“Working at the Intersection Between Research and Practice”

This breakout session was a round table discussion that was not dictated by an agenda. Participants discussed the difference between community corrections and probation, as well as graduated sanctions: “Do you feel like your agencies have the right range of graduated sanctions?”  Also, discussion regarding research that looks at communication among providers was emphasized. Feucht noted there have been less than rigorous evaluations on collaborative strategies on victim advocacy, policing with child welfare services, etc. Furthermore, collaborations and partnerships are messy and hard to measure, as it is difficult to know who is doing what (e.g., network analyses, how many meetings, etc.). Feucht also emphasized the point, “Why would we EVER be against collaboration” inquiring participants if it is really better to work alone? It is in the details where it becomes messy. Everyone is in favor of it, but who gets to decide what?  Collaboration has been difficult, however, but it helps a lot. A good measure of collaboration might be looking at where data go or who has access to it? Finally, Evidenced Based Practice is more important than an Evidence Based Program. Look at as much data as possible, to use what makes sense, but personalize it to clients. There are a lot of challenges that sometimes research does not address because it is “sanitary.” One should not discount evidence-based programs, but it does not automatically equal good outcomes.

Take Away Messages
· Graduated sanctions: Getting the level “right” (the size of the hammer in proportion to the infraction (e.g., Project HOPE in Hawaii).
· Why would we EVER be against collaboration? 
· Collaboration is difficult to measure
· Evidenced Based Practice is more important than an Evidence Based Program.
How can our evidence building keep up with the changing needs of practice? What is the “shelf-life” of evidence?




