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#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

1 Enter your last name.
2 Enter the date on which
you completed this
protocol.

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

3 What is the article
reference number (i.e., first
number in file name)?
4 What is the last name of
the first author (from file
name)?
5 What is the publication
year (from file name)?

6 How many interventions
does the study examine?
(Enter a numeral in the
open response column.)
7 What is the NAME of the
intervention? (Be as
specific as possible.)
8 Does the study include a
separate comparison group
of inmates that did not
receive the intervention?
(Check one.)

Yes
No

9 Briefly describe the
intervention experienced
by the treatment group, as
reported by the author(s).

10 Briefly describe the
conditions experienced by
the comparison group, as
reported by the author(s).
11 Briefly describe your
understanding of the
intervention (i.e., the
DIFFERENCE between the
treatment and comparison
conditions, items 9 and 10).
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

12a What is the NATURE of the
intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Packaged and replicable ACADEMIC education
program (i.e., "off the shelf")
ACADEMIC education intervention that is not
a packaged program
Packaged and replicable VOCATIONAL
education program
VOCATIONAL education intervention that is
not a packaged program
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

12b Is the academic or
vocational intervention
implemented as part of a
broader program (e.g. life,
social, or behavioral skills),
or is it a standalone
intervention?

RAND Correctional Education Project
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Part of a broader program (describe at right)
Standalone intervention
Not applicable
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

13 What is the CONTENT of
the intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Basic instruction (Adult Basic Education or
remedial instruction in literacy, math, or other
academic skills)
High school instruction (courses and content
designated as part of the state graduation
requirement for students)
GED preparation
Postsecondary program provided for collegelevel credit, certificate, or continuing
education credit
Postsecondary program that is not for
academic credit
Pre-vocational skills, including resume-writing,
interview preparation, etc.
Vocational skills, including computer skills,
trades, and preparation for specific jobs
English as a Second Language (ESL) instruction
for non-native English speakers
Special education
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

14 WHO delivers the
intervention to treated
participants? (Check all that
apply.)

College or university faculty
Certified teachers
Uncertified teachers
Teachers whose certification status is not
clear
Teachers who are "highly qualified" under No
Child Left Behind (NCLB)
Teachers who are NOT "highly qualified"
under NCLB
Teachers whose qualification status under
NCLB is not clear
Graduate students
Correctional officers
Peer tutors/mediators/instructors
Community volunteers
Participants themselves (self-administered)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

15 HOW is the intervention
delivered? (Check all that
apply. Note that
"instruction"= teaching,
coaching, or mentoring; not
monitoring or observing.)

Whole-class instruction
Small-group instruction
One-on-one instruction
Self-directed study
Cooperative learning
Technology-supported instruction (includes a
face-to-face instructional component)
Technology-only instruction (no face-to-face
instruction)
Applied occupational training (on-the-job
experience)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

16 How are the individuals
who deliver the
intervention employed?
(Check all that apply.)

Correctional facility employees
Outside contractors to the facility
Employees of outside institutions (e.g.,
universities, community colleges, public
schools, etc.)
Volunteers
Other inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not applicable
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

17 Does the intervention
include any post-release
follow-up programming?

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Yes (If YES, describe at right.)
No
Not clear

18 What was the prescribed
DURATION of treatment for
the treated group (e.g.,
number of hours, days,
weeks, etc.)?
19 What was the prescribed
FREQUENCY of treatment
for the treated group (e.g.,
hours per day, days per
week, etc.)?
20 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions (i.e., actual
dosage) experienced by the
TREATED group? (Check
one.)
21 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions experienced by
the COMPARISON group?
(Check one.)

Yes (If YES, please describe at right.)

22 Is there evidence as stated
by the author that
researchers were
independent of the
intervention development
and implementation?
(Check one. Note that
involvement in research
design is not a threat to
researcher independence.)

Yes: Researchers were completely
independent of the intervention development
and implementation
No: Researchers were involved in developing,
designing, or marketing the intervention but
not in implementing it

23 Is there evidence as stated
by the author of possible
contamination in the
intervention
implementation--i.e.,
possible spillover between
treatment and comparison
conditions, including partial
treatments? (Check one.)

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

24 Confounds are potential
threats to internal validity.
They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
present in this study?
(Check all that apply. For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Ambiguous Temporal Precedence / Reverse
Causation
(Dependent variable could possibly have
caused the intervention status rather than the
reverse. May pertain to studies that lack a preintervention measure of the dependent
variable and in which there is no strict rule or
mechanism [like randomization] for
assignment to the treatment group. This
threat is not relevant in the absence of a
comparison group.)

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal
Inference.
Boston:
RAND
Correctional
Education
Project
Houghton-Mifflin.
Scientific Review ProtocolThey are
also described on many
websites.

No

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

No

No: Researchers were involved in
implementing the intervention (delivering it,
or hiring or training those who delivered it)
but not in developing it
No: Researchers were involved in both
developing and implementing the
intervention
Not clear

No
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Main Worksheet (1)

They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
in this study?
# present Questions
(Check all
(Dothat
Notapply.
Edit) For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal Inference. Boston:
Houghton-Mifflin. They are
also described on many
websites.

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Selection
(The preeminent concern in studies with
comparison groups, defined as possible
unmeasured differences between treatment
and comparison groups that are correlated
with the dependent variable. An RCT without
attrition essentially removes this threat. This
threat is not relevant if there is no comparison
group.)
Attrition: Overall
(Occurs when the analytic sample is smaller
than the initial sample that began the study.
The threat is that people who dropped out of
the study sample may differ systematically
from those who stayed, so any pre/post
differences may be attributable to changes in
group composition, unless the analysis is
limited only to those who have posttreatment measures. The threat may apply to
studies with and without a comparison
group.)
Attrition: Differential
(Occurs when the rates of attrition differ for
the treatment and comparison groups. This is
a potential source of selection bias becuase it
may result in the two groups differing on
unobservables. This threat is not relevant to
studies without a comparison group.)
Regression to the Mean
(If participants start out with extreme or
outlying scores pre-intervention, one would
expect movement toward the population
mean after the intervention due to
measurement error. This threat could apply to
studies with or without a comparison group. It
generally would not apply to studies without
pre-intervention measures, and it is unlikely to
be a confound under random assignment.)
History
(Possibility that other interventions or events
may have coincided with the treatment and
therefore accounted for the treatment effect.
A particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)
Maturation
(Possibility that the treatment group would
have shown the same pre/post changes over
time even without the intervention. A
particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)
Instrumentation
(Changes in how the dependent variable is
measured over time that may account for
pre/post differences. A particular concern in
interrupted time-series or pre/post studies
with no comparison group.)
Testing
(Pre/post differences that occur as a result of
exposure to the first test or observation, such
as learning from or memorization of the test
itself. A particular concern in interrupted timeseries or pre/post studies with no comparison
group.)
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Additive or Interactive Effects of Confounds
Listed Above
(A combination of the confounds above; e.g.,
differential maturation rates of treatment and
comparison groups due to unobserved
differences between groups; or treatment
group receives pre-testing and control group
doesn't, yielding a differential testing
confound, etc.)
Other (specify)
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

25 In what type(s) of
correctional environment
does the study take place?
(Check all that apply.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Short-term juvenile facility
Long-term juvenile facility
Juvenile facility (other or unspecified)
Jail
Prison
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

26 What is the JURISDICTION
of the environment(s) in
which the study takes
place? (Check all that
apply.)

Federal facility
State facility
Local facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

27 What is the SECTOR of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Public facility
Private facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

28 What is the SECURITY
LEVEL of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Minimum security
Medium security
Maximum security
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

29 Briefly describe the
location of the facilities in
the study (state, county,
city, etc.).
30 Briefly report any other
descriptive information
about the study setting
that is not described above.

31 Briefly describe how
participants were chosen
for inclusion in the
study…both the criteria
used and the numbers
included/excluded, if
known.
32 What is the unit of
assignment to the
intervention? (Check one,
and note that self-selection
can be a form of
assignment.)

RAND Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol

States
Counties
Correctional facilities
Housing units
Classrooms
Inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

33 How were units assigned to
the intervention? (Check all
that apply, and also
describe the assignment
process in the open
response column .)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Randomly assigned to the intervention after
matching, stratification, blocking, etc.
Simple random assignment
Self-selected into the intervention
Assigned by convenience
Assigned based on an observed characteristic-e.g., test scores, behavior, arrival or release
date, etc. (Specify characteristic[s] at right.)
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

34 Was the researcher
involved in assigning units
to the intervention? (Check
one.)

Yes

35 What is the unit of analysis
in the study? (Check one.)

States
Counties
Correctional facilities
Housing units
Classrooms
Inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

36 If unit of analysis does not
equal unit of assignment,
does the analysis adjust for
clustering? (Check one.)

Yes
No
Not applicable because unit of analysis = unit
of assignment
Not clear

No
Not clear

37 Attrition occurs if the
analytic sample is smaller
than the total, initial
number of participants.
What reason(s) were given
for any attrition that
occurred? If there was no
attrition, write "NA."
38 Does the study control
statistically for any baseline
characteristics of both the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check one. See
glossary for a list of
possible characteristics.)

Yes (If YES, specify which ones at right)

39 What methods are used to
adjust for baseline
differences between the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check all that
apply.)

Difference-in-differences (e.g., post-treatment
minus pre-treatment scores for treated and
controls)
Covariate adjustment via multivariate
regression or ANCOVA (includes Cox
regression and other longitudinal or survival
analysis models)
Propensity score matching or weighting
Regression discontinuity analysis
Other (specify at right)
None

RAND Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol

No
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (1)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

40 For what subgroups are the
intervention-effect
estimates disaggregated?
(Check all that apply and
remember to specify page
numbers in right-hand
column.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Race
Gender
Age
Marital status
Prior criminal record
Prior academic achievement (test scores or
grades)
Prior academic attainment (years of
education, diploma or GED completion, etc.)
Facility type (jail, prison, security level, etc.)
Type of crime
Sentence length
Other (specify at right)
None

41 The reviewed document is
which of the following
types of work products?
(Check one.)

Journal article
Book or book chapter
Research report
Conference paper or working paper
Dissertation
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

42 Is there evidence that the
document was peer
reviewed (e.g., stated
directly or published in a
peer-reviewed
publication)?

Yes

43 Does the document
mention the existence of
other reports or articles
resulting from the same
study ?

Yes (IF YES, please enter bibliographic info for
each relevant reference at right)

44 The study was funded by
which of the following
entities? (Check all that
apply and describe at
right.)

U.S. Department of Justice
U.S. Department of Education
Other federal entity
State government funding

No
Not clear

No

Local government funding
University funding
Foundation funding
Other source
Not clear

Be sure also to complete the Outcomes, Baseline Characteristics, and Reviewer Log Worksheets before submitting this protocol.
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Main Worksheet (1)

Outcome #

Outcome Category Definitions
Recidivism, including re-offense, re-arrest, re-conviction, re-incarceration, parole violations, etc.
Employment/earnings, including pre-employment skills, type of employment, and earnings from various sources
Family outcomes, including reunification, interactions, payment of child support, parenting skills, etc.
Enrollment or persistence in academic or vocational education or apprenticeship programs after release
Educational attainment during or after incarceration, including program completion, credits earned, certificates, diplomas, degrees, licenses, etc.
Test scores or achievement measures in math, reading, writing, other content areas, or vocational skills
Behavior while incarcerated, including commendations, infractions, violations, etc.
Program participants' perceptions of correctional education program quality or usefulness
Page(s) on
which
Outcome
Measure is
Defined

Page(s) on
which
Outcome
Data are
Reported

Name of Outcome
(include name of instrument if given)

Outcome Category
(Choose Category from Dropdown
Menu; Definitions Appear Above )

Describe variable, including scale of
measurement (units, range, etc.)

Time point(s) at which
outcome data were
collected

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
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Outcomes Worksheet

Variable #

Page(s) on
Which
Quantitative
Data Are
Reported

Name of Variable

Describe Variable, Including Scale of
Measurement
(units, range, etc.)

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
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Baseline Characteristics Worksheet

#

Questions

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)
1

What do you conclude from the study?
Does this differ from the author’s
conclusions? If yes, how and why?

2
3

What is your general impression of the
quality of this study?
What are the study’s main strengths?

4

What are the study’s main limitations?

5

On a scale of 0-5, with 0 being lowest
quality and 5 being highest quality, how
would you rate the quality of the
discussion and why?
How can the study be used to inform
FEDERAL policy?
How can the study be used to inform
STATE policy?
How can the study be used to inform
LOCAL policy?
How can this study be used to inform the
practice of correctional education?

6
7
8
9

RAND Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol
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Reviewer Log

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

1 Enter your last name.
2 Enter the date on which
you completed this
protocol.

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

3 What is the article
reference number (i.e., first
number in file name)?
4 What is the last name of
the first author (from file
name)?
5 What is the publication
year (from file name)?

6 How many interventions
does the study examine?
(Enter a numeral in the
open response column.)
7 What is the NAME of the
intervention? (Be as
specific as possible.)
8 Does the study include a
separate comparison group
of inmates that did not
receive the intervention?
(Check one.)

Yes
No
*If no, please complete the protocol with
reference to the treatment group, leaving blank
questions about the comparison group.*

9 Briefly describe the
intervention experienced
by the treatment group, as
reported by the author(s).

10 Briefly describe the
conditions experienced by
the comparison group, as
reported by the author(s).
11 Briefly describe your
understanding of the
intervention (i.e., the
DIFFERENCE between the
treatment and comparison
conditions, items 9 and 10).
12a What is the NATURE of the
intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Packaged and replicable ACADEMIC education
program (i.e., "off the shelf")
ACADEMIC education intervention that is not
a packaged program
Packaged and replicable VOCATIONAL
education program
VOCATIONAL education intervention that is
not a packaged program
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

12b Is the academic or
vocational intervention
implemented as part of a
broader program (e.g. life,
social, or behavioral skills),
or is it a standalone
intervention?
RAND
Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol

Part of a broader program (describe at right)
Standalone intervention
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Main Worksheet (2)

Is the academic or

# vocational
Questions
intervention

(Do NotasEdit)
implemented
part of a
broader program (e.g. life,
social, or behavioral skills),
or is it a standalone
intervention?

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

RAND Correctional Education Project
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Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Not applicable
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (2)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

13 What is the CONTENT of
the intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Basic instruction (Adult Basic Education or
remedial instruction in literacy, math, or other
academic skills)
High school instruction (courses and content
designated as part of the state graduation
requirement for students)
GED preparation
Postsecondary program provided for collegelevel credit, certificate, or continuing
education credit
Postsecondary program that is not for
academic credit
Pre-vocational skills, including resume-writing,
interview preparation, etc.
Vocational skills, including computer skills,
trades, and preparation for specific jobs
English as a Second Language (ESL) instruction
for non-native English speakers
Special education
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

14 WHO delivers the
intervention to treated
participants? (Check all that
apply.)

College or university faculty
Certified teachers
Uncertified teachers
Teachers whose certification status is not
clear
Teachers who are "highly qualified" under No
Child Left Behind (NCLB)
Teachers who are NOT "highly qualified"
under NCLB
Teachers whose qualification status under
NCLB is not clear
Graduate students
Correctional officers
Peer tutors/mediators/instructors
Community volunteers
Participants themselves (self-administered)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

15 HOW is the intervention
delivered? (Check all that
apply. Note that
"instruction"= teaching,
coaching, or mentoring; not
monitoring or observing.)

Whole-class instruction
Small-group instruction
One-on-one instruction
Self-directed study
Cooperative learning
Technology-supported instruction (includes a
face-to-face instructional component)
Technology-only instruction (no face-to-face
instruction)
Applied occupational training (on-the-job
experience)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

16 How are the individuals
who deliver the
intervention employed?
(Check all that apply.)

Correctional facility employees
Outside contractors to the facility
Employees of outside institutions (e.g.,
universities, community colleges, public
schools, etc.)
Volunteers
Other inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not applicable
Not clear
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Main Worksheet (2)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

17 Does the intervention
include any post-release
follow-up programming?

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Yes (If YES, describe at right.)
No
Not clear

18 What was the prescribed
DURATION of treatment for
the treated group (e.g.,
number of hours, days,
weeks, etc.)?
19 What was the prescribed
FREQUENCY of treatment
for the treated group (e.g.,
hours per day, days per
week, etc.)?
20 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions (i.e., actual
dosage) experienced by the
TREATED group? (Check
one.)
21 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions experienced by
the COMPARISON group?
(Check one.)

Yes (If YES, please describe at right.)

22 Is there evidence as stated
by the author that
researchers were
independent of the
intervention development
and implementation?
(Check one. Note that
involvement in research
design is not a threat to
researcher independence.)

Yes: Researchers were completely
independent of the intervention development
and implementation
No: Researchers were involved in developing,
designing, or marketing the intervention but
not in implementing it

23 Is there evidence as stated
by the author of possible
contamination in the
intervention
implementation--i.e.,
possible spillover between
treatment and comparison
conditions, including partial
treatments? (Check one.)

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

24 Confounds are potential
threats to internal validity.
They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
present in this study?
(Check all that apply. For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Ambiguous Temporal Precedence /
Reverse Causation
(Dependent variable could possibly have
caused the intervention status rather than the
reverse. May pertain to studies that lack a preintervention measure of the dependent
variable and in which there is no strict rule or
mechanism [like randomization] for
assignment to the treatment group. This
threat is not relevant in the absence of a
comparison group.)

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal
Inference.
Boston:
RAND
Correctional
Education
Project
Houghton-Mifflin.
Scientific Review ProtocolThey are
also described on many
websites.

No

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

No

No: Researchers were involved in
implementing the intervention (delivering it,
or hiring or training those who delivered it)
but not in developing it
No: Researchers were involved in both
developing and implementing the
intervention
Not clear

No
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Main Worksheet (2)

They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
in this study?
# present Questions
(Check all
(Dothat
Notapply.
Edit) For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal Inference. Boston:
Houghton-Mifflin. They are
also described on many
websites.

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Selection
(The preeminent concern in studies with
comparison groups, defined as possible
unmeasured differences between treatment
and comparison groups that are correlated
with the dependent variable. An RCT without
attrition essentially removes this threat. This
threat is not relevant if there is no comparison
group.)
Attrition: Overall
(Occurs when the analytic sample is smaller
than the initial sample that began the study.
The threat is that people who dropped out of
the study sample may differ systematically
from those who stayed, so any pre/post
differences may be attributable to changes in
group composition, unless the analysis is
limited only to those who have posttreatment measures. The threat may apply to
studies with and without a comparison
group.)
Attrition: Differential
(Occurs when the rates of attrition differ for
the treatment and comparison groups. This is
a potential source of selection bias becuase it
may result in the two groups differing on
unobservables. This threat is not relevant to
studies without a comparison group.)
Regression to the Mean
(If participants start out with extreme or
outlying scores pre-intervention, one would
expect movement toward the population
mean after the intervention due to
measurement error. This threat could apply to
studies with or without a comparison group. It
generally would not apply to studies without
pre-intervention measures, and it is unlikely to
be a confound under random assignment.)
History
(Possibility that other interventions or events
may have coincided with the treatment and
therefore accounted for the treatment effect.
A particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)

RAND Correctional Education Project
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Main Worksheet (2)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Maturation
(Possibility that the treatment group would
have shown the same pre/post changes over
time even without the intervention. A
particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)
Instrumentation
(Changes in how the dependent variable is
measured over time that may account for
pre/post differences. A particular concern in
interrupted time-series or pre/post studies
with no comparison group.)
Testing
(Pre/post differences that occur as a result of
exposure to the first test or observation, such
as learning from or memorization of the test
itself. A particular concern in interrupted timeseries or pre/post studies with no comparison
group.)
Additive or Interactive Effects of Confounds
Listed Above
(A combination of the confounds above; e.g.,
differential maturation rates of treatment and
comparison groups due to unobserved
differences between groups; or treatment
group receives pre-testing and control group
doesn't, yielding a differential testing
confound, etc.)
Other (specify)

25 In what type(s) of
correctional environment
does the study take place?
(Check all that apply.)

Short-term juvenile facility
Long-term juvenile facility
Juvenile facility (other or unspecified)
Jail
Prison
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

26 What is the JURISDICTION
of the environment(s) in
which the study takes
place? (Check all that
apply.)

Federal facility
State facility
Local facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

27 What is the SECTOR of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Public facility
Private facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

28 What is the SECURITY
LEVEL of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Minimum security
Medium security
Maximum security
Other (specify at right)

RAND Correctional Education Project
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28 What is the SECURITY
LEVEL of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

#

Questions

(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Not clear
29 Briefly describe the
location of the facilities in
the study (state, county,
city, etc.).
30 Briefly report any other
descriptive information
about the study setting
that is not described above.

31 Briefly describe how
participants were chosen
for inclusion in the
study…both the criteria
used and the numbers
included/excluded, if
known.
32 What is the unit of
assignment to the
intervention? (Check one,
and note that self-selection
can be a form of
assignment.)

RAND Correctional Education Project
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Chec

# What is Questions
Multiple Choice Responses
32
the unit of
k Box
(Do Not
Edit)
(Do Not Edit)
assignment
to the
(use
intervention? (Check one,
"x")
Housing units
and note that self-selection
Classrooms
can be a form of
Inmates
assignment.)
Other (specify at right)
Not clear
33 How were units assigned to
Randomly assigned to the intervention after
the intervention? (Check all
matching, stratification, blocking, etc.
that apply, and also
Simple random assignment
describe the assignment
Self-selected into the intervention
process in the open
Assigned by convenience
response column .)
Assigned based on an observed characteristic-e.g., test scores, behavior, arrival or release
date, etc. (Specify characteristic[s] at right.)

Open Response Answers and Notes

Page
#

Other (specify at right)
Not clear
34 Was the researcher
involved in assigning units
to the intervention? (Check
one.)

Yes

35 What is the unit of analysis
in the study? (Check one.)

States
Counties
Correctional facilities
Housing units
Classrooms
Inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

36 If unit of analysis does not
equal unit of assignment,
does the analysis adjust for
clustering? (Check one.)

Yes
No
Not applicable because unit of analysis = unit
of assignment
Not clear

No
Not clear

37 Attrition occurs if the
analytic sample is smaller
than the total, initial
number of participants.
What reason(s) were given
for any attrition that
occurred? If there was no
attrition, write "NA."
38 Does the study control
statistically for any baseline
characteristics of both the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check one. See
glossary for a list of
possible characteristics.)

RAND Correctional Education Project
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No
Not clear
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#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

39 What methods are used to
adjust for baseline
differences between the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check all that
apply.)

Difference-in-differences (e.g., post-treatment
minus pre-treatment scores for treated and
controls)
Covariate adjustment via multivariate
regression or ANCOVA (includes Cox
regression and other longitudinal or survival
analysis models)
Propensity score matching or weighting
Regression discontinuity analysis
Other (specify at right)
None

40 For what subgroups are the
intervention-effect
estimates disaggregated?
(Check all that apply and
remember to specify page
numbers in right-hand
column.)

Race
Gender
Age
Marital status
Prior criminal record
Prior academic achievement (test scores or
grades)
Prior academic attainment (years of
education, diploma or GED completion, etc.)

Page
#

Facility type (jail, prison, security level, etc.)
Type of crime
Sentence length
Other (specify at right)
None

41 The reviewed document is
which of the following
types of work products?
(Check one.)

Journal article
Book or book chapter
Research report
Conference paper or working paper
Dissertation
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

42 Is there evidence that the
document was peer
reviewed (e.g., stated
directly or published in a
peer-reviewed
publication)?

Yes

43 Does the document
mention the existence of
other reports or articles
resulting from the same
study ?

Yes (IF YES, please enter bibliographic info for
each relevant reference at right)

44 The study was funded by
which of the following
entities? (Check all that
apply and describe at
right.)

U.S. Department of Justice
U.S. Department of Education
Other federal entity
State government funding

No
Not clear

No

Local government funding
University funding
Foundation funding
Other source
Not clear

Be sure also to complete the Outcomes, Baseline Characteristics, and Reviewer Log Worksheets before submitting this protocol.
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#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

1 Enter your last name.
2 Enter the date on which
you completed this
protocol.

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

3 What is the article
reference number (i.e., first
number in file name)?
4 What is the last name of
the first author (from file
name)?
5 What is the publication
year (from file name)?

6 How many interventions
does the study examine?
(Enter a numeral in the
open response column.)
7 What is the NAME of the
intervention? (Be as
specific as possible.)
8 Does the study include a
separate comparison group
of inmates that did not
receive the intervention?
(Check one.)

Yes
No
*If no, please complete the protocol with
reference to the treatment group, leaving blank
questions about the comparison group.*

9 Briefly describe the
intervention experienced
by the treatment group, as
reported by the author(s).

10 Briefly describe the
conditions experienced by
the comparison group, as
reported by the author(s).
11 Briefly describe your
understanding of the
intervention (i.e., the
DIFFERENCE between the
treatment and comparison
conditions, items 9 and 10).
12a What is the NATURE of the
intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Packaged and replicable ACADEMIC education
program (i.e., "off the shelf")
ACADEMIC education intervention that is not
a packaged program
Packaged and replicable VOCATIONAL
education program
VOCATIONAL education intervention that is
not a packaged program
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

12b Is the academic or
vocational intervention
implemented as part of a
broader program (e.g. life,
social, or behavioral skills),
or is it a standalone
intervention?
RAND
Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol

Part of a broader program (describe at right)
Standalone intervention

22 of 31

Main Worksheet (2)

Is the academic or

# vocational
Questions
intervention

(Do NotasEdit)
implemented
part of a
broader program (e.g. life,
social, or behavioral skills),
or is it a standalone
intervention?

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")
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Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Not applicable
Not clear
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#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

13 What is the CONTENT of
the intervention? (Check all
that apply.)

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Basic instruction (Adult Basic Education or
remedial instruction in literacy, math, or other
academic skills)
High school instruction (courses and content
designated as part of the state graduation
requirement for students)
GED preparation
Postsecondary program provided for collegelevel credit, certificate, or continuing
education credit
Postsecondary program that is not for
academic credit
Pre-vocational skills, including resume-writing,
interview preparation, etc.
Vocational skills, including computer skills,
trades, and preparation for specific jobs
English as a Second Language (ESL) instruction
for non-native English speakers
Special education
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

14 WHO delivers the
intervention to treated
participants? (Check all that
apply.)

College or university faculty
Certified teachers
Uncertified teachers
Teachers whose certification status is not
clear
Teachers who are "highly qualified" under No
Child Left Behind (NCLB)
Teachers who are NOT "highly qualified"
under NCLB
Teachers whose qualification status under
NCLB is not clear
Graduate students
Correctional officers
Peer tutors/mediators/instructors
Community volunteers
Participants themselves (self-administered)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

15 HOW is the intervention
delivered? (Check all that
apply. Note that
"instruction"= teaching,
coaching, or mentoring; not
monitoring or observing.)

Whole-class instruction
Small-group instruction
One-on-one instruction
Self-directed study
Cooperative learning
Technology-supported instruction (includes a
face-to-face instructional component)
Technology-only instruction (no face-to-face
instruction)
Applied occupational training (on-the-job
experience)
Other (specify at right)
None of the above
Not clear

16 How are the individuals
who deliver the
intervention employed?
(Check all that apply.)

Correctional facility employees
Outside contractors to the facility
Employees of outside institutions (e.g.,
universities, community colleges, public
schools, etc.)
Volunteers
Other inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not applicable
Not clear

RAND Correctional Education Project
Scientific Review Protocol

24 of 31

Main Worksheet (2)

#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

17 Does the intervention
include any post-release
follow-up programming?

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Yes (If YES, describe at right.)
No
Not clear

18 What was the prescribed
DURATION of treatment for
the treated group (e.g.,
number of hours, days,
weeks, etc.)?
19 What was the prescribed
FREQUENCY of treatment
for the treated group (e.g.,
hours per day, days per
week, etc.)?
20 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions (i.e., actual
dosage) experienced by the
TREATED group? (Check
one.)
21 Was there evidence as
stated by the author of
variation within the
conditions experienced by
the COMPARISON group?
(Check one.)

Yes (If YES, please describe at right.)

22 Is there evidence as stated
by the author that
researchers were
independent of the
intervention development
and implementation?
(Check one. Note that
involvement in research
design is not a threat to
researcher independence.)

Yes: Researchers were completely
independent of the intervention development
and implementation
No: Researchers were involved in developing,
designing, or marketing the intervention but
not in implementing it

23 Is there evidence stated by
the author of possible
contamination in the
intervention
implementation--i.e.,
possible spillover between
treatment and comparison
conditions, including partial
treatments? (Check one.)

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

24 Confounds are potential
threats to internal validity.
They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
present in this study?
(Check all that apply. For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Ambiguous Temporal Precedence /
Reverse Causation
(Dependent variable could possibly have
caused the intervention status rather than the
reverse. May pertain to studies that lack a preintervention measure of the dependent
variable and in which there is no strict rule or
mechanism [like randomization] for
assignment to the treatment group. This
threat is not relevant in the absence of a
comparison group.)

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal
Inference.
Boston:
RAND
Correctional
Education
Project
Houghton-Mifflin.
Scientific Review ProtocolThey are
also described on many
websites.

No

Yes (IF YES, please describe at right.)

No

No: Researchers were involved in
implementing the intervention (delivering it,
or hiring or training those who delivered it)
but not in developing it
No: Researchers were involved in both
developing and implementing the
intervention
Not clear

No
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They can be understood as
alternative, plausible
explanations for a non-zero
treatment effect. In your
view , which of the
following confounds were
in this study?
# present Questions
(Check all
(Dothat
Notapply.
Edit) For
each that you select,
describe at right.)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Note: These threats to
internal validity are
described in Shadish, W.R.,
Cook, T.D., & Campbell,
D.T. (2002). Experimental
and Quasi-Experimental
Designs for Generalized
Causal Inference. Boston:
Houghton-Mifflin. They are
also described on many
websites.

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Selection
(The preeminent concern in studies with
comparison groups, defined as possible
unmeasured differences between treatment
and comparison groups that are correlated
with the dependent variable. An RCT without
attrition essentially removes this threat. This
threat is not relevant if there is no comparison
group.)
Attrition: Overall
(Occurs when the analytic sample is smaller
than the initial sample that began the study.
The threat is that people who dropped out of
the study sample may differ systematically
from those who stayed, so any pre/post
differences may be attributable to changes in
group composition, unless the analysis is
limited only to those who have posttreatment measures. The threat may apply to
studies with and without a comparison
group.)
Attrition: Differential
(Occurs when the rates of attrition differ for
the treatment and comparison groups. This is
a potential source of selection bias becuase it
may result in the two groups differing on
unobservables. This threat is not relevant to
studies without a comparison group.)
Regression to the Mean
(If participants start out with extreme or
outlying scores pre-intervention, one would
expect movement toward the population
mean after the intervention due to
measurement error. This threat could apply to
studies with or without a comparison group. It
generally would not apply to studies without
pre-intervention measures, and it is unlikely to
be a confound under random assignment.)
History
(Possibility that other interventions or events
may have coincided with the treatment and
therefore accounted for the treatment effect.
A particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)
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#

Questions
(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Maturation
(Possibility that the treatment group would
have shown the same pre/post changes over
time even without the intervention. A
particular concern in pre/post or interrupted
time-series studies with no comparison
group.)
Instrumentation
(Changes in how the dependent variable is
measured over time that may account for
pre/post differences. A particular concern in
interrupted time-series or pre/post studies
with no comparison group.)
Testing
(Pre/post differences that occur as a result of
exposure to the first test or observation, such
as learning from or memorization of the test
itself. A particular concern in interrupted timeseries or pre/post studies with no comparison
group.)
Additive or Interactive Effects of Confounds
Listed Above
(A combination of the confounds above; e.g.,
differential maturation rates of treatment and
comparison groups due to unobserved
differences between groups; or treatment
group receives pre-testing and control group
doesn't, yielding a differential testing
confound, etc.)
Other (specify)

25 In what type(s) of
correctional environment
does the study take place?
(Check all that apply.)

Short-term juvenile facility
Long-term juvenile facility
Juvenile facility (other or unspecified)
Jail
Prison
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

26 What is the JURISDICTION
of the environment(s) in
which the study takes
place? (Check all that
apply.)

Federal facility
State facility
Local facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

27 What is the SECTOR of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Public facility
Private facility
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

28 What is the SECURITY
LEVEL of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

Minimum security
Medium security
Maximum security
Other (specify at right)
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28 What is the SECURITY
LEVEL of the
environment(s) in which
the study takes place?
(Check all that apply.)

#

Questions

(Do Not Edit)

Chec
k Box
(use
"x")

Multiple Choice Responses

Open Response Answers and Notes

(Do Not Edit)

Page
#

Not clear
29 Briefly describe the
location of the facilities in
the study (state, county,
city, etc.).
30 Briefly report any other
descriptive information
about the study setting
that is not described above.

31 Briefly describe how
participants were chosen
for inclusion in the
study…both the criteria
used and the numbers
included/excluded, if
known.
32 What is the unit of
assignment to the
intervention? (Check one,
and note that self-selection
can be a form of
assignment.)
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Chec

# What is Questions
Multiple Choice Responses
32
the unit of
k Box
(Do Not
Edit)
(Do Not Edit)
assignment
to the
(use
intervention? (Check one,
"x")
Housing units
and note that self-selection
Classrooms
can be a form of
Inmates
assignment.)
Other (specify at right)
Not clear
33 How were units assigned to
Randomly assigned to the intervention after
the intervention? (Check all
matching, stratification, blocking, etc.
that apply, and also
Simple random assignment
describe the assignment
Self-selected into the intervention
process in the open
Assigned by convenience
response column .)
Assigned based on an observed characteristic-e.g., test scores, behavior, arrival or release
date, etc. (Specify characteristic[s] at right.)

Open Response Answers and Notes

Page
#

Other (specify at right)
Not clear
34 Was the researcher
involved in assigning units
to the intervention? (Check
one.)

Yes

35 What is the unit of analysis
in the study? (Check one.)

States
Counties
Correctional facilities
Housing units
Classrooms
Inmates
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

36 If unit of analysis does not
equal unit of assignment,
does the analysis adjust for
clustering? (Check one.)

Yes
No
Not applicable because unit of analysis = unit
of assignment
Not clear

No
Not clear

37 Attrition occurs if the
analytic sample is smaller
than the total, initial
number of participants.
What reason(s) were given
for any attrition that
occurred? If there was no
attrition, write "NA."
38 Does the study control
statistically for any baseline
characteristics of both the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check one. See
glossary for a list of
possible characteristics.)

Yes (If YES, specify which ones at right)

39 What methods are used to
adjust for baseline
differences between the
treatment and comparison
groups? (Check all that
apply.)

Difference-in-differences (e.g., post-treatment
minus pre-treatment scores for treated and
controls)

RAND Correctional Education Project
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Chec

# What methods
Questions
Multiple Choice Responses
39
are used to
k Box
(Dobaseline
Not Edit)
(Do Not Edit)
adjust for
(use
differences between the
"x")
Covariate adjustment via multivariate
treatment and comparison
regression or ANCOVA (includes Cox
groups? (Check all that
regression and other longitudinal or survival
apply.)
analysis models)
Propensity score matching or weighting
Regression discontinuity analysis
Other (specify at right)
None
40 For what subgroups are the
intervention-effect
estimates disaggregated?
(Check all that apply and
remember to specify page
numbers in right-hand
column.)

Open Response Answers and Notes

Page
#

Race
Gender
Age
Marital status
Prior criminal record
Prior academic achievement (test scores or
grades)
Prior academic attainment (years of
education, diploma or GED completion, etc.)
Facility type (jail, prison, security level, etc.)
Type of crime
Sentence length
Other (specify at right)
None

41 The reviewed document is
which of the following
types of work products?
(Check one.)

Journal article
Book or book chapter
Research report
Conference paper or working paper
Dissertation
Other (specify at right)
Not clear

42 Is there evidence that the
document was peer
reviewed (e.g., stated
directly or published in a
peer-reviewed
publication)?

Yes

43 Does the document
mention the existence of
other reports or articles
resulting from the same
study ?

Yes (IF YES, please enter bibliographic info for
each relevant reference at right)

44 The study was funded by
which of the following
entities? (Check all that
apply and describe at
right.)

U.S. Department of Justice
U.S. Department of Education
Other federal entity
State government funding

No
Not clear

No

Local government funding
University funding
Foundation funding
Other source
Not clear

Be sure also to complete the Outcomes, Baseline Characteristics, and Reviewer Log Worksheets before submitting this protocol.
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Glossary of Key Terms
Assignment process: How the treatment and comparison groups achieved that status. May include self-selection; needn’t
refer to active assignment by a researcher
Attrition: Analytic sample is smaller than the total, initial number of participants (not to be confused with contamination,
defined below)
Baseline characteristics for which the study might control: Include but are not limited to race/ethnicity, gender, age, marital
status, sentence length, prior criminal record, prior academic achievement or attainment, facility type, type of crime,
sentenced or pre-sentenced status, etc.
Confound: Differences between treated and comparison groups in characteristics or experiences that are not controlled for in
the analysis. Examples of potential confounds:
* Treatment group is all women and comparison is all men
Confound is gender ; it cannot be disentangled from treatment effect
* Treatment is administered entirely at one prison; comparison group is other prisons in the state
Confound is unobserved characteristics of the treated prison
* Treatment is given only individuals who failed a pretest, and comparison group is all of those who passed
Confound is prior performance/skill level (unless analysis only examines those very close to the
cutoff
score, as in a regression discontinuity design)
* Treatment group is self-selected
Confound is unobserved differences, including but not limited to motivation
Contamination: Spillover between treatment and comparison conditions that make the treatment and comparison groups
more similar to each other than their assignment status would suggest. Examples of potential contamination include a
treatment and comparison administered in the same classroom or by the same teacher, or partial treatments/failure to fully
comply with assigned status, etc.
Independence in terms of intervention development: Researcher did not design, develop, or market the intervention
Independence in terms of intervention implementation: Researcher did not deliver instruction or hire, train, or supervise those
who delivered it
Instruction: The imparting of knowledge or skills through teaching, coaching, or mentoring. Does not include classroom
observation or monitoring.
Intervention: Conditions experienced by the treated group and not the comparison group
Other reports or articles from the same study: Other articles/reports would be part of the "same study" if they report on a
study of the same intervention undertaken by the same research team on the same participant sample
Packaged intervention: Off-the-shelf, often commercial intervention with fixed curriculum, processes, or procedures. May or
may not be proprietary, but processes and procedures should be fixed across contexts.
Quality of outcome measures: In discussing quality of outcome measures and your concerns about quality, possible
considerations include evidence of reliability (internal consistency measures such as Cronbach's alpha, interrater agreement,
test-retest reliability), evidence of validity (does measure capture the underlying construct and does that construct have social
relevance), alignment of the measure with the intervention (e.g., would we reasonably expect the intervention to have any
effect on the measure?), etc.
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