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PURPOSE

The aim of this scoping literature review, as part of the 

Measurement Approaches to Partnership Success (MAPS) 

project, was:

 To identify the existence of currently published indicators and 

measures of success in long-standing CBPR partnerships.

 To make recommendations regarding these identified indicators 

and measures for use in developing the MAPS instrument 

measuring long-standing CBPR partnership success.

Community-based participatory research (CBPR) is a widely used 

approach by community and academic partners to address health 

disparities and promote health equity in communities. While 

numerous factors have been identified as essential in developing 

and maintaining such partnerships, there is little empirical 

evidence, and few psychometrically valid and reliable tools, to 

define and measure indicators of their success over time in long-

standing partnerships. 

Prior work has identified existing measures of CBPR partnerships 

and the impact of CBPR processes on systems change and health 

outcomes.1,2 The majority of these measures focus on the 

development of new CBPR partnerships; few have been validated 

and none specifically address success in long-standing CBPR 

partnerships (in existence > 6 years). 

• Followed the Joanna Briggs Institute (JBI) framework3 for 

conducting systematic scoping reviews along with Preferred 

Reporting Items (PRISMA) guidelines.4  

• Conducted in February 2017 with ongoing evaluation for new 

literature through September 2017.

• Included 3 multidisciplinary databases (CINAHL, PubMed, and 

Scopus), handsearching, and citation snowballing.  

• Initial search terms focused on variations of MeSH or key terms 

related to the concepts CBPR partnerships, success/evaluation, 

and measures/definitions.

• Final search terms included “community based participatory 

research” OR “CBPR” AND “community-institutional relations” 

OR “cooperative behavior” OR “program evaluation.” 

• Inclusion Criteria:

• Long-standing CBPR partnerships (>6 years)*

• Published between 2011-2017

• Focus on evaluation of CBPR partnership(s)

• Addressed concepts/measures of success

• Quantitative, qualitative, and/or review articles

• Exclusion Criteria:

• Focus on interventions rather than partnership evaluation

• Focus on CBPR partnership development

*During the data extraction phase, we identified a body of publications related to intermediate length 

partnerships (4-5 years) that also reported partnership success and met the remaining inclusion criteria, 

and hence were included.   

• 17 articles met our initial inclusion criteria and reflected 

partnerships of long-standing (>6 years); another 8 were included 

with mid-range partnership length (4-5 years) due to strong 

convergence with overall inclusion criteria.

• 7 key areas and 24 concepts related to CBPR partnership success 

were identified (see diagram). 

• Areas and indicators were differently emphasized across mid- and 

long-standing CBPR partnerships (see graph). 

• Foundational principles for CBPR partnership development are 

critical throughout the life of successful long-standing CBPR 

partnerships.

• No validated tools or measures were found of success as framed 

in this scoping review. 

Defining and Measuring Success in Long-Standing 

Community-Based Participatory Research (CBPR) Partnerships: 

A Scoping Literature Review

SEARCH RESULTS

Data from this review, as part of a larger study, and combined 

with data from earlier literature and qualitative findings from 

CBPR expert key informant interviews, will form the basis for 

more clearly defined indicators of success and ways to measure 

them in long-standing CBPR partnerships. 

By better understanding and measuring components of success 

in long-standing CBPR partnerships across various contexts and 

communities, other CBPR partnerships can map their paths 

forward, ultimately increasing their partnership goals and 

outcomes related to health equity. 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

1Sandoval, J. A., Lucero, J., Oetzel, J., Avila, M., Belone, L., Mau, M., … Wallerstein, N. (2012). 

Process and outcome constructs for evaluating community-based participatory research projects: 

a matrix of existing measures. Health Education Research, 27(4), 680–690. 

2Wallerstein, N., Oetzel, J., Duran, B., Tafoya, G., Belone, L., & Rae, R. (2008). CBPR: What 

predicts outcomes? In M. Minkler & N. Wallerstein (Eds) Community-based participatory research 

for health (2nd ed.). San Francisco: Jossey Bass.

3Peters, M. D., Godfrey, C. M., Khalil, H., McInerney, P., Parker, D., & Soares,C. B. (2015). 

Guidance for conducting systematic scoping reviews. International journal of evidence-based 

healthcare, 13(3), 141-146.

4Moher, D., Liberati, A., Tetzlaff, J., Altman, D. G., & Prisma Group. (2009). Preferred reporting 

items for systematic reviews and meta-analyses: the PRISMA statement. PLoS medicine, 6(7), 

e1000097.

*Scoping review articles available upon request.  For additional information, please 

contact MAPS Project Manager, Megan Jensen, by email at mlaver@umich.edu or by 

phone at (734) 764-6029.

Measurement Approaches to 

Partnership Success (MAPS)

DIAGRAM OF IDENTIFIED AREAS & INDICATORS OF LONG-STANDING CBPR PARTNERSHIP SUCCESS

Partner 
Characteristics

• Diversity in Membership
• Member Commitment
• Decision-Making Authority
• Representativeness / Appropriate 

Partners
• Engaged Partners

Partnership Processes
• Mandatory Evaluations
• Clear / Defined Guidelines
• Board Oversight

Relationship 
Among & Between 

Partners
• Transparent Relationships
• Knowing Each Other’s “World Views”
• Attention to Power Imbalances
• Trust
• Conflict Recognition/Response

/Resolution

Partnership Outcomes
• Creates Meaningful Work

• Spin-offs & Ripple Effects
• Systemic Transformation
• Ownership
• Knowledge Transfer

Partnership 
Characteristics

• Leadership (Quality; Delegation; 
Rotating)

• Communication should be constant 
and varied

• Flexibility

Resources (Personnel & 
Physical)

• Shared & Fair Resources (Equity)
• Tailored Capacity-Building

• Transformation (“Change-ism”)
• Research Literacy

Environmental Context
• Community Characteristics
• Cultural Differences

1 2
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5

PubMed
2011 – 2017

276 
Citations

Scopus

2011 – 2017

817 Citations

CINAHL

2011 – 2017

85 Citations

1 Additional Article 

Identified for Review 

25 Articles Included

Inclusion/Exclusion Criteria Applied to 131 Articles

130 Articles for 

Full-Text Review
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*EXCLUSION INFORMATION: If an article had any singular or combination of (1) did not mention concepts 

of success (N=707); and/or (2) only spoke about interventions (N=569) and/or CBPR partnership readiness 

(N=234) then they were excluded.
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