Pre-K Parenting Intervention (1997-2001)
(92 Families/Parents, 99 Pre-K Children)

3 post intervention follow-up till K
* TI=Fall Pre-K, T2= Spring Pre-K, T3=Fall K, T4=Spring K
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Intervention Control
50 Pre-K children (47 families) enrolled 49 Pre-K children (45 families) enrolled
Female: n =24, 22,19, 18 at T1, T2, T3 & T4 Female: n =28, 25, 22,21 at T1, T2, T3 & T4
Male: n =26, 20, 18,21 at T1, T2, T3 & T4 Male: n=21,19,17,16 at T1, T2, T3 & T4

Partner Violence Study in 2008-2009
37 families (40%) were re-contacted; 54 females were recruited
(27 primary intervention study targets + 27 new consented siblings )
* Families followed and not followed did not differ on poverty, sibling status, parental education, race/ethnicity,
baseline parenting practices. These patterns were consistent across conditions.

29 female (from 20 families) 25 female (from 17 families)
12 targeted children & 17 siblings consented 15 targeted children & 10 siblings consented

Analytical sample by research question: Analytical sample by research question:

1) Intervention effect on Perceptions of Dating Violence 1) Intervention effect on Perceptions of Dating Violence (i.c.,
(i.e., Violence Norms, Dating Violence Prevalence, Peer Violence Norms, Dating Violence Prevalence, Peer Dating
Dating Violence): All females, n=29 Violence): All females, n=23

2) Intervention effect on violence sanction: limited to 2) Intervention effect on violence sanction: limited to
participants who reported involvement in any dating participants who reported involvement in any dating
relationship since age 10; n=21 (from 16 families) relationship since age 10; n=16 (from 11 families)

3) Intervention effect on IPV (perpetration/victimization): 3) Intervention effect on IPV (perpetration/victimization):
limited to participants who reported involvement in a dating limited to participants who reported involvement in a dating
relationship within past year; n=20 relationship within past year; n=15




