CONSORT-SPI Delphi Round 1

INSTRUCTIONS Delphi Survey for CONSORT-SPI: A CONSORT Extension for Social and Psychological Interventions   

The purpose of this survey is to identify a list of items for possible inclusion in CONSORT-SPI: a new reporting guideline for manuscripts of randomised controlled trials (RCTs) of social and psychological interventions.   

You will be provided with a list of proposed items for the guideline. These items are arranged under conventional headings of journal articles: title, introduction, methods, results, discussion, and other information. 

Please rate the importance of including each proposed item in CONSORT-SPI on a scale of “1” (not at all important) to “10” (very important). Items with middle or inconsistent rankings will be discussed in later Delphi rounds. There is an optional comment box below each item to clarify your view if desired. We ask that you rate the importance of the concepts underlying each item rather than an item’s specific wording: the phrasing of included items will be decided at a later stage of the project.  

You will also have an opportunity at the end of the survey to clarify remaining views and suggest for future consideration any items not proposed in this round. All responses will be kept anonymous and confidential.  

This first round questionnaire has approximately 70 items, and should take about 30-40 minutes to complete. We expect future rounds to take less time as consensus is reached for some items. You may use your web-link to access the survey at your leisure over multiple sittings, as responses are automatically saved when entered.  

Your web-link to this survey is unique to you: please do not share it. If you have participant suggestions for the Delphi process, email CONSORT.study@spi.ox.ac.uk with with their name(s), affiliation(s), and email address(es).  

THE FIRST ROUND OF THE QUESIONNAIRE SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY 7 OCTOBER 2013. If you have any questions, please email Sean Grant at CONSORT.study@spi.ox.ac.uk 

INFORMED CONSENT  
The full informed consent form can be found by clicking here.  Click the button below to consent to participate in this study. (4)


TITLE Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

1 Identify as randomised/randomized in the title
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:

NB: For all "Comment Sections" in this survey, you may click and drag the icon in the lower right hand corner of the Comments Box to expand the size of the box.

2 The title should be structured around an acknowledged question format, e.g., PICOT (Population, Intervention, Control, primary Outcome, Time of follow-up)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:

INTRODUCTION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

3 Scientific background and explanation of rationale of the study
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

4 Describe the problem(s) or issue(s) that the intervention(s) is intended to address
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

5 Describe previous research on the experimental intervention(s)—intervention development, pilot-testing, evaluations, and systematic reviews
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

6 Describe research about other interventions for this problem or issue
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

7 Describe the intervention and its hypothesised theory of change
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

8 Specific objectives or hypotheses of the study
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

9 Whether any objectives or hypotheses pertain to the cluster level
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

10 How objectives or hypotheses were derived
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


METHODS: TRIAL DESIGN Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

11 Description of trial design (such as cluster, factorial, crossover), including allocation ratio
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

12 Report all inclusion and exclusion criteria for participants, providers, settings, and (if relevant) clusters
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

12a Report why the particular control/comparator intervention(s) were chosen for the trial
Click to write Choice 1 (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

13 Important changes to methods after trial commencement (such as eligibility criteria), with reasons
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

14 How sample size was determined
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

15 When applicable, explanation of any interim analyses and stopping guidelines
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


METHODS: RANDOMISATION AND BLINDING PROCEDURES Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

16 Method used to generate the random allocation sequence
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

17 Type of randomisation (e.g., minimisation, stepped-wedge) and details of any restriction (such as blocking and block size)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

18 Mechanism used to implement the random allocation sequence (such as sequentially numbered opaque envelopes), describing any steps taken to conceal the sequence until interventions were assigned
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

19 Who generated the random allocation sequence, who enrolled participants, and who assigned participants to interventions
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

20 Whether and how providers and participants were blind after assignment to interventions, and if maintenance of blinding was assessed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

21 Whether and how outcome assessors were blind after assignment to interventions, and if maintenance of blinding was assessed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

22 Whether and how data analysts were blind after assignment to interventions, and if maintenance of blinding was assessed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

23 Methods to compensate for lack of blinding at any stage
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

24 If relevant to issues of blinding, description of the similarity of intervention(s) and comparator(s)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


METHODS: PROCESS EVALUATION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

25a Precise details of the content of the intervention(s) and comparator(s) as designed for the study, including clear definitions of the essential and non-essential components for all groups, and the intended differences across groups
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

25b Precise details of the intended duration and frequency of the intervention(s) and comparator(s)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

25c Precise details of the intended format of the intervention(s) and comparator(s), such as individual vs. group, in-person vs. electronic provision
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

26 Precise details of methods to assess or enhance implementation fidelity of intervention(s) and comparator(s), including the quality of provision and compliance by participants, with measures used
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

27 Precise details of the plan for implementing the intervention(s) and comparator(s), such as staff recruitment and selection, staff training and support, and physical or technical resources 
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

28 Describe important features of the setting(s) for data collection and intervention implementation, including date and time of study procedures, geographic location, and characteristics of the implementing organisation(s)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

29 Describe how causal mechanisms were measured and analysed to assess mediators of the intervention(s)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

30 Methods used to investigate context and the influence of context on study outcomes
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


METHODS: OUTCOMES AND DATA ANALYSIS Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

31 Clearly defined primary and secondary outcome measures, their level of measurement, how they were measured, methods used to enhance the quality of measurements (e.g., multiple observations, training of assessors), and how these compare to the outcomes listed in the trial registration and protocol
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

32 Explain the choice of outcomes, their timing and length of follow-up, and any differences across groups in how outcomes are measured
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

33 Copies of measures used and their psychometric properties, or references to publicly available documents containing this information
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

34 Any changes to trial outcomes after the trial commenced, with reasons
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

35 Statistical methods used to compare groups for primary and secondary outcomes, with reasons
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

36 Any transformations to quantitative data, and statistical software used
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

37 Methods for additional analyses, such as subgroup analyses, adjusted analyses, and how these compare to the trial registration and protocol
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

38a Imputation methods for handling missing data, and whether these methods were pre-specified
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

38b If done, what variables were used for imputation, and the number of imputations performed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


RESULTS: PARTICIPANT FLOW AND RECRUITMENT Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

39 A flowchart including the following for each group: the numbers of participants, clusters, and providers or centres who were (1) approached, (2) screened, (3) eligible, (4) randomly assigned, (5) received the intended intervention, and (6) were analysed for the primary outcome, including the number of participants by each provider or center and reasons for dropout
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

40 For each group, losses and exclusions after randomisation, including the number of participants who discontinued the intervention but remained in the trial, together with reasons
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

41 Dates defining the periods of recruitment and follow-up of individuals and clusters
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

42 Whether the trial has ended or was stopped, with reasons if so
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

43 Conditions of consent and incentives provided to participants and/or clusters to enrol in the trial, to use the intervention, or to complete outcome measures
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

44 All theoretically important variables measured at baseline, with data for key baseline demographic, socioeconomic, and clinical characteristics for each group
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

45 Describe how the full study sample compares with study completers
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

46 For each group, number of participants (denominator) included in each analysis, and whether each analysis was per protocol or based on initial intervention assignment 
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

RESULTS: PROCESS EVALUATION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

47a Precise details of the intervention(s) and comparator(s) actually offered by providers, with reasons for any differences from design
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

47b Precise details of any tailoring by providers of the intervention(s) and comparator(s) to individual participants across groups
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

47c Precise details of actual professional qualifications, training to deliver the intervention(s), and supervision of providers across groups
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

48a Precise details of the intervention(s) and comparator(s) actually taken up by participants, including acceptability if assessed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

48b Amount of the intervention(s) and comparator(s) actually received by participants (e.g., sessions attended) across groups
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

49a Precise details about the actual implementation process, such as intervention roll-out, organisational capacity, and other barriers and facilitators of implementation
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

49b Describe features of the broader context important to intervention implemention and observed outcomes, such as concurrent events, area demographics, and the policy-related environment
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

49c Results of analyses evaluating causal mechanisms and contextual dependence of outcomes, with evidence to support any claims
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


RESULTS: OUTCOMES AND ESTIMATION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

50a For each quantitative outcome, the results for each group as well as the estimated effect size and its precision (such as 95% confidence interval)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

50b For binary outcomes, presentation of both absolute and relative effect sizes is recommended
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

50c Provide any associated variance-covariance matrices for multivariate analytic systems (e.g., multiple regression, structural equation modeling)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

51 Report or provide a reference for results of any other analyses performed, including subgroup and adjusted analyses, distinguishing pre-specified from exploratory
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

52a All important harms or unintended effects in each group (for specific guidance see CONSORT for harms)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

52b Adverse psychological events and increased social disadvantage, indicating the level at which the harm may have occurred (e.g., individual, family, community)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


DISCUSSION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

53 Trial limitations, addressing sources of potential bias, imprecision, clinical heterogeneity, inconsistency in response to intervention, multiplicity of analyses, choice of the comparator, lack of complete blinding, and unequal expertise of providers or organizations
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

54 Limitations in the collection and analysis of process evaluation data, such as information about the delivery and uptake of interventions, context, and intervention acceptability
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

55 Generalisability of the study findings to related populations and settings, considering the influence of intervention implementation, choice of comparator, sample characteristics, and data about contextual factors
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

56 Interpretation consistent with results, considering moderators and mediators, balancing benefits and harms, and discussing other relevant evidence
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

57 Alternative interpretations of the trial results, considering evidence from related studies
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

58 Implications of trial findings to future research, policy, and practice
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


OTHER INFORMATION Click here for relevant wording of items from previous CONSORT guidelines.

59 Registration number and name of trial registry
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

60 Ethical approval (if needed), informed consent procedures, and important ethical considerations
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

61 References to all other sources of information about the methods and outcomes of this trial (full trial protocol, other papers or reports about the trial)
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

62 References to intervention manual(s), websites, and other resources concerning the intervention
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

63 Sources of funding and other support, and the role of funders in the design, conduct, analysis and reporting of the trial
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

64 The role of the intervention developer in the design, conduct, analysis, and reporting of the trial
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  

65 Any other potential conflicts of interest, including how they were managed
1 - Not Important (1)
2 (2)
3 (3)
4 (4)
5 (5)
6 (6)
7 (7)
8 (8)
9 (9)
10 - Very Important (10)

Comments:  


ADDITIONAL ITEMS In this final section please list any additional items that you think should be included in, or items of the CONSORT Statement that require modification for, the CONSORT-SPI checklist, but which are not described above.


REMAINING COMMENTS In this section, please provide any further comments and suggestions about the potential items for CONSORT-SPI in this questionnaire. 


DEMOGRAPHICS  

CONTACT Please print your name, affiliation, and email address so we may provide you with feedback from this survey round
Name (1)
Affiliation (2)
Email (3)

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT  
Please click here if you do NOT want to be acknowledged in project publications and on the project website (1)

GENDER  
Male (1)
Female (2)

AGE  
[bookmark: _GoBack]<34 (1)
35 – 44 (2)
45 – 54 (3)
55 – 65 (4)
>65 years (5)

PROFESSIONAL AREA(S) Please indicate below ALL professional areas that apply.

ACADEMIC/RESEARCHER  
Trialist (1)
Systematic Reviewer (2)
Statistician (3)
Methodologist (4)
Other (5) ____________________

PRACTITIONER  
Teacher/School Administrator (1)
Police Worker (2)
Social Worker (3)
Mental Health Worker (4)
Community Health Worker (5)
Other (6) ____________________

JOURNAL EDITOR  
Criminology Journal (1)
Education Journal (2)
Psychology Journal (3)
Public Health Journal (4)
Social Work Journal (5)
Other (6) ____________________

RESEARCH FUNDER  
Government (1)
Non-profit (2)
Commercial (3)
Other (4) ____________________

POLICY-MAKER  
Civil Servant (1)
Elected Official (2)
Policy Consulting (3)
Other (4) ____________________

CONSUMER GROUP REPRESENTATION  CONSUMER GROUP REPRESENTATION
Staff for Consumer Advocacy Group/Organisation (1)
Volunteer for Consumer Advocacy Group/Organisation (2)
Board of Directors for Consumer Advocacy Group/Organisation (3)
Other (4) ____________________

Answer If   Trialist Is Selected Or   Systematic Reviewer Is Selected Or   Statistician Is Selected Or   Methodologist Is Selected Or   Other Is Selected
Academic Disciplines Please list your academic discipline(s)

Answer If   Trialist Is Selected
Trial Publications How many randomised controlled trials (RCTs) have you published?
0 (1)
1 (2)
2-5 (3)
6-10 (4)
More than 10 (5)

Answer If   Systematic Reviewer Is Selected
Review Publications How many intervention reviews have you published?
0 (1)
1 (2)
2-5 (3)
6-10 (4)
More than 10 (5)

Answer If   Statistician Is Selected
Statistical Publications How many papers on statistics related to intervention research have you published?
0 (1)
1 (2)
2-5 (3)
6-10 (4)
More than 10 (5)

Answer If   Methodologist Is Selected
Methodological Publications How many papers on methodology related to intervention research have you published?
0 (1)
1 (2)
2-5 (3)
6-10 (4)
More than 10 (5)

Answer If   Other Is Selected
Other Publications How many papers related to intervention research have you published in the research position you described above?
0 (1)
1 (2)
2-5 (3)
6-10 (4)
More than 10 (5)

Answer If   Teacher/School Administrator Is Selected
Teacher/School Administrator How many years have you been a teacher/school administrator?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Police Worker Is Selected
Police Worker How many years have you been a police worker?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Social Worker Is Selected
Social Worker How many years have you been a social worker?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Mental Health Worker Is Selected
Mental Health Worker How many years have you been a mental health worker?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Community Health Worker Is Selected
Community Health Worker How many years have you been a community health worker?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Other Is Selected
Other Practitioner How many years have you held the following position?
Number of Years (1)

Answer If   Criminology Journal Is Selected Or   Education Journal Is Selected Or   Psychology Journal Is Selected Or   Public Health Journal Is Selected Or   Social Work Journal Is Selected Or   Other Is Selected
Journals Please list the journals for which you serve as an editor

Answer If   Government Is Selected
Government Research Funder How many years have you been a research funder at a government institution?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Non-profit Is Selected
Non-Profit Research Funder How many years have you been a research funder at a non-profit institution? 
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Commercial Is Selected
Commercial Research Funder How many years have you been a research funder at a commercial institution?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Other Is Selected
Other Research Funder How many years have you been a research funder at the type of institution you list? 
Number of years (1)

Answer If Civil Servant Is Selected
Civil Servant How many years have you been a civil servant? 
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Elected Official Is Selected
Elected Official How many years have you been an elected official?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Policy Consulting Is Selected
Policy Consultant How many years have you been a policy consultant?
Number of years (1)

Answer If   Other Is Selected
Other Policy-Maker How many years have you held the policy position you described above?
Number of years (1)

Answer If Staff for Advocacy Group/Organisation Is Selected
Consumer Group Staff How many years have you been staff for a consumer advocacy group/organisation?
Number of years (1)

Answer If CONSUMER GROUP REPRESENTATION Volunteer for Consumer Advocacy Group/Organisation Is Selected
Consumer Group Volunteer How many years have you been a volunteer for a consumer advocacy group/organisation?
Number of years (1)

Answer If CONSUMER GROUP REPRESENTATION Board of Directors for Consumer Advocacy Group/Organisation Is Selected
Consumer Group Board of Directors How many years have you been on the board of directors for a consumer advocacy group/organisation? 
Number of years (1)

Answer If CONSUMER GROUP REPRESENTATION Other Is Selected
Consumer Group Other How many years have you held the position at a consumer advocacy group/organisation the you described above: "${q://QID243/ChoiceTextEntryValue/4}"? 
Number of years (1)


Thank You   
Thank you for taking the time to complete this survey. Your input is greatly appreciated!    

We hope that you will be willing to contribute to a second round of this Delphi survey, in which we will provide feedback about this survey and ask participants to clarify any areas of disagreement. The second round will take less time to complete than the first round.  

PLEASE CLICK THE FORWARD ARROW BUTTON BELOW TO REGISTER YOUR RESPONSES.  

