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specific outcomes (goalS) are
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INCREASE DECREASE
» Protective factors: o Sexual violence (SV) victimization

o Connection to a caring adult e SV perpetration

o Emotional health and connectedness e Risk factors:

o Empathy and concern for how one's actions o General aggressiveness and acceptance of
affects others violence

o Community support and connectedness o General tolerance of SV within the community

o Societal norms that support SV
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PROTECTIVE FACTOR

The most recent data available are from 2021.

CONNECTION TO A CARING ADULT

The humbers below are reported by parents/adult in the household through the National Survey of Children’s #ealth (2021)
participate in. National rate: 85%

(always: 62%; usually: 23%)

EMOTIONAL SUPPORT ¢« CONNECTEDNESS

The humbers below are sel{—reported by youth respondents through the Youth Risk Behavior Survey (2021)

5% 129

COMMUNITY SUPPORT AND CONNECTEDNESS

The numbers below are reported by parents/adult in the household through the National Survey of Children’s #ealth (2021)

73% 35%
94 %

of Texas parents always (61%) or usually
(21%) attend activities their children

of Texas children have an adult mentor.
National rate: 86%

of Texas adolescence ever felt sad or
hopeless daily for two weeks or
more. National rate: 42%

of Texas adolescents have attempted suicide
in the past 12 months. National rate: 10%

of Texas children participated in community
service or volunteer work.
National rate: 34.5%

of Texas children participated in
one or more extracurricular
activities.

National rate: 72%

. o of Texas children are definitely (61%) or
of Texas children live in a

supportive neighborhood.
National rate: 56%

51%

National rate: 91%
(definitely: 63%; somewhat: 28%)

somewhat (33%) safe in their neighborhood.

events, conditions, situations,
oV eonSure to influences that

impede the initiation of sexual
violence in at-risk populations

g and in the community.

We recoghize a variety of factors, including work schedules,
tranSporiahoh, and health atfect a parent’s abilitt) to attend their

children's activities. We choose a varietj of indica

ors for each risk and

rrotechve tactor so that we don't rely on any Sihgle q,ueshoh/ data source,

99%

o

o )(o,o

\Co
o

O

of Texas children are definitely (73%) or
somewhat (26%) safe at school.
National rate: 97%

(definitely: 74%; somewhat: 23%)



RISK FACTORS ™ -

The most recent data available is from 2021.

events, conditions, situations, or
osure to influences that result in the

‘mi{iahon of sexual violence,

SEXVAL VIOLENCE PERPETRATION & VICTIMIZATION

The humbers below are re’mrted ih the 2021 Crime in Texas reporf:

18,429

incidences of Sexual Assault were
reported in Texas in 2021 (8% increase
from 2020).

16,846

offenders of Sexual Assault were reported in

Texas in 2021(5% reduction from 2020).

GENERAL AGGRESSIVENESS « ACCEPTANCE OF VIOLENCE

The humbers below are rcported inh the 2021 Crime in Texas report

390

aggravated assaults for every
100,000 persons in Texas (3%
increase from 2020).

23,763

people were arrested by Texas law
enforcement for aggravated assault in 2021
(3% decrease from 2020).

SOCIETAL NORMS THAT SUPPORT SEXUAL VIOLENCE

The humbers below are reported by parehtS/adult ih the household through the National Survey of Children’s #ealth (2021)

3%

of Texas children have ever been a
victim of or witness to violence in
their neighborhood.

National rate: 4%

-9

number of aggravated assaults reported on
college campuses served by Texas RPE
programs in 2020.

Anticipated secondary
data for general tolerance
of sexual violence in the
community was not
available for Texas school
districts.
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Texas Rape Prevention & Education (RPE) works to:

, Promote social norms that protect against violence

4

Bystander approaches, Mobilizing men and boys as allies

Teach skills to prevent sexual violence

Social-Emotional learning

3 Provide opportunities to empower and support girls and women

Strengthening leadership and opportunities for girls

through positive youth development and community-driven approaches.


https://evalsvpptx.com/wp-content/uploads/2020/03/Texas-SAPCS-Federal-Programming-Summary-Final.pdf
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b7 Friendship of
b Women

I8 programmatic grants (17 in Q3 £ QY) $100,000 each.
I15% funding to training and technical assistance
% funding to state-wide evaluation.

Texas RPE is guided by the Primary Prevention Planning
Committee Steering Committee. The Committee is
comprised of representatives from the Department of State
Health Services (DSHS), the Office of the Attorney General
(OAQG), the Texas Association Against Sexual Assault, and
the Texas A&M Health.

The purpose of the Steering Committee is to:

e Guide primary prevention efforts in Texas by developing
and making programmatic recommendations to the
OAG and DSHS on utilization of RPE funds,
identification and prioritization of goals and objectives,
iImplementation of strategies and activities, and
evaluation efforts.

e Promote, foster, and engage in state-level coordination
of SV prevention efforts



Passionate a eativ e people and
gahizahon tk t ut bou 5[
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THE QUARTERLY
REPORTING SYSTEM




YOUTH ENGAGEMENT

ttart’s Ladder is an assessment tool used to measure authentic jouﬂ\ ehgagemeht ih a given program, The goal
is to See an ihcrease over time but )outk’s ehgagement may move up ahd dowh the different Stages H,rougkout

the year. The aim is to move toward jouﬂ\-—led activities.
coualparners attained rung 4
Youth-led activities with little input from adults 89* Or hig her at Iea St
P . once

."/"' Adult-led activities, in which decision making is GRANTEES
() shared with youth GRANTEES

Youth-led activities, in which decision making

stayed at rung 4 or
higher all four
quarters

[ Adult-led activities, in which youth are consulted
‘j and informed about how their input will be used
and the outcomes of adult decisions

-~

e el reached rung 8 at had a postive net
e S least once in 34"” gain over the year
it FY22
- y SRANTEES GRANTEES
™y

-
Adult-led activities, in which youth understand
purpose, but have no input into planning

- J

[ Adult-led activities,inwhich youth do as directed J ehded H\e jear at a kigker ruhg 0{-
without explanation of the purpose for the activities the laddel', eveh ,‘{ Some {luctuatiori

occured

Adapted from Hart, R. (1992). Children’s Participation from Tokenism to Citizenship.
rence: UNICEF innocent Research Centre, as cited i i



"Working with the youth who attend NEST Empowerment
Center, | have seen the students grow throughout the year.
A lot of the students throughout the school year have
matured a lot, and there are 7 high school seniors who

attend the program on a regular basis and they are all ® Several grantees have had interns work with
graduating high school. Many plan to go to college, and ‘. different programs during the summer and have
some are planning on entering the work-force." hosted summer camps for high schoolers.

The PPM alongside their health
instructor provided passionate
students with most of the decision-

making power for planning their

community-level activity in April. The overall implementation of in-person
programming increased youth participation

and engagement.

Many grantees stated that youth felt comfortable sharing and exploring relevant topics. Many would like to

continue to attend the programs throughout the year and maybe be involved in the summer and continue

to participate in community-based activities such as book clubs and food drives.

.
I



Supportive relationships were established with

community partners in several locations.

® Safe spaces were established for youth to lead conversations

over some difficult topics such as abuse from relatives, etc

Your paragraph text

Youth have continued to be involved in
Youth are engaged in several community activities, such

as book clubs, food drives, and youth panels, to voice
their experiences and help prevention workers create a
positive and safe space for them.

social media based activities

Continuous education, prevention
programs, and youth empowerment have
helped to increase community

connectedness. Youth are creating positive ways to build voice among community members and peers
facing challenges



PROGRAMMING ~

the curriculum used (doesn't hecessarily capture all the work)

The primary programs being implemented in Texas have a community-level (C-L)

component: Be Strong, Close to Home and MVP strategies. Those without inherent
C-L component are being implemented by fewer organizations.

Close to Home

ThesSe humbers are the humber of
grantees who implemented the program in
the given quarter. In this case, 9
grantees implemented Close to ffome in
quarter 4.

Be Strong Schools 27
Community-based Organizations 20

that primarily serve youth

N 11

organizations
Step Up @ o M College/University 3
Qi1 Q2 Q3 04 Government Agencies 3
Business 2
Residential Complexes 1



(EDUGATIONAL SEMINARS

programs delivered to program particirahfs only (e.q. individuals that participate ih programming such as Be
Strong, Bringing in the Bystander, Close to ftome, etc.) For programs that are not a curriculum, such as Close to
ftome, count group meetings as educational seminars.

On average Texas RPE conducted 62 Educational seminers per month with
967 participants. In total, 742 seminers were conducted with 11,601

participants in FY22 _ . .
Close up of Educational Seminer sessions

3673

140

133

82

Total Sessions

Total Participants

Feb Mar Apnl May hune Juby Aug Sept Oct Mow Dec lan

Total Sessions

Feb  Mar April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan
ol SE5SiONS sl Partici pants

Sharp increase in September followed by
decline beg‘mhihg ih December was
observed



any trammg provided to pro{-esﬁonals either as a result of
L s programming or community—level activities

On average Texas RPE conducted 37 training programs for professionals per month with
200 participants. In total, 451 programs were conducted with 2,402 participants in FY22.

630
£51 G54
159
122 a6
Total Participants 91 )
57 56 . = 30 33
2 44 = e
Total Sessions KT S —

c 34 3 27 25

Feb Mar April My June Juby AuE Sept Ot Mo Dec Jan

e Socsions =S Partidpants

K—’ beg‘m to See increase in attendance per Session,



) activities outside chosen
programming and the internal
folks (statf, volunteers, board
members, etc.) that take part in

U CES them.

On average, Texas RPE conducted 10 Other Education workshops for
internal audiences per month with 84 participants. In total, 127 programs
were conducted with 1,010 participants in FY22.

Total Participants

o :

a7
Total Sessions

i

_ 15 14 .
. i - 10 g

Feb Mar April May June July AUg Sept Oct Mov Dec lan

1 11 11 14

The most frequently reported workshop audiences was agency staff (reported 44 times), followed by volunteers (33), and Other (3).

count is hot hecessarily indicative of the humber of workshops for that type of audience



activities outside chosen
programming and the internal
{»olkS (commumtj Stakekolders,
those not involved in programming,

etc.) that take Fart ih them.

OTHE

EXTER

oyl

|
AUDIENCES

On average, Texas RPE conducted 47 Other Education workshops for external audiences

per month with 397 participants. In total 566 seminars were conducted with 4,760 Close up of Other Education workshops for external audiences
participants in FY22. 1327 255

Total Sessions

467

303 2c5

Total Participants

34

Total Sessions Feb Mar April May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan

Feb Mar April May June July Aug Sept Oct MNov Dec Jan

The most frequently reported workshop audience were adult influencers (reported 52 times), followed by youth (44), and other external audiences (18).

count is hot hecessarily indicative of the humber of workshops for that type of audience



€ducational seminars, training programs
ﬂ for professionals, and other education
workshops with both internal and external
» N audiences

All types of programming saw a steady trend through the year starting from the month of August

Sessions

0Of

=¥} 56
D o fa Tt
Workshop-External - et 3 30 3‘5‘ v
Training Professionals ".r? W 3 - _ : -E
Workshop-Internal TE — _1_21 2 16 _ 1. 10

Educational Seminars o 2

Feb Mar Aprii May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan



All types of programming saw a steady trenE through the year starting from the month of July

Participants

Mar

April

May

June

July

e

€ducational seminars, training programs
for professionals, and other education
workshops with both internal and external

N audienhces

357

B

106

Oct Nov Dec Jan

Educational Seminars

Workshop-External

Workshop-Internal
Training Professionals



€ducational seminars, trainin
S programs for rro{»QSSiohalS, an§
other education workshops with
C AT.ON —9 both internal and external
audiences

On average, RPE conducted 157 seminars, training programs
and workshops per month with 1647 participants in FY22.

3927
Close up of Total sessions
372
Total Sessions

624 104 624

Total Participants 372
171 144 118 181 220 221 459

74 92 85
Total Sessions

Feb Mar April May June July Aug Sept Oct Mov  Dec Jan Feb Mar Aprili May June July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec lan

1,886 total seminars, training programs, and workshops were conducted with 19,763 total participants in FY22

Educational Seminars: 742 seminars; 11,601 participants | Training Programs for Professionals: 451 programs; 2,402 participants
Workshops - Internal Audiences: 127workshops; 1,010 participants | Workshops - External Audiences: 566; 4,750 participants

¥Participants are counted individually, even if they attend multiple sessions so the humber reported does hot represent unigue individuals



Followers at the end of FY22. Facebook,
—=2 Instagram, TikTok, X (Previously Twitter)
were the common social media platforms used

by the grahtee&

SOGIALMEDIA &

For this year, there was an overall increase in followers in Facebook, Instagram, and TikTok. Additionally, there was an increase in both the number
of podcasts released and number of listeners.

29,628 Facebook f.ollowers across 11 197 TikTok followers across 3 grantees most
grantees most posting at least a couple of posting at least once this year.

times this year.

9,223 Instagram followers across 15 66 additional Podcasts from 7 grantees
grantees most posting at least a couple of with the number of listeners spanning from
times this year. o 100 to 501+.

692 X (Previously Twitter) followers across 2
grantees most posting at once this year. At the end of FY22, Texas RPE grantees

had a total of 39,740 followers/listeners
across all social media platforms




(MONLEY)
REPORTED IN

RESOURCES iz

TheSe humbers are the average rerceht of resources
spent for that categoryin the given quarter. In this

caSe, oh average grantees Spent 20 7% of their resources
’ ge g P

oh Sf:rategic plahhihg ih quarter 4.

20
Educational Seminars 17
15
Social Norms Change 3
Strategic Planning - *_13'-— 13
Prep of Info Materials 12 uh 12 1
11 =
Other Ed - External 10 m'_"" E

4 e e -
Comm Mobilization 9 5’_' | — 7

Other Ed - Planning Group
Staff Development 8

Ql Q2 Q3 Q4

Categories with under 5% of resources spent each quarter: Training Programs for Professionals, Training Programs - Colleges, Policy Education, Asynchronous Programming, and Evaluation.



During the first two quarters of FY22, six grantees had
changes in key personnel that may have impacted their
grant performance, which gradually reduced in the last two
G E s quarters.

Changes in Key Personnel in last four quarters

These humbers are the humber of grahteeS
who had changes in ke) personnel which
impacted their performance. In this case,

ich
h

7 grantees had changes in key pekSohhel ih

4. K

Less than 5% of grantees had a grant funded position vacant

for more than 3 months 3

A

a1l Q2 Q3 a4

& These humbers are the humber of grantees
1 who had a vacancy in a grant—{unded
FoSition for more than ) months. In this
case, Z grantees had a vacancyin 24,

ail Q2 a3 Q4



LET'S

REFLECTION

—>

DISCUSS s

ttow the reloort cah
be used for Texas
R2IPE

CONNECTION

—

This report can help find meaningful ways
to increase and deepen
prevention messaging and activities?

These can provide spark ideas
for things you can do within your
program, for your community, or with
your participants?

Your TA provider can help
you make connections with other
Implementers doing similar work



STRESS ABOUT NUMBERS

—> These reports are not a report card and higher
numbers are not always better. Texas
D I SCUSS RPE focuses on quality, not quantity.
COMPARISONS
P

) —> While these reports ma
tftow hot to use H\lS . P Y
spark ideas, they are not meant to

ref)ort encourage comparison. Each grantee and
community are unique and have varying
capacity levels.



NEXT STEPS

FY23

4

PLANNING
GROUP DETAILS

Clarified definitions and

IMPROVEMENT

To be conducted in Quarter 3

MEDIA

Social media, podcasts, and

videos will be captured in the
Quarterly Reporting System restructured Education and

(QRS) Other Education questions to

specifically capture
information about planning

groups in the QRS



Health Child and Adolescent Health Measurement Initiative. 2019-2020 National Survey
of Children’s Health (NSCH) data query. Data Resource Center for Child and Adolescent
4 Health supported by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Health

Resources and Services Administration (HRSA), Maternal and Child Health Bureau
/ REFERENCES (MCHB). Retrieved 03/27/23 from www.childhealthdata.org.

where we got the Secondary data

Z 1991-2019 High School Youth Risk Behavior Survey Data. Centers for Disease Control
and Prevention (CDC). Retrieved 03/27/23 from http://nccd.cdc.gov/youthonline/.

6 2021 Crime in Texas. Rep. Austin: Texas Department of Public Safety, 2021. Print.

4 Campus Safety and Security. (n.d.). Retrieved March 27, 2023, from
https://ope.ed.gov/campussafety/#/compare/search



