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Annual funding level

above $2000

Vs. below $2000 2.45* 45, 4.

Vs. missing info 1.92* . .
Type of enroliment

Mandatory participants only | 0.59 0.30, 1.17

Voluntary participants only 0.84 0.56, 1.28

Participants per year

Research questio

« What proportion of youth tobacco cessation programs include an

! ] ’ Post-program follow-up
evaluation component with a standard written protocol?

More than 20 versus less
than or equal to 20 per year
= What characteristics distinguish programs that have a program

evaluation component from those that do not? — .
o Overall Characteristics of Programs by Evaluation N= 591 programs; *p< .01

(% for type) A Logistic regression model was used to model inclusion of a

« Does the endorsed purpose of evaluation match the evaluation - standard written program evaluation componentin a program.
methods? Annual funding amount Funding source

« What types of evaluation measures and methods do programs utilize?

with evaluation without
evaluation with evaluation without evaluation

Chi square = 24.4, p < .01

Enrollment type

with evaluation without evaluation

Chi square = 4.68, p= .09

Participants per year Post-program follow-up

o Conducted folow-up)

wihevaluation  without

withevaluaion  without evaluation evaluation

Chi square = 5.88, p= .01 Chi square = 11.40, p< .01
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