';‘:
-

e
+ - . PR T o " .- & . ..
P . . e - Ve 0 e e r . N Tev S e Tl v v D we e

prw
«
.

gy

o e




SRR g T Y e ~ T
. N s e T . -
S - VS ’ ;
. u )
' . : ' B~ e
A - Al
.
‘« & N v o ‘ . o N }c . :
. ° ;
R N . IS .
« R R .
A iad 7»_ v,
% 0 * ¢
. : »
- O N ¢ .
@
. » ]
- T - ) ‘ -
- % ¢ - *
v
' 5
e s 2 . Y -~
. ) - N o
N “ .
. ) N ,
4 IV: SOME CORRELATES OF USE
- h . S .

* The number of used repor-t’ed for the prolects in our sample

. ranged frorq'none 10 29, as shom(n in Table 5. In another °

‘study, we are ideritifying the factors that account for these
large dlfferences (with spemal emphasns on the factOrs that - . .
_AcAor ‘the grantees may be able to control) We have studied

—-Tntle IV-B projects that have led to extremely high rates of

utilization; some common patterns have emerged.6 i -
— ! . 4 )
= TABLE S
o " Number of Uses Per Award ’ .
= ) ’ [
. , Reported Uses , No. of Awards . :
i A . 0_""‘ . 57 P - N
1 - 7 ' T
- ) 2~ 12 . .
: 3 . e . .
. T . 2
T 5 1 * Z
. N 5 - '
. 7 2 . Y ' ‘ 3
. . -3
8 1 “ ’
- 9 3 ’
- 1w - 1
- >
- 14 2
z & N ) 28 - 1 .
: < 2 . 1 ..
A S-S - : : o~
. N e . L =
2N TS . ' -,
6See the thwe case stUdnes cited above. ‘. . :
Au A . N .
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" The present data base does not permit comparable analy-
ses. Its focus is limited to incidents of use. It does not pro-’
vide the rich detail the case studies afford about the context

vin which the research was conducted, or the special efforts

o made by AoA and the grantees®o promote the application of

results. We can, however, exami‘ne(‘the relationships among s 1‘

, projects, products, and uses at a descriptive level, with a view |
- to developing hypotheses that AoA may vwsh\to pursue. In . ;
% this chapter, we discuss four kinds of relationships and some 1

' > possible implications. - ' ', 1‘

|

|

‘Q‘Number and Types of‘ﬁr?)dixcts e . : ’
- g ,f"x. - ’ | \ ‘ R
. ) “We begin with the overall relatnonshup between products and \!‘
uses. Table 6 shows the “profile” of products (published docu- K Js
. ments, unpublished documenty#and oral presentations)} associated |
. ) with the projects that did or did not lead to practical applica- " \

tions. Projects that did result in use were more prohflc 'than

the others in producing each of the three types of products .
The difference in the number of oral presentations is especially '

c striking.
: "/

. a

-

£
;

... TABLEG v

“The Relationship Between the Types of Uses ahd the Nature of Products

B .. MEAN NUMBER OF PRDDUCTS PRODUCED BY PROJECTS THATWERE .
., N 1\ Used by s 0w E
Lo Used by Practitioners, by o v
. N Knowiedge Policymakers, Ori inal ~.
< Outributors * Other Researchers Reséarchers - - Not Used
(N=19awards) (N=32apardsl (N = 16awards) (N =57 awaras)

& Tann?,
P . 1 S.strea:pmumnls 1.8 2.9 3.8 \_ < )5

Unpublished Documents 49 53 56 28 o

- thal

' " Orsl Presentstions 87 12,1 148 P %] .

TOTAL : 16.4 203 240 .- -

‘ .

—_— " We cannot assume.that the preparation of a large number of .
products ”causes”'bfﬂ"s;atlon Causatuon works both ways.
Projects that have sufficiel ntnnSIc interest or merit to-attract,
the attention of the medla po makers practitioners, and

L Ji h other researchers are also thos@ »at most readily lend them-

A ' ' ' * L]

. . ‘,,~.'g. . . ¥ !

’ ) 2 1 oL |
*ERIC- - , ot 8 , LR

s
PIA Fuiiext provided by eric [
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selves to publisQable articles or books, and that are mostlikely N
to stimulate invit¥ons to conferences or Congressional hear-
ings. But the magnifude of the differences between used and
unused research suggests that this is not the only dynamic at )
work. The relationships shown in Table 6 can be construed as

highly supportive of AoA’s recent emphasis on dissemination

on the part of its grantees. ) . b

-

. . [N
To explore this issue further, we looked specifically at the
two Kinds of uses that are most directly related to impact on 3
) the elderly: use in federal legislation, and use by practitioners‘
Inall, 18 of the projects in our sample resulted in one or bath
. of these uses. In Table 7, the numbe( of products produced .
by these projects is compared with the number of products
from studies that did not reslit in either of these uses. The !
differences are not large for written products. But, for oral
presentations, the difference is substantiat. dies that were . )
. # . used by Congress orby practitioners were assbciated with .
three times as many oral presentations as those that were not
' « applied to legislation or practice.

TABLE 7 R
The Relationship Between Prodycts and Uses by Congress and Practitioners B -

o MEAN NUMBER OF PRODUCTS PRODUCED
w . BY PROJECTS THAT WERE:
. . Used by . .
% Used by Congress : Neither Congress .
TYPEOF * . . ., o Practitioners Nor Practitioners v e
PRODUCT {N = 18 awards) N * 81 awards)

Putiished Documents 27 e, 19 i
’ . - . - - e e . b . .
¢ 35 3.7 L '. o
v s T A3 L
‘ .
ToTAL 190 . ¢ 100
1) . 7ﬁ
. ) ' ]
& * In Table 8, we,gxaminehe variations in use associated with c
. different “profiles” or configurations of products. Four cate-
)y gories are considered: Projects-that generated all three types
S of preducts Spublisheinals,'unpublished reporis;and
. - oral presentations), projects that omitted published materials, 3
YL~ . L, < : . R . ‘ L
' R . , }
. v B f L]
HE ’ - 13 . c Y g
i L o ’ e n e N
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projetfs that omitted oral.presentations, and projects that
omitted both published mate;:als a oral.presentatigns]

4 e
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"TABLE 8 '
The Relauoqshlp Between the C&-nbmatlon of Products and Research Applications

B
. . MEAN NUMSER OF USES OF PROJECTS THAT PRODUCED

L. B
Fyreor
Use

Oul& ? d & [ d b

All Three {ished Only
(N = 14 awards)

(Ne43 awamkt)

(N 26 awards} (N . 'l awards)

Ustd by Knowledge ¢
Ontributors
L] ’
Lis¢d by Practitoners, N
Polcymakers, Other R .
" Researchers ¢

00 , 00

00

Use&byOugmal c, AR
<+ Restarchers . ? 2

s , “

00

TOTAL

. . LR, T .
e .

- e AR

. The results provide further insights into the relationship TS L
Jbetween the nature of research produpts and the :ncndence of ‘ e
use. There is a strong association between the product:on of .
pubhshed materials and all three types of use (Column 1 vs. ) N
Column 2). More to the pomt there is no reported use what- .

Mweve.r“of projects that produced no oral presentatlons (Colqmns R
3and'4).”

4 . . - .

Fma]ly, we tu’rn to the cla‘s‘snc product o"f federaI research oo,

“

tuated by the findings for pro;ects that produced only a final
report. A ~

. .. - ’ . ‘
s . - N1, e [}

- ] o -
i ™ L4
LI

7\For four awards, we were unable to identify any unpubllshed pro-- L
duct;, *Since all grants are associated with some sort of requirement ’
for a report to AoA {unpublished), we chose to treat these four as e P
examples of mcomplete data rather than as examples of projects :
. that" produce no {inpublished materials at aJl . .

- - A ]
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. TABLES . e A
The Relanonshlp Between Findl Reports and Research Abpplications > * LT

N —
)

' MEAN NUMBER OF USES OF PROJECTS THAT PRODUCED . N

Finat Report & Only Other Only a Final o .
.. . . Other Products Products Report’ ‘.
. ie» TYPE OF USE (N = 62) ¢ IN=28) ¢ N=9) .

Used by Knowledge Distributors - 13 A o0 ~

Used by Pracunioners, Poficymakers, o vt VO -
Other Researchers . 1.2 1.2 0.0 .

- -
.

. Used by Onfnal Researchers 4 4 00

o . . * 4 Y ~

TOTAL 28 18, 00 - 2 y

° . A . s
- . -

22

.

- . Thesg data suggest that the importance oZ the fina) research
B . report has been overstated. They do not suggest that final ’ C
- reports cannot play a highly effectuve role when supplemented ’
. by othter means of dissemination. This is illustrated by the .-

: . following vugnette . . 2

Vignette No. 2 f . -

- o . b -~
‘The Insmute of Gerontology.at-the Umversny of Mschlgan i .

<, ) . completedra 14imo t%l research project in 1980, supported ¢
e . . joirftly by AaA and the Michigan Department of Social «- . -
- Y Serwees. Thé work documented the extent and severity of e .
~ e, abuse of the elderly, an under-invéstigated subject prior to v
that time. The project was dlrected by Dr. Richard Douglass. . '

' “ l
. Amopg the products of the research.are a fmal report, four. | ‘ )
conferenee papers and a newsletter article. Uses of the
. research include an article in Newsweek and an interview on
e e the radio program Voice of America. There have been more
- . than 1,200 requests for the final report, and hundreds of
L. . . requests for the conference papers. . : . ,
I . " \ . - . .
s T, The research has been Used by pollcymakers, practmpnérs / .
and community leaders. At least 20 statg'legislatures have . '
- requested the project reports to help develop legisiatiop for i 3
: mandatory reporting of elderly abuse. The states include
. - Indiana, Ohio; California, and Michian. Douglass has given . - ¢
. . testimgny befoce three state legislatures, and commented on .7 v
P draft leglslanon for several states. -

. v ~ - “

4 Thet prq;ect has also led to coricrete innovauons in practice  ‘* o
’ settings: In Inkster, Michigan, the director of the local . s .
Renred’Semor Volunteer Program wis'inspired by the final PR S
b : - * report to dévelop a gemmunity task force on semior citizen % : :
7 ‘abuse, “The group, composed of 17 represéntatives ffom 4 . ‘
16caf organizations concerned with the elderly, rafers local . */
. resrdents to appropnate social service agencues. ln the . e . cia .
- ' [
v ﬂ X . L &
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. .

« future, the tas

. counselin serf'

have alsp been

states, includin
resean:ch.

rce plansgo- establish-a volunteer, pe&. N N TIPS
in housing-units for the 'eldeqt' Therg " o7 ¢
ilar programs gstablished in other R .
ew-York.and Ohi0; as a result’of this © ) .
. ° . RS L
- . - ° B . :

The more typical pattern--i.e., uées in wﬁich products other : . ’3'-‘330,
than the final rdport play the key role-is illustédted by thg « " T e

.

-, following vignette: L - . N

4 3. . . - NE ¥
Vignette No. 3 ¢ . . L . 3 e s
A University of California project, directed by DR, Carrol! . " L.
Estes, evaluated the implementation of AoA policy.at the * . e T
. State and Aréa level. The research has contributed'to 71 . Lo A
® products and applications. e N
- . . R
The project contributed to three unpublished report{afid , Lo o
13 published documents. The-published documents < . i
include two books-(The Aging Enterprise and Technocratic Y.§ AT

o de la Viéllesse), three special reports to Congréss, three . ) .

book chapters, and five journal articles, Estes wasalso the = % . i
guest ‘editor for the Generations special issue, "Public "~ F Lo
., Policy” (published in May -1980}. : o - . . Lo
4 M . ?

The project was particularly active in.giving oral preéntat « s
tions. Estes gave.testimony four times beforetheu.S: -, ° = _ "™
House &f Representatives Subicommittee on kabor-HEW ~ . . ge -

Appropriations. She also testified twice before the U.S., * e soe Ly
»House of Repfgsentatives Sélect Committed on Aging, and iy 30
: . “inine times before other federal and_.statefleyel vfficials. ~ . N T
R -She also organized and was the'chairperson for ghep o | +e o,

“’House and*Senate Statf Conferenceon Research.and « . : o, :

Training: Views from the Nationhal Institute on Aging (NTA) - '3 il
-and National Institute of Mental Heajth¥{NIME).”* ¢ . R

. : A ° “‘c‘ A ) GW? . -“i'\t =~
in addition, projeat staff presented’ 14 papérs at professiohal’ " S e e e
A society meetings, including the International Gerontological %
Association and the Intermational Socidlogical séliation,” »
Estes conducted seminars:based partially on fhe eésearch at.”

Georgia State University, guest lectured for thfee other -3 #° S

courses, made five media appearances, and gave’thakgygoté: ™ . vl
address at the Gray Panthers Third Biennial Natfonal ;" » -, , T
Convention, . ° ] ’ , .o, P T

- 0

K]

In addition to these direct products, the research led t® PV S

' innhovations in policy and practice settings. Stateand Area | : .

Agencies changed theirplanning oycles partiallyzdue to the .

reséarch findings. Furthér,-the relationship betweenthe ~ - .

California Department of Health Services and the  *” .

A . California Department of Aging was formalized inan =% . - ]

attempt to'improve the planning process in community ‘. . PP £
, . heslth services. The research also contributedtothe - . & _ . ==, ", .

. Older Californians Act, the California equivalenttothe U . E PR Y

-~ Older Americans Act. The project received one follow-on “ % . .

* grant from AoA and four related grants frqmother—agencies._’ R o B

. ° »
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Elapsed Time Since Project Award

.

ry

) . S S
A second set of relationships concerns the time lag associated

with the various products and uses. Table 10 shows th
data. 8 It will be seen that:
e Unpublished documents and oral presentations
- follow highly similar productlon schedules ;

e relevant

w

published reports lag behind these by roughly
two years.
d
_ @ In the first three years following the grant
award, the uses that are made-of the research
.are predominantly uses-by knowledge drstnbu-
tOrs '3

1 ¢
A - . °

o

e Extensive use by practitioners, pélicymakers, ..
. . -@and other researchers begins in the third year - -
foIIowmg the award andgcontmues through th.e

Y T

This sequence reinforces the fmdrngs in related resedrch that'
interactions between researchers and potential users during the
early stages of aproje,c'f' are rmportant factors in utilizatidn.?
The aggregate trend suggests that products precede appRcations.
Findings orally presented are commumcated through knowledge
distributors fairly quickly; applications to policy and practrce
follow in subsequent years.

.

-

1 - N

The cumulative percentages in Table 10 have |mpl|cat|ons

‘also for the procedures used in reviewing research projects. They

indicate which of the many types of products and uses can be

‘expected at a grven point in time. (Data on the relative Iengths

of these projects would refing these expectations.) Our findings
suggest that a wide array of other products should be reviewed |

in addrtnon to the flr@l report, and that a reasonable assessment )

M ¢
8Thrs section discusses aggregate trends. It would have heen mterespmg
to examine the effects separately for projects of, Vvarying lengths. -~

. Howevez, this mformatngn yya;(unaya]]able. o - IR Y.

9See the-three case studres cned above, -

-
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TABLE 10 . - ‘
- The Timipg of Each of the. Major Types of Products and Us&s

P

- 0

PROéCTS OF THE RESEARCH . :

T

USES OF THE RESEARCH

. * * Published
" Documents

? ) Unpublished ~ o Oral *
Documents Presentatons

%

-

Original Researchers

Practitioners,
Policymakers,

Knowledge .
Other Researchers

Dutributors

Time Lag® No. of cumul'auve‘ . No.of

Cumulative No. of
(in years)  Products Products %

Prod{cts 5

Cumulauve ‘
%

No.of Cumulatve  No.of

Curp:nalive
Uses % tkes %

i Cumulative No. of
% Us

20 e 22
150 © 379 129° 338.
~313" " 709 - 154 678
55.1 "o gy 76 845
b9 1 g . . 929
" 850 _ .e95g ‘ Y
90.5 ) -98.9 97.8
959 . . 1000 - 99.3

986 100:0 100,0
10 " 1000 100.¢

24 L 53

5

0w o

188 3 5.0 : 95
59.4 9 20 . 28.6
96.9 54,0 ° T, e
1000 | 720 524
1000 L5 820 - T oes2
100.0 . 1980 952"
100,0 1000 1000
100.0 1000 100.0
1000 ° loo.o6 1000
1000 1000 3 1000

TOTAL'\\'ML ""190.0 1000 * 453

,1000 . 1000 100.0

f{’,f N . A v

r e . » .

. ¢ .

* T:;;e tag 13 the number of years after me award 1s made. Thus the data for 8 time lag, o! one year represent the numbeyol ploducls o uses that wevcsene-alcd dunng ‘hc first
of the award.

'* Data were a%n‘lable for 782 of the products and 103 of the incidents of use.
- .

]




N *cannbt be made until the third \fear after the award. Acbmp/ete
- review of a prolect could not occur-for the average prolect--
« until at least the fifth year after the award.

Size of the Award- ' . . . :
A third characteristic that is included in our data base (for .

88 of the 99 projects) is the size of the award. We examined first oo
the reIatlonsh|p between size. of award and number of products. o o
The results are shown in Table 11. As would be expected the ‘
Iarger awards are aséotiated with larger numbers of products

. . The two Iargest awards {of $1.0 million and $0.9 million) generated‘

. 57and 74 products, respectively; the 27 other “large” awards’

R ~ {which ranged from $204, 000 to $547,000) generated an average

-

e .‘ v of 156.4 {eparate products. .« - ‘ ‘
; . -~ . . '
— .
» -
-~ ' ‘
= \ ! g
AECE TABLE 11° ' -
D . The Relationship Between Number of Products and Size
. " of the Award . . N ey
. ' Sizeof’ ) No. of s . '
the Award® "’ Products Mean <
' Small (N = 29) 186 " 64 .
ST T Medium (N =30) 7. T 296 99 . o
5 - lage(N=29) 596 ‘ 20.6
% ) )
L TS +.small = Under $75,000 ' ' -
e A Medium = $75,000 — $200, 000’ i .
Large = Over $200,000 , C J - -
N N T ! .
f o ~ - o ’ a
¢ « -/ ﬁﬁs positive relationship does~not extend to use, As wnll .
e F s )’be seen from the tabulation in Table 12 there is no consns- ; .. e
. X fent relationship between incidence, of use 'and size of award.,
oo d Ilndeed the medium-size awards result in.the greatest use in
S -thls partlcular Sample.” T oo
AT S ~ . ' ’ ®

. - . . g e - . - -
J’ . N CEE )

P



TABLE 12

. Size of Award and Use '

N

- AVERAGE NQ. OF USES BY:

Size of
the Award

N
L3

Knowledge
Distributors

Practitioners,
Policymakers,

Other Besearthers.

Original . as
Researchers

Small (N=29) .

0.7

0.9

0.3

Mediura (N = 30)

. large (N =29)

“and‘to"private foundations (2). AR .

o T . ’ ""
1 )}6 . 0.3 D -
' z' = . . e * |

0.8 1.0 0.6

-

' o4
Nature of Grantee Institition . . C
The final characteristic we examined wis the institutional :

+affiliation of the grantee. Specifically,'we compared awards 1
to universities with awards to non-profit research institutions |
* with respect t6 both products and, use. T@'were 60 awards
to universities and 31 to non-ptofit research, institutidns ; “the
other eight awards were to,public or social service agencies (6)

k]

TABLE 13 ' T
Products Per Award for Umvers:ty and Pg\iate Non-Profit Grantees

Non:Profit Grantees 3

-Umvemty Gramee;
{N = 60} (N=31

Published 26 IR

Unpublished s 3.8 3.7 .

* - 1 Ry

Orat v 8.1

The results with respect to the number“of products per award . -
are shown in Table 13, The twp groups of grantees were equally . ' o
prolific in producing unpublished documents. But, in each of
the other two categories, the difference is Jaige. Researchers
at universities, when compared to those in non-profit research
firms, produced per award: .o

e twice as many published journal articles,




.

o three-times as ma'mgral presentations, . .

° ¢three times as many formal conferénce presen--

tations, - . . . 8
e five times as many chaﬁ}__é?s in"published books, s . v

. . - s

e six times as many informal conferenge presenta-
tlons,hand . . :

. a e -

[ s N

. Y
s - “peen o R vt s

° ten,times as mar{y public, non-federal testimonies. ¢

” . ~
L) - - e - :

- ~ . S

. These (_a{%ndlngs are consistent - wnth the- heavy emphags’.on .-
publications and proféssional’ VISIblllty in umversnty settlngs -

- ~4 b

TABLE14 <+ F _ - R .

-

Uses Per Award for University and Rrivate Non-Profit Grantees i

Q

. ’ Umversrty Grantees Non-Profit Grantees T
¢ Instances.oLUse . v e (N=60}+ .. . .. (N=31). - v - B

% By Knowtedge Disttibutors . ' 1, 0.5 ' ’ -
. L - .

.

By Practitioners, Pohcymakers, o . e
Other Researchers . e .02

RS \;. R N N NN O I e A e By
H . . ;

-~ e By Original‘Researchers™ = ™ > 04 | 0.3 ‘v‘

’

’ Thé d:ffere:gs in mcldence of use are equallygtrlklng . > . ) -
' - These are shown.in Table 14. Pro;ects that were carrled out '
,at universities. received twice as much coverage by knowledge:
dlstrlbuwrs, and led to, elght times as many appllcatlons by,
practltloners‘ pollcymakers and other researchers. Some of the L
spegific flndrngs of interestare that the 60 universit based
pro;ects produced & . - o e

LS . 40 newspape;artlcles, and - © . . ’ 5

e 38 adoptlons 'of new or.dlffere'ht approaches

T, e by practltloners. . .

. € - " .- -

~

"+ The" pjctur:e that emerges from 'these Jata is r§0t at all consis- <,

tent.w’f‘th the stereotype of aloof scholars explorlng esoteric S .
ioplcs. o e ‘ ,
- "4' R 2‘;: ) K ‘e . ?' ., =, .
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The apparent difference betwe;n the prodﬁcts developed .
at the 1w6 kinds of institutions must be interpreted cautiously.
It well:may be that a factor other than the nature of the
institutidn--e,g., a difference in the types of research carried
out bysthé two kinds of institutions—underlies the findings. But
the=fact*ti1’;a't-u‘niversity-l‘?ased research is used much more widely
than some beélieve is real. :
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V: SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

e, This report represents one of the few efforts that has been

l:; 7 .made to inventory the full range of products and uses of a

" - soclal -research program. The findings merit attention. Some °
oL - common assumptrons about research- were relnforced by the
S - .- data. Others wer&'contradicted. :

: b e b

The questlon that began the study was: What is the practrcal
utility of federally sponsored research? The focus of our inter-

L - . est was the discrete instances of utilization. _The findings reveal
that uses oceur in largér numbers than might have been pre- -
dlCted There were 41 documented instances of use by. practj-

: tloners There were 17 documented instances of use inthe .

‘\ ’ legislative process. Doubtless there were many other undocu-

H smented cases fostered by the extensive media coverage these .

* - projects received. In these and other types of .use, the case for ot '

the effectlveness of AoA’s research program was, persuasive.

~~3

e

-~

- W
P
.

ot

... The findings on-the role of the final report aIso differ from
the c¢ommonly held assumptions. We found that final.reports
o ) constrtute only erght percent of the.products in the sample. In,
. . addltlon to flnal reports ‘the projects produced 77 other written -
. products and 583 oral presentatrons Moreover, our data point
.. to the relatively°'minor roIe of the final report in the utilization .
of research Fmal reports can play an effective role When com-
bmed wrth other products But the projects.in the samples that

N
- produced only frnal reports led to no practical applrcatlons

* LS
- A v Al -
Ce g ’ K . iy

In. contrast to the frndmgs on, the flnal report ‘our analyses . .
xlndu’:ate tﬁat oraLpresentatlons are cIosely assoclated with - 7
:research utlhzatron Projects “that ha beeh Used by Congress



Aruitoxt provided by Eic

/

,more often than projects that were not used tn these ways The
. g of events reinforces this link. Oral presentatlons tended
mur prior to the reported applications of the research This
is consistent with fmdmgs in related research on the impertance
of interactions between researchers and potentral users during
the early stages of a project,- Such interactions appear to ,_gnh‘a nce
the likelihood that research will be used in policy or practfce.
Our data aiso suggest that research conducted in “ithe haﬂ‘sf"y
of ivy' is by no means limited to abstract, {heoretrcal exercrses
Indeed, the pro;ects carried out by universitiés generate 3
Iarger number of products and are used more®often by practi-,
tioners than the projects carried out by otherinstitutions. This
finding is not surprising, given the incentive structure. Upiver-
sities encourage their staff to write journal articles and qullsh‘
able' materials. The fact that a research proiect has ended does
not aWect these incentives. More vigorous dissemination of

... résearch results outside the university setting may require incen-

tives. g . .

Lo . ,

#"""The study also showed that different kinds of prodt'rcts and

.uses occurred at different times, over a period of sixr more

" years. ThisTcasts doubt on the conventional practice of evaluat-
ing research on the basis of the final report submitted at: the
end of the grant. |f one pufpose of the evaluatlon is to extract
all.useful information, an adequate review would encompass

, all of the products noted in This report, and could not reason-
ably be undertaken until the third year after the award. A com-
prehensive ;view could not be undertaken until after the fifth
year. : 4

- -
e

.o e .

’ These findings are only suggestive. But they would seem
to be sufficiently provocative to encourage fu_ture data collec-
tion on these topics. More complete data would providé better
samples ‘and|more réliable analyses. In particular, procedures
should be established by. the major sponsors of research- 1o
monitor such data on a continuing ba5|s. The Natjonal *
Institute’ of Mental Health’s procedure for collecting |nformat|on
on its sponsored research could serve as a model. Collecting'
the data wo}ld be relatively inexpensive. The results coizld help

poficymakers and administrators to increase the payoffs of their

) sponsored rdsearch.

o
O




Procedures for Data Collection

and Analysis
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. - Notes on Data Collection Procedures

anything.

Of the 441 research awards made by ABA from 19868 through ~
1980, r{a_mes and addresses were available for 193 different inves- *
‘tigators,-covering 231 awards. (Some of the researchers had
more than one award.) Some of the letters had incorrect or
_.inadequate addresses, and we ultimately received a total of 99
\ responses out of the 154 letters “accurately” seft. The response
rate for correct mailings, therefore, was 65.percent. . ’

4

We telephoned a rar;dorr'l sample of 13 of our non-respondents
to determine if those who reésponded representéd a special cate-
. gory oe? researchers. They did not. When asked their reason for
, not responding, eight said that they had been too btsy, three
had asked someone else to help :&onnd one never recesved our .
letter, and one said the project was over but had never produced

2 il

We were also Gnable to use the information for 22 of the .
awards for which we received a respanse. Eight were eliminated
because the respondent(s) said that the project was ongomg and ) .
they could not yet predict the full range of products. Fourteen v
were eliminated because the information provided was too vague
to use. .
3y
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N AMERCAN NSTLTES FOR RESEARCH Lt
, N ThE BEMAVIORAL SCENCES

2 . 055 Tromas JeMerson Street, NW Wasningion DC2007 @ 202 %2 5000 .

©. - - (Date)*- ¥ Ad

1 .
I - ) s . :
i N - .
T . , \ ) ! .
METEE : ‘
k. (Adaress) ~— S e T ~=
¥ . . | Re: (Title and Avard Number of Project)
T - L]
) Dear H . ' .
§- ) B
J o The Office of Ras”e’i:ch ‘Demoristratibn 4fid E.\raluation, Adnipistntion .
. -on Aging, made an award to ehe Anerican Institutes for Rasearch (AIR), :
F to establish a Gerontological ‘Raséarch: Institute. One of AIR's tasks is -
it to conduct an external review of Iga: research pfoducts.* The results of .
o the review are intended to assist in planning for the utilization -
> and digsemination of IV-B resear :eports and findings. The first séep

‘in conducting the review is to dev
- products and"thé externu. uses of

A Because research’ lindings are
dissenj.nated and used by rmltip].a

the .full impact iof a,IV-B project.
the rore important research £indin
conhnnces or in testimony\ before

slop a comprehensive invencory of IV-B
these p:oducts o

packaged in a variety of ways and
pudiences, AoA ‘is not always aware of
We know, for example, that some of
gs are presented at professional
state and federal legislators rather

than’ {n- !iml reports. But we, ,often hear- of these activities only

' through Lnloml channals’,
K research products, activ:lties,, and

To ensure that “the :ull spectru of IV-B

uses can be included in the external

review, we. hope to enlist your cocperation in identifying the outcomes

of this zueuch.

We arxe . lnta:
of your IV-B res

ted in two types
ch, such as repq

of information--(1) direct products

and (u) exteznal uses of these pro

ducts, such as media coverage or

the ciueion of the research by others. The following 1ists are p:ow)i,ded

to auist you in :wiwing the overall ptodu(:gs, activitiés and uses of

rts, presentations and journal articles

ﬂ%s zesearch. 'l'he itm are suggesuve er than ephaustive. Please . e
lude {n your fesponse all of ej appropriate itemg/ regardless of EHR
whethér they £it the categozies given ¢n the £oll g page. 4
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B Direct Products of the Research , B
I8 , B .
3 ' e Journal article or other major publ‘:.ca:ion‘k\ - -
- s 1]
‘ e Manuscript submitted for publication . = - i ot AL
e Final or ifitérim IV-B report G - !, ”"'
~ e Book or book chapfer * :~ ) ’
e Presentation at professional conference - , . o
e How-to-manual, instruments, tests ) ’
»i;, P ".e Testimony before.federal,or.state legislators .
% . A .
i e Testimony before federal, state, area or. local *
2 « agencles (agencies on aging or other human service "
i ' agencies) . R - 1L 4
4 e .
g - . .
i ; Exteynal Uses of Research Findings . , ., ’
. j - ‘fx‘“\ N
.- . Clutions by other researchers - ¢
e Media coveuge (press, {_kdio, television or popular . . ! }_:
\ xnagazine) ) . P o Y
= . .Euccitioner use. 9§“§ndings (e.g., program deyalopment . e
or modit'ication ‘of policy or practice) | ) 3
-~ 4
e Contributions to further research -
e Follow-on grant award * 3
» . a :
. e -Legislative use ot ﬂ.ndings :
SRR A Adoption of recomendar.ionS« - e oL . M
- . \ Y
. We assume that most of these items aye listed on your current vita. - \‘

You need only send us a copy, with the appropriate items marked. 1f there !
are any items not on the vita please list them. For your cénvenience,
we have enclosed a stamped envelope addressed to’AIR.

N Please note that'we are wri:ing to.youfas the Principal Investigator
of record. If responsxbinty for the project has been transferred to
another 1ndividual, we would app:eciate your forwarding this letter to

i qthe appropriate person. . l . - -

" Sincerely, - .
’ I B -.lk:"); 4
’ * . -
«  Tobert K. ¥in M
Director * .
. ‘ . «Gerontological Research Institute .
. o - v i
o . * <. .
. . . .
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Characte'si;tics of the Sample

The projects included in ttgrs analysis aré not necessarily
representative of all Title IV-B projects.! It isimpossible to
ascertain the characteristics of those projects for which we
received no response. And we do_got haye complete informa-
tion on all of the IV-B prolects that would provide an estimate
of sample bias. The 99 awards € mined here should not,
therefore, be considered a representative sample of all 1V-B
projects, in the traditional sense of that term. . '

.

ek e hia e e

B R }
~The extent to which our sgrn'ple doeg not cover specific -
categories of projects can be seen in Tables A-C. The distribu-
tion of project_s by the yearfof the first award is given for both
the projects included in our sample and all Title IV-B projects. |
The profaortions are similar for most of the years, but the sample '

. over-represents the recent years ‘(1976 through 1979), and under-

represents earlier years.{1966-1969, 1971 and 1974). Similarly,
the 99 awards do not reflect e)EactIy the distribution of the award
amounts for all Title IV-B projects. The award amounts of the
projects in our sample are generally higher. Thirty percent of the
99 awards were for over $200,000 while only 15%ercent of all’
Title IV-B awards were in this category. . N .

W'mwhwm . One characterlstrc that is more accurate|y represented by the

sample is the proportron of projects conducted by the various
categories of research organlzatlons The organization cOnductrng
the research is classified as one of five types

@ university or other institution of higher education,
- + o

e non-profit research firm, . R
. ) ) 5 .
e profit-making research firm, . '&Z\m
« : . . \
™ e public agency or social service agency, or kag

~ . - - )
. s .

- e - . . ;‘
1We use the terms *award” and “’project”’ mterchangeably in this report
for conveniencé. We know that some projects had more than one award
{e.g., the Duke OARS project had two), When.we were aware of such °
cases, we used only one”af the award numbers ta  identify the project for _
this sémple It is possitile, though, that the nuriber of awards discussed
in this repoft is slightly higher than the number of pro;ects actually

represented by them. A
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s &
in both cases, over half of the awards represented were conduéted ¥
by university researchers, about seven percent by public or soial - ¢
service agencies, and 22 to 30 percent by non-profit research firms. ¢
Only the profit-making research firms-are unrepresented in the -~
sample. - ’ % N .
A
A. Distribution of Awards, by Year of Award
' " PERCENT OF AWARDS . : h
Year of Awards in Sample All Awards . > ¢
Award* {N'=99) (N=441) - < :
1966 .’ 0% * 1% N «
1967 iy ' 0 '3 . o
1968 1 2 .. P
71969 7 i 2 “a !
1970 2 2 .
RED ‘ 1 .3 '
1972 -2 0 e :
1973 2 0 RN
1974 ‘ -2 -5
1975 - -8 )
. 1976 18, N <
1977 To18 7 §
1978 15 ( T2 h
.. 1979 23’ '3
1980 o . 5, ' . 8
Unkpown ‘ 9 29° R
n - . .
TOTAL ° . 100% ©o100% 0 Y e
* Award years were unknown for 9 of the awards in the - < e L
K 'sample, and 128 of the total. We suspect that the unknown E B
years fall primarily before 1975, when AoA’s record keep- “r
ing'procedures changed. ’ 2
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I s \B Distribution 6f Awards, by Size of Award"
A ‘ ' PERCENT OF AWARDS _
i . Amount of Awards in-Sample  All Awards
£ ___ Award (N = g9) (N = 441)
N > Under $100,000 35% - 27%

T

) — . .$100,000 — 199,999 24 19
T ) $200,000 = 299,999 18 ]
P . $300,000 - 399,999 3 3
. -$A400,000.~499,999.. 5. L2
e ’ ; $500,000 and over - 3 : 1

Unknown 11 , 38

; © Profit-Makirig Resédich Firm-. - o .2

3 e . “

. . . . « o
- TOTAL . . 100% - . 100%
*
. ~ |
) . \ ) .
i . ° . C. Distribution of Awards by Type of Organization
B . , .. "+ PERCENT OF ANARDS T
TN ' L "7 Awards in Sample AIl Awards -
[N - Type of Organization (N =99} (N = 441)
. - \. University . 61% 55%
N N . L e o
w0 Non-Profit Research Firm  + .3 N 22

. o . bl
: LT Public or Social Service Agency 6 ’ . 6
. - 1 . . . «
: .. Private Foundation : 2 ‘ 4
- ¢ - ' - * ’
L . .
- Unknown . 1 S 12
[ " 4 ~ . .
T . /
-
Fowu “ = TOTAL N 100% o f . 100%
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FORM APPROVED

OEPARTMENTOF HEALTH, EDUCATION, ANOWELFARE |

UBLIC HE AL TH SERVICE

- : OMB NO 63 R1452

-

NAHONAL INSTITUTE OF MENTAL HEALTH Month Year

FINAL REPORT GUIDELINES

' , OIVISION OF £XTRAMURAL RESEARCH PROGRAMS . D;;;D
»
’ h 1) (93] 03] (06

&

PHS policy requires that grantees submit a “terminal
progre(i report”  (final reportl  within 90 days after
completion of the grant.

INSTRUCTIQNS

These guidetines have been designed with r ly small
r spaces to yrage brevity However, do not
restnict your response 1t mére space 1s needed  be com-

)
* Send two copIes wny U1 ety vwURs RIVOYT

B 3 plete, usmq additonal fabeled paqes inserted where
. . . Y le page included) descrip-
Please complete this series of items as this final report. tons and dnscuwons_ if desired, should be made in
y The report will be filed with your applicatons, reports ¥dition to your sugmary response 10 the item, and
. and other grant business in NIMH's central fites 1t will should be placed as ap; ices, Discussions of issues not
Qe read by staff in resaarch program atess, and may be d, by these guidelines are also wel 38 appen
. ,ead by other Insmute statf concerned with program Use clear, concise language, bvo»dmg highly
ly § and pl g The f 1 where ble (ths will vary for
e 1epoﬂ will be used for information about your research, d;llcrem types of research), appendices could be more
(. . 10 describe and summarize the information fproce- - technical than responses 1o the items
dural as well as substantive) resulting from NIMH
support, and to refate that mlormanontomenulheanh All publications resulunb lmm this ‘project. and not
problems and research Your report will often’be used previously submitted, should be submitted with this
apartdrom your ppl . other d repon {or as s00n as avalable). see the section on
- such as publi will be {abt tion, Publications should not be used in lieu of
«from !he project file if ‘needed. R . responses to particular iems
Send copies of thisreport and ait appendices as indicated below. FOR NIMH USE ONLY
b .
Small. Grants (RO3's) t All Other Grants \ .Y
. Semi 20 Copies * Send 3 copies.®
- , - 8 -
. v * B »
TO. Mental Health Services DeveXopment Branch T ) -
Division of Mefital Health ‘Service Programs .
Mational Instifute of Mental Health . -
i 5600 Fi{shers Lane, Room 11C-l7
. . Rockville, Maryland 20857 N . .

1 8ranch/Section

— — —

’ *
Ll : —
1. GRANT Nuua;a 2 TILL OF GRANT T
. . )
(AR S | o o vy 73 m { .,; .t
; - ADMINIS‘I:RATIVE (051 (06) (071(00) (09) (20) (23} (32) 123) 114)
- .DATA: 3. NAME OF PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR (4. SPONSORING INSTITUTION
™ i ! . t
“(NOTE: /wtems 14 «
*have changed, give the| -
latesy information) : : -
R STGNAYURE OF PRINCIFAL INVESTIGATOR T RARE AND POSITION QF PERISR WRITIRS JrRi3 <~
e P REPORT 1F OTHER THAN ITEM 3 !
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