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ABSTRACT
Objective This study investigated whether the Child 
Safety Collaborative Innovation and Improvement 
Network (CS CoIIN) framework could be applied in the 
field of injury and violence prevention to reduce fatalities, 
hospitalizations and emergency department visits among 
0–19 year olds.
Sample Twenty-one states/jurisdictions were accepted 
into cohort 1 of the CS CoIIN, and 14 were engaged 
from March 2016 through April 2017. A quality 
improvement framework was used to test, implement 
and spread evidence-based change ideas (strategies and 
programs) in child passenger safety, falls prevention, 
interpersonal violence prevention, suicide and self-harm 
prevention and teen driver safety.
Procedures Outcome and process measure data were 
analyzed using run chart rules. Descriptive data were 
analyzed for participation measures and descriptive 
statistics were produced. Qualitative data were analyzed 
to identify key themes.
Results Seventy-six percent of CS CoIIN states/
jurisdictions were engaged in activities and used data to 
inform decision making. Within a year, states/jurisdictions 
were able to test and implement evidence-based change 
ideas in pilot sites. A small group showed improvement 
in process measures and were ready to spread change 
ideas. Improvement in outcome measures was not 
achieved; however, 25% of states/jurisdictions identified 
data sources and reported on real-time outcome 
measures.
Conclusions Evidence indicates the CS CoIIN 
framework can be applied to make progress on process 
measures, but more time is needed to determine if this 
will result in progress on long-term outcome measures 
of fatalities, hospitalizations and emergency department 
visits. Seventeen states/jurisdictions will participate in 
cohort 2.

Child injuRy 
Despite progress in reducing child injury mortality 
and morbidity, more children and adolescents aged 
1-19 years die from injuries and violence in the 
USA than from all diseases combined.1 In 2015, 
13,300 children and adolescents aged 0-19 years 
died of an injury, and there were an additional 
200,225 injury-related hospitalizations and almost 
7.7 million injury-related emergency department 
(ED) visits.2 Nationwide in 2015, the leading cause 
of injury deaths among children and adolescents 
aged 5-19 years was motor vehicle traffic-related 

injuries. Among children 1-4 the leading cause of 
injury death was homicide. Homicide is the second 
leading cause of injury deaths for infants less than 
one and children 5-9, and the third leading cause 
for age groups 10-14 and 15-19.2 For children and 
adolescents aged 10-19 years, suicide is the second 
leading cause of injury deaths.2 Falls are the leading 
cause of hospitalized injury among infants and 
children aged 0-14 years and lead the reasons for 
treatment in an ED.2 Injuries and violence are often 
predictable and preventable,3 4 yet reductions have 
not occurred evenly across populations.5 6 A gap 
persists in the broad implementation of evidence-
based programs,3 7 especially among high-risk 
populations. 

ChildRen’S SAfeTy neTwORk
Funded by the Health Resources and Services 
Administration’s Maternal and Child Health 
Bureau (HRSA MCHB), the Children’s Safety 
Network (CSN) at Education Development Center 
worked with 21 state maternal and child health 
and injury and violence prevention programs to 
increase uptake of evidence-based strategies for 
injury and violence prevention. In December 
2015, CSN launched the first cohort of a Child 
Safety Collaborative Innovation and Improvement 
Network (CS CoIIN) that employed a quality 
improvement (QI) approach8–10 to improve the 
translation of science into practice and reduce inju-
ry-related deaths, hospitalizations and ED visits. 
The CS CoIIN focused on five topics, selected by 
CSN and HRSA MCHB based on a review of injury 
data and in consultation with the National Coordi-
nated Child Safety Initiative Steering Committee: 
(1) child passenger safety (CPS), (2) falls prevention 
(FP), (3) interpersonal violence prevention (IPVP), 
(4) suicide and self-harm prevention (SSHP) and (5) 
teen driver safety (TDS). CSN studied:
1. Can the CS CoIIN framework be applied in 

injury and violence prevention to achieve 
population level outcomes?

2. What results can be expected in injury and 
violence prevention using a collaborative QI 
methodology over the course of a year?

CS COiin fRAmewORk
The CS CoIIN leveraged Foundation Strategy 
Group’s collective impact approach, the Insti-
tute for Healthcare Improvement’s (IHI) break-
through series (BTS) and Associates in Process 
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Improvement’s (API) model for improvement (MFI). The 
Collective Impact approach has been successfully tested for 
large-scale social change and identifies five components for 
success: a common agenda, shared measurement, mutually rein-
forcing activities, continuous communication and backbone 
organizations with a structured process and dedicated staff.11 
IHI’s BTS is a collaborative model, with wide-spread use in 
healthcare, that provides a structure for achieving breakthrough 
improvements through an expert meeting, three face-to-face 
learning sessions and action periods between learning sessions.9 
The expert meeting is an in-person meeting of subject matter 
experts who develop a driver diagram, or theory of change, and 
accompanying measurement strategy.9 The CS CoIIN frame-
work adapted the BTS expert meeting to include application 
experts, along with subject matter experts, and the three face-to-
face learning sessions to two 4 hour, virtual learning sessions and 
one face-to-face learning session. Driver diagrams and measure-
ment strategies for each child safety topic were informed by the 
expert meeting and developed by CSN staff. They were based 
on API’s MFI that asks: ‘What are we trying to accomplish (aim 
statement)? How will we know a change is an improvement 
(measurement strategy)? What changes can we make that will 
result in improvement (driver diagram)?’8 12 Driver diagrams 
contain drivers (eg, norms, systems and processes) necessary 
to achieve the aim statement and actionable, evidence-based 
change ideas necessary to achieve the drivers.13 The MFI then 
applies the Plan, Do, Study, Act Cycle (PDSA) as a framework for 
testing, implementing, and spreading change ideas.8 14 Change 
ideas are tested rapidly, on a small scale,8 15 and implemented 
and spread once teams make necessary adaptations and establish 
organizational commitment.8 Given the complex environment 
of reducing injury and violence prevention on a national scale, 
these models were selected based on promise of large-scale, 
sustainable change that can be achieved over a year.

CS COiin in PRACTiCe
At the CS CoIIN launch, application experts came together in 
leadership teams from 21 states/jurisdictions, along with child 
safety subject matter experts and CSN staff, to provide input on 
driver diagrams.16–27 Leadership teams included the state/juris-
diction health officer, the maternal and child health director, and 
the injury and violence prevention director or designees. Strong 
leadership teams are necessary to align improvement work with 
organizational initiatives and secure appropriate resources for 
large-scale spread projects.8 Leadership teams were responsible 
for composing state/jurisdiction strategy teams that included 
public health program staff, epidemiologists and staff from 
partner organizations. Strategy teams participated in monthly 

topic calls, made day-to-day decisions, submitted data and built 
the capacity of pilot sites to test, implement and spread change 
ideas from March 2016 to April 2017 (see figure 1). Strategy 
teams received technical assistance from CSN on child safety 
strategies and programs and improvement science throughout 
this time.

meThOdS
Sample
An invitation to participate in cohort 1 of the CS CoIIN was 
sent to US states/jurisdictions and tribal communities, and  
21 states/jurisdictions were accepted. Table 1 indicates the 
number of participating state/jurisdiction teams per topic.

measures
Outcome measures were the number of: (1) ED visits, (2) hospi-
talizations and (3) deaths due to child injury. These measures 
reflect the national performance and outcome measures for state 
maternal and child health programs to reduce severe and fatal 
injuries among children and adolescents aged 0–19 years.28 Each 
CS CoIIN topic had these three outcome measures. States/juris-
dictions were asked to report on a quarterly or monthly basis 
from March 2016 to April 2017 using the best real-time data 
available.

Each CS CoIIN topic had 11–19 process measures. Measures 
were selected based on expertise from the NCCSI, CSN and 
states/jurisdictions. Consideration was given to quality of the 
measures and access to data. States/jurisdictions were asked to 
report monthly on 5–7 measures, per topic, from March 2016 to 
April 2017. At times data were available through pilot sites, such 

figure 1 CS CoIIN timeline. CS CoIIN, Child Safety Collaborative Innovation and Improvement Network. 

Table 1 Number of states/jurisdictions and percent of US population 
and fatalities by topic

Topic team
number of states/
jurisdictions*

Percent of uS 
population 
represented

Percent of uS
fatalities 
represented

CPS 10 21.7 27.5

FP 3 7.9 0.8

IPVP 15 16.4 19.7

SSHP 10 15.0 15.1

TDS 9 20.7 27.5

Total 21 16.4 17.7

*States/jurisdictions can participate in more than one topic team.
CPS,  child passenger safety; FP, falls prevention;  IPVP, interpersonal violence 
prevention;  SSHP, suicide and self-harm prevention;  TDS,  teen driver safety. 
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as schools or hospitals, and at times states created new surveys 
and datasets. Table 2 illustrates a sample of process measures.

Participation measures tracked (1) engagement in CS CoIIN 
activities, (2) reporting practices, (3) retention and (4) overall 
progress. CSN tracked data monthly from March 2016 to April 
2017, with the exception of overall progress data tracked from 
March 2016 to November 2016.

Engagement in CS CoIIN activities was measured by percent 
of states/jurisdictions attending learning sessions and percent 
participating in topic calls. Reporting practices were measured 
by percent of states/jurisdictions that submitted driver diagrams, 
PDSA cycles and monthly reports. Retention was the percent of 
states/jurisdictions from cohort 1 that continued in cohort 2. 
Overall progress was measured on a 5.0 IHI Assessment Scale 
for Collaboratives that ranged from 1.0, forming a team, to 5.0, 
outstanding sustainable results.29

Procedures
Outcome and process measure data were plotted monthly on 
run charts, or time series graphs, and analyzed using run chart 
rules.30 Run chart rules include identification of trends, five or 
more consecutive data points heading in the right direction, 
shifts, six or more consecutive data points all above or below 
the baseline, and astronomical points.8 30 Trends and shifts signal 
non-random variation that point to the evidence-based changes 
having an effect.8 Astronomical points are assessed to under-
stand if something outside the system is acting on process or 
outcome measures. Astronomical points are data considered 
outliers, clearly outside common variation, to anyone studying 
the run chart data.8 30 Descriptive statistics were produced and 
analyzed monthly for participation measures. Key themes across 
the CS CoIIN were identified through word repetition analysis 
of qualitative data made available through monthly reports, 
PDSA submissions, topic calls and evaluations from March 2016 
to April 2017.

ReSulTS
Twenty-five percent (n=5) of states/jurisdictions worked with 
state epidemiologists to identify data sources and report real-time 
outcome data. One state leveraged an electronic database from 
its Office of Emergency Medical Services to track suicide-re-
lated ED visits. Another worked with the Traumatic Brain Injury 
Registry to track hospitalizations, and another accessed the state 
death registration system to track fatalities.

Fifty-seven percent (n=12) of states/jurisdictions submitted 
process measure data on at least one topic; of these, seven 
submitted data on at least two topics, and one submitted on 
three. These 12 states/jurisdictions account for 86% of the 

states/jurisdictions that were actively engaged throughout cohort 
1. Two states/jurisdictions that will continue in cohort 2 were 
selected to illustrate CS CoIIN progress in more detail.

CPS: state/jurisdiction 1
State/jurisdiction 1 aims to improve CPS by increasing the 
number of mobile fitting and safety seat inspection sites, the 
distribution of car seats, and the number of certified CPS techni-
cians. The state/jurisdiction is targeting high-risk populations by 
increasing fitting stations in areas with the highest incidents of 
motor vehicle crashes and fatalities, holding booster seat promo-
tional events in rural and low socioeconomic areas, increasing the 
number of Spanish speaking car seat technicians, and partnering 
with resettlement agencies to reach refugee populations new to 
the culture of CPS and with limited English language skills. In 
January 2016, state/jurisdiction 1 operated 95 mobile fitting and 
child safety seat inspection sites. By October 2016 that number 
increased to 116, then dropped to 107 in January 2017. All the 
stations operated in underserved communities. From January to 
April 2016, state/jurisdiction 1 distributed an average of 275 free 
or discounted car seats monthly. This increased to an average of 
344 seats between July and October 2016, with 410 seats distrib-
uted in October 2016. State/jurisdiction 1 also increased the 
number of technicians receiving certification from 11 in January 
2016 to 34 in November 2016, and the number of universal 
safety seat inspection forms submitted from 657 in January 2016 
to 859 in October 2016. This CPS team also hosted 27 events in 
a state-wide push to promote safety seat distribution.

TdS: state/jurisdiction 2
State/jurisdiction 2 aims to increase parental and teen under-
standing of Graduated Driver Licensing (GDL) requirements 
and parental enforcement of GDL with teen drivers. The 
state/jurisdiction created and tested a GDL educational card 
with parents and teens in five pilot schools that included high 
performing, low performing, urban and rural schools. Three of 
the schools are located in the state/jurisdiction’s Department of 
Transportation’s priority counties, due to high crash rates related 
to speed, alcohol, youth drivers and low seat belt use. The card 
was distributed to 77 parents through five schools and led to 
increased knowledge for 71% of recipients. When tested with 
76 teens across five schools, 80% of teens reported increased 
knowledge. State/jurisdiction 2 also sought to learn if the card 
contributed to parental willingness to enforce GDL through a 
signed parent-teen driver agreement. In a group of 77 parents, 
67% reported having a parent-teen driver agreement in place, 
and among those who did not have an agreement, 79% indi-
cated they would be willing to create one. The state/jurisdiction’s 
Department of Motor Vehicles has begun to distribute the GDL 
card at 98 sites.

Looking at participation measures, on average, 79% of TDS, 
81.7% of CPS, 67.8% of IPVP, 50% of SSHP and 100% of 
FP states/jurisdictions were engaged in CoIIN activities and 
reporting data (see table 3).

At least 60% of states/jurisdictions participated in topic calls 
each month. The percent of respondents who indicated that the 
topic calls were very good or excellent in terms of usefulness 
to the participants’ work varied by monthly call from 55% of 
respondents in topic call 6 to 100% of respondents in topic call 
10. The reason provided for not attending topic calls was sched-
uling conflicts. Increased positive responses for the usefulness 
of topic calls are attributed to states having more work to share 
with one another and CSN staff over time.

Table 2 Sample process measures by topic

Topic Process measure

CPS Percent of sites in underserved communities distributing free or discounted 
child safety seats to parents/caregivers

FP Number of homes receiving a home safety audit

IPVP Percent of youth who complete an evidence-based non-violence skills 
training program

SSHP Percent of schools and organizations implementing evidence-based suicide 
prevention and social emotional learning programs and curricula

TDS Percent of parents reporting enforcement of GDL with their teen driver

CPS, child passenger safety; FP, falls prevention; GDL, Graduated Driver Licensing; 
IPVP, interpersonal violence prevention; SSHP, suicide and self-harm prevention; 
TDS, teen driver safety.
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More states submitted or revised PDSAs in the beginning of 
cohort 1, which tapered off around month 9. This drop off 
was expected as state/jurisdiction teams built their QI capacity. 
Thirteen states and one jurisdiction from cohort 1 reapplied to 
cohort 2, in addition to 3 new states, for a total of 16 states and 
1 jurisdiction. For overall CoIIN progress, of the 65% of states/
jurisdictions that reported data, 96.9% received a 2.5, testing 
changes, and 0.3% received a 3.0, or modest improvement, on 
the IHI assessment scale.29

A key theme that emerged is the CS CoIIN framework is a 
promising approach to achieve child safety outcomes, with 100% 
of states/jurisdictions reporting utility of the driver diagrams and 
measurement strategies during CS CoIIN events and topic calls. 
States/jurisdictions commented on the comprehensive nature 
of the driver diagrams, with a variety of evidence-based change 
ideas, and the flexibility of measurement strategies that allowed 
for focus on subsets of measures.

Another key theme was that aligning CS CoIIN work with 
state/jurisdiction strategic initiatives, assessing pilot site needs, 
building partnerships, and identifying and creating data systems 
were critical, and often new, efforts for states/jurisdictions that 
took more time than anticipated. Based on this, the IHI Assess-
ment Scale for Collaboratives was adapted to create the five 
point CS CoIIN Progress Scale that provides increased sensi-
tivity to (1) early work necessary to focus CoIIN efforts and  
(2) process measure reporting and analysis (see figure 2). An 
initial test of the CS CoIIN Progress Scale, using a purposive 
sample of 33% of CS CoIIN states/jurisdictions in April 2017 
(n=7), indicated states/jurisdictions can form partnerships, 
begin testing and implementing evidence-based changes, and 
start reporting process measure data within a year, with some 
states/jurisdictions able to make progress on process measures 
(median=3.0).

diSCuSSiOn
The CS CoIIN aim is to reduce child injury mortality and 
morbidity by spreading evidence-based prevention strategies 
across five topics: CPS, FP, IPVP, SSHP and TDS. CSN studied 
two questions: Can the CS CoIIN framework be applied in injury 
and violence prevention to achieve population level outcomes? 
What results can be expected in injury and violence prevention 
using a collaborative QI methodology over the course of a year?

Preliminary results demonstrate that the CS CoIIN framework 
is a promising approach, with states/jurisdictions increasing 
uptake of evidence-based practices and reporting on progress 

along process measures within 1 year. This was achieved through 
application of the CS CoIIN framework that utilized the 
collective impact approach,11 BTS,9 and MFI8 with three key 
adaptations. The first adaptation was to broaden the group of 
stakeholders who develop the driver diagrams and measurement 
strategies to include both subject matter and application experts 
from the National Coordinated Child Safety Initiative Steering 
Committee, CSN, HRSA and state/jurisdiction practitioners in 
order to address the challenge of translating research into prac-
tice across multiple injury and violence prevention topics. The 
second adaptation was to use a blended delivery model that 
replaced two face-to-face learning sessions with 4-hour virtual 
meetings, to facilitate increased participation. A third adapta-
tion that emerged midway through the CS CoIIN was creation 
of a CS CoIIN progress scale to reflect working in a complex, 
multisectoral environment at the population health level. The 
scale recognizes early work should focus on states/jurisdictions 
aligning CS CoIIN activities with strategic plans, scanning and 
assessing their environments and building partnerships.8

figure 2 The CS CoIIN Progress Scale note 1. The CS CoIIN Progress 
Scale was adapted from the IHI BTS model.29 

Table 3 Number and percent of states/jurisdictions by participation measure and topic team

Participation measure

TdS
(n=9)

CPS
(n=10)

iPVP
(n=15)

SShP
(n=10)

fP
(n=3)

n % n % n % n % n %

Learning sessions 7 78 7 70 9 60 4 40 3 100

Topic calls 8 89 10 100 13 87 7 70 3 100

Aim statements 9 100 8 80 10 67 5 50 3 100

Driver diagrams 9 100 9 90 12 80 6 60 3 100

PDSAs 5 56 8 80 9 60 4 40 3 100

Monthly reports 5 56 7 70 8 53 4 40 3 100

Summary (average) 7.17 79 8.17 81.7 10.17 67.8 5 50 3 100

Retention from cohort 1 6 67 6 60 7 47 4 40 3 100

Cohort 2 total 8 6 8 8 4

CPS, child  passenger safety; FP, falls prevention; IPVP, interpersonal violence prevention; PDSA, Plan, Do, Study, Act; SSHP, suicide and self-harm prevention; TDS, teen driver 
safety.
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Within a year, states/jurisdictions that participate in injury 
and violence prevention using a collaborative QI methodology 
can expect to test and implement changes in pilot sites and 
begin to report data. Some states/jurisdictions can expect to 
show improvement in process measures and readiness to spread 
evidence-based practices. Based on CS CoIIN results, improve-
ment in outcome measures is not expected within a year; 
however, some states/jurisdictions are expected to identify data 
sources and begin to report on outcome measures in real time.

A key lesson from the CS CoIIN is that development of flex-
ible driver diagrams and measurement strategies was necessary to 
engage states/jurisdictions. States/jurisdictions were first encour-
aged to review topic-specific aim statements and make revisions 
based on the population, geographic region, and changes they 
selected. Driver diagrams included a range of change ideas, from 
providing primers to parents to creating coalitions, participating 
in campaigns, and implementing evidence-based programs. This 
allowed for testing at the societal, organizational, relationship, 
and individual levels of the injury and violence prevention 
system31 and alignment with state/jurisdiction priorities and 
resources. A robust and flexible range of process measures were 
used to ease the burden of data collection and test what was 
feasible for states/jurisdictions to measure. Process measures 
ranged in the unit of analysis from individuals to organizations, 
and from measuring implementation of activities (eg, percent of 
teens educated on GDL) to changed knowledge and behaviors 
(eg, percent of teens reporting driving during restricted hours).

limitations
Working on improvement in complex systems often brings the 
challenge of delayed response from the time evidence-based 
changes are tested to observing outcomes.8 Limited access to 
real-time outcome data is a limitation of the CS CoIIN. The CS 
CoIIN assumes that progress on intermediate process measures 
will correlate with progress on long-term outcome measures. 
The frequency of data collection is another limitation. Working 
within and across state agencies requires significant time to coor-
dinate efforts and share resources. CS CoIIN data are collected 
from different agencies and pilot sites and reported monthly, 
rather than weekly or daily. General QI guidance is to establish 
baseline data using ≥10 data points.10 Due to monthly data collec-
tion and a 1-year cohort, the baseline was established using the 
first 3–5 available data points.8 10 Therefore, seasonal variation 
cannot be ruled out as a threat to validity. Additional limitations 
include the threat of history with time series design, inability to 
rigorously control for extraneous variables and self-report bias 
on measures of knowledge and behavior change.32

future directions
The CS CoIIN framework begins to close the diffusion gap 
between research, practice and policy33 in the field of injury and 
violence prevention. Bringing all stakeholders together in one 
expert faculty group from conceptualiszation of driver diagrams 
and measurement strategies through implementation of a 
step-by-step approach to testing, implementing and spreading 
evidence-based strategies and programs allowed for top-down 
and bottom-up evidence from the National Coordinated Child 
Safety Steering Committee, HRSA, CSN and states/jurisdictions 
representing over one-third of the nation. The CS CoIIN driver 
diagrams were revised at the conclusion of cohort 1, based 
on state/jurisdiction evidence, and reorganized according to 
the social–ecological model31 to elucidate the overall systems 
approach to injury and violence prevention. This includes 

working on policy and practice at all levels of society. Cohort  
2 will continue the work of cohort 1, with increased attention to 
systems mapping and improvement34 35 through QI topic calls.

Acknowledgements The authors would like to thank Jane Taylor, EdD, 
independent consultant, quality improvement advisor to the Child Safety CoIIN and 
Jenny Stern-Carusone, MSW, Education Development Center, technology director to 
the Child Safety CoIIN. 

Contributors JBL and MK: made substantial contributions to the manuscript’s 
conception, design, and writing. RSS: contributed to the study’s conception and 
reviewed and edited the manuscript. JA and RT: contributed to the drafting and 
editing of the manuscript. All authors: approved this version for publication.

funding This project is supported by the Health Resources and Services 
Administration of the US Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) under the 
Child and Adolescent Injury and Violence Prevention Resource Centers Cooperative 
Agreement (U49MC28422) for $1,199,683. 

disclaimer The information or content and conclusions are those of the authors 
and should not be construed as the official position or policy of, nor should any 
endorsements be inferred by, HRSA, HHS or the US Government.

Competing interests None declared.

Provenance and peer review Commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Open Access This is an Open Access article distributed in accordance with the 
Creative Commons Attribution Non Commercial (CC BY-NC 4.0) license, which 
permits others to distribute, remix, adapt, build upon this work non-commercially, 
and license their derivative works on different terms, provided the original work 
is properly cited and the use is non-commercial. See: http:// creativecommons. org/ 
licenses/ by- nc/ 4. 0/

© Article author(s) (or their employer(s) unless otherwise stated in the text of the 
article) 2018. All rights reserved. No commercial use is permitted unless otherwise 
expressly granted.

RefeRences
 1 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, National Center for Health Statistics. 

Compressed Mortality File 1999-2016 on CDC WONDER Online Database. 2017. 
Data are from the Compressed Mortality File 1999-2016 Series 20 No. 2V, 2017, as 
compiled from data provided by the 57 vital statistics jurisdictions through the Vital 
Statistics Cooperative Program http:// wonder. cdc. gov/ cmf- icd10. html  
(accessed 24 Jan 2018).

what is already known on the subject

 ► More children and adolescents aged 1-19 years die from 
injuries and violence in the USA than from all diseases 
combined.

 ► During the past three decades, reductions have occurred for 
some causes of injuries (eg, motor vehicle-related) but not 
evenly across all causes or populations and a gap persists 
in the broad implementation of evidence-based programs, 
especially among high-risk populations.

what this study adds

 ► There is promising evidence that the Child Safety 
Collaborative Innovation and Improvement Network 
framework, using a quality improvement (QI) methodology 
can be applied in the field of injury and violence prevention 
to achieve reductions in fatalities, hospitalizations and 
emergency department visits among 0–19 year olds.

 ► Use of a collaborative QI methodology over the course of a 
year can increase the uptake of evidence-based strategies in 
injury and violence prevention and lead to wide-scale spread 
initiatives

 on M
ay 22, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://injuryprevention.bm

j.com
/

Inj P
rev: first published as 10.1136/injuryprev-2017-042367 on 16 F

ebruary 2018. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/
http://wonder.cdc.gov/cmf-icd10.html
http://injuryprevention.bmj.com/


Leonardo JB, et al. Inj Prev 2018;0:1–6. doi:10.1136/injuryprev-2017-042367

Original article

6

 2 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Web-based Injury Statistics Query 
and Reporting System (WISQARS). 2017. https://www. cdc. gov/ injury/ wisqars/ 
leadingcauses. html (accessed 24 Jan 2018).

 3 Haegerich TM, Dahlberg LL, Simon TR, et al. Prevention of injury and violence in the 
USA. Lancet 2014;384:64–74.

 4 Philippakis A, Hemenway D, Alexe DM, et al. A quantification of preventable 
unintentional childhood injury mortality in the United States. Inj Prev 2004;10:79–82.

 5 Fontanella CA, Hiance-Steelesmith DL, Phillips GS, et al. Widening rural-
urban disparities in youth suicides, United States, 1996-2010. JAMA Pediatr 
2015;169:466–73.

 6 Karb RA, Subramanian SV, Fleegler EW. County poverty concentration and disparities 
in unintentional injury deaths: a fourteen-year analysis of 1.6 million U.S. fatalities. 
PLoS One 2016;11:e0153516.

 7 Sogolow E, Sleet D, Saul J, Dissemination, implementation, and widespread use 
of injury prevention interventions. In: Doll LS, Bonzo SE, Mercy JA, Sleet D, eds. 
Handbook of injury and violence prevention. New York: Springer, 2007:493–510.

 8 Langley GJ, Moen RD, Nolan KM, et al; The improvement guide: a practical 
approach to enhancing organizational performance. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass, 
2009.

 9 Institute for Healthcare Improvement. The breakthrough series: IHI’s collaborative 
model for achieving breakthrough improvement. IHI innovation series white paper. 
Boston, MA: Institute for Healthcare Improvement, 2003.  http ://w ww.i hi.o rg/r esou rces 
/Pag es/I HIWh iteP apers/ The Brea kthr oughSeries IHIsCo llaborativeMode lfor Achi evin gBre 
akth roug hImprovement. aspx (accessed 5 Apr 2017).

 10 Provost LP, Murray SK. The health care data guide: learning from data for 
improvement. San Francisco, CA: Jossey-Bass, 2011.

 11 Kania J, Kramer M. Collective impact. Stanford Social Innovation Review 2011; Winter. 
https:// ssir. org/ articles/ entry/ collective_ impact (accessed 5 Apr 2017).

 12 Berwick DM. Education & debate: a primer on leading the improvement of systems. 
BMJ 1996;312:619–22.

 13 Bennett B, Provost L. What’s your theory? Driver diagram serves as tool for building 
and testing theories for improvement. Quality Progress 2015:36–43.

 14 Leis JA, Shojania KG. A primer on PDSA: executing plan–do–study–act cycles in 
practice, not just in name. BMJ Qual Saf 2017;26:572–7.

 15 Perla RJ, Provost LP, Murray SK. Sampling considerations for healthcare improvement. 
Qual Manag Health Care 2013;22:36–47.

 16 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Motor vehicle safety – child passenger 
safety: what works: strategies to increase car seat and booster seat use. http://www. 
cdc. gov/ motorvehiclesafety/ child_ passenger_ safety/ cps- factsheet. html (accessed 26 
Sept 2017).

 17 Brown J, Finch CF, Hatfield J, et al. Child restraint fitting stations reduce incorrect 
restraint use among child occupants. Acc Anal Prev 2011;43:1128–33.

 18 Zaza S, Sleet DA, Thompson RS, et al. Reviews of evidence regarding interventions to 
increase use of child safety seats. Am J Prev Med 2001;21:31–47.

 19 Zonfrillo MR, Sauber-Schatz EK, Hoffman BD, et al. Pediatricians’ self-reported 
knowledge, attitudes, and practices about child passenger safety. J Pediatr 
2014;165:1040–5.

 20 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. Protect the ones you love: injuries 
are preventable – fall prevention. https://www. cdc. gov/ safechild/ falls/ index. html 
(accessed 26 Sept 2017).

 21 Marshall SW, Runyan CW, Yang J, et al. Prevalence of selected risk and protective 
factors for falls in the home. Am J Prev Med 2005;28:95–101.

 22 David-Ferdon C, Vivolo-Kantor AM, Dahlberg LL, et al. A comprehensive technical 
package for the prevention of youth violence and associated risk behaviors. Atlanta, 
GA: National Center for Injury Prevention and Control, Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention, 2016.

 23 Fortson BL, Klevens J, Merrick MT, et al. Preventing child abuse and neglect: a 
technical package for policy, norm, and programmatic activities. Atlanta, GA: National 
Center for Injury Prevention and Control, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 
2016.

 24 Stone DM, Holland KM, Bartholow B, et al. Preventing suicide: a technical package of 
policies, programs, and practices. Atlanta, GA:  National Center for Injury Prevention 
and Control, Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2017.

 25 U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Office of the Surgeon General 
and National Action Alliance for Suicide Prevention. 2012 National Strategy for 
suicide prevention: goals and objectives for action. Washington, DC: HHS, 2012.

 26 Fell JC, Jones K, Romano E, et al. An evaluation of graduated driver licensing effects 
on fatal crash involvements of young drivers in the United States. Traffic Inj Prev 
2011;12:423–31.

 27 National Research Council, Institute of Medicine, and Transportation Research Board 
Program Committee for a Workshop on Contributions from the Behavioral and Social 
Sciences in Reducing and Preventing Teen Motor Crashes. Preventing teen motor 
crashes: contributions from the behavioral and social sciences: workshop report. 
Washington, DC: National Academies Press, 2007.

 28 U.S. Department of Health and Human Services Health Resources and Services 
Administration Maternal & Child Health Bureau. Explore the Title-V federal-state 
partnerships: priorities and measures. https:// mchb. tvisdata. hrsa. gov/ Home.  
(accessed 1 Oct 2017).

 29 Institute for Healthcare Improvement. Assessment scale for collaboratives. IHI Tool. 
Boston, MA: Institute for Healthcare Improvement, 2004. htt p://ww w.ih i.or g/re sour 
ces/ Page s/Tools/ Assessm entS cale forCollabo ratives. aspx (accessed 8 Jun 2017).

 30 Perla RJ, Provost LP, Murray SK. The run chart: a simple analytical tool for learning 
from variation in healthcare processes. BMJ Qual Saf 2011;20:46–51.

 31 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. The social-ecological model: a 
framework for prevention. https://www. cdc. gov/ violenceprevention/ overview/ social- 
ecologicalmodel. html (accessed 3 Oct 2017).

 32 Speroff T, O’Connor GT. Study designs for PDSA quality improvement research. Qual 
Manag Health Care 2004;13:17–32.

 33 Hanson DW, Finch CF, Allegrante JP, et al. Closing the gap between injury prevention 
research and community safety promotion practice: revisiting the public health model. 
Public Health Rep 2012;127:147–55.

 34 Deming WE. The new economics for industry, government, education. 2 ed. 
Cambridge: MA: MIT Press, 2000.

 35 Senge PM. The fifth discipline: the art and practice of the learning organization. New 
York, NY: Doubleday, 2006.

 on M
ay 22, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://injuryprevention.bm

j.com
/

Inj P
rev: first published as 10.1136/injuryprev-2017-042367 on 16 F

ebruary 2018. D
ow

nloaded from
 

https://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars/leadingcauses.html
https://www.cdc.gov/injury/wisqars/leadingcauses.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(14)60074-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/ip.2003.004119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1001/jamapediatrics.2014.3561
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0153516
http://www.ihi.org/resources/Pages/IHIWhitePapers/TheBreakthroughSeriesIHIsCollaborativeModelforAchievingBreakthroughImprovement.aspx
http://www.ihi.org/resources/Pages/IHIWhitePapers/TheBreakthroughSeriesIHIsCollaborativeModelforAchievingBreakthroughImprovement.aspx
http://www.ihi.org/resources/Pages/IHIWhitePapers/TheBreakthroughSeriesIHIsCollaborativeModelforAchievingBreakthroughImprovement.aspx
https://ssir.org/articles/entry/collective_impact
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjqs-2016-006245
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/QMH.0b013e31827deadb
http://www.cdc.gov/motorvehiclesafety/child_passenger_safety/cps-factsheet.html
http://www.cdc.gov/motorvehiclesafety/child_passenger_safety/cps-factsheet.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2010.12.021
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0749-3797(01)00377-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jpeds.2014.07.041
https://www.cdc.gov/safechild/falls/index.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2004.09.015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/15389588.2011.588296
https://mchb.tvisdata.hrsa.gov/Home
http://www.ihi.org/resources/Pages/Tools/AssessmentScaleforCollaboratives.aspx
http://www.ihi.org/resources/Pages/Tools/AssessmentScaleforCollaboratives.aspx
http://dx.doi.org/10.1136/bmjqs.2009.037895
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/overview/social-ecologicalmodel.html
https://www.cdc.gov/violenceprevention/overview/social-ecologicalmodel.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00019514-200401000-00002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00019514-200401000-00002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/003335491212700203
http://injuryprevention.bmj.com/

	Building the Child Safety Collaborative Innovation and Improvement Network: How does it work and what is it achieving?
	ABSTRACT
	Child injury 
	Children’s Safety Network
	CS CoIIN framework
	CS CoIIN in practice
	Methods
	Sample
	Measures
	Procedures

	Results
	CPS: state/jurisdiction 1
	TDS: state/jurisdiction 2

	Discussion
	Limitations
	Future directions

	References


