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REGISTRY OF KNOWLEDGE TRANSLATION METHODS
AND TOOLS FOR PUBLIC HEALTH

RESOURCE: Method
ACTIVITY: Knowledge Application
STAGE: Evaluating

DESCRIPTION

Prevention research involves effective application that benefits the public’'s health and considers not only
the efficacy of an intervention itself, but also the effectiveness of applying that intervention to the
population. This method evaluates the application of population-based interventions at the community
level. This method addresses a gap by providing an approach to determining the impact of prevention
research on public health practice. Developed exclusively for public health, this approach can be used to
evaluate public health interventions related to a population of interest. The steps for this method include
the examination of process measures, cost effectiveness, disease surveillance, program delivery, and
public health education and training. No information was provided about the evaluation of this method.

RELEVANCE FOR PUBLIC HEALTH

Developed for public health, this method examines interventions designed for implementation at the
community level. Brownson & Simoes (1999) subscribe to the following criteria for determination of a
community level intervention: ¢ evidence of a common condition; ¢ established risk factors; ¢
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sociocultural determinants; * reasonable and available interventions; « demonstrated benefits of the
intervention; ¢ public safety and community acceptance. This method could be useful for practitioners,
decision-makers and policy-makers who need to evaluate program delivery, disease surveillance, or to
develop policy, educate the public and/or assure competence in a public health workforce.

EVALUATION AND MEASUREMENT CHARACTERISTICS

Evaluation
Information not available

Validity
Not applicable

Reliability
Not applicable

Methodological Rating
Not applicable

IMPLEMENTING THE TOOL

Who is Involved?

Public health practitioners, decision-makers or policy-makers needing to apply a community-level public
health intervention.

Time
Information not available

Additional Skills Needed for Implementation
Not specified

Steps for Using Tool

Three levels of evaluation are used to assess a community intervention: 1) Process - need to determine
changes that result from the public health intervention. This could occur during the early stages of the
intervention (for example, implementing a public health program) and could guide developmental
decisions. For the decision-maker, process evaluation can evaluate performance, assessment of protocols
and/or organizational relationships. 2) Effectiveness - need to determine of the effectiveness of the
public health intervention at the community level. This can be accomplished through an impact
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evaluation with example measures such as changes in morbidity, mortality and quality of life.
Assessment of effectiveness can also be done through high-quality research, economic evaluation,
identification of potential hazards, and use of qualitative approaches. 3) Outcomes - need to establish
community-level goals for public health intervention. Appropriate public health examples might include
reduction in morbidity and mortality, increase in quality of life, reduction of behaviour risk factors such as
smoking, and improved delivery of quality public health care.

Conditions for Use
Not specified

TOOL DEVELOPMENT

Developer(s)
Ross C. Brownson and Eduardo J. Simoes (source authors).

Method of Development

Not specified.

Release Date
1999

CONTACT PERSON

Dr. T. Brownson (corresponding author) Department of Community Health and Prevention Research
Centre, School of Public Health, St. Louis University, 3663 Lindell Boulevard, St. Louis, MO, 63108-3342

RESOURCES

Title of Primary Measuring the impact of prevention research on public health practice.

Resource

File Attachment None

Web-link http://www.ajpm-online.net/article/S0749-3797(99)00014-8/abstract

Reference Brownson, R.C., & Simoes, E.J. (1999). Measuring the impact of prevention
research on public health practice. American Journal of Preventive Medicine,
16(3S), 72-79.
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Type of Material Journal article

Format Periodical
Cost to Access Periodical purchase
Language(s) English
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