EXHIBIT A


QUALITY ASSURANCE SURVEILLANCE PLAN

EXHIBIT A: REVISED STUDY DESIGN EVALUATION FORM
QARPMEMBER:______________________

D_________________
Rating Element 1: Quality of Data Collection Plan
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include missing, illogical, unclear, inappropriate approaches to collecting data lacking a strategy for the incorporation of secondary data sources (when applicable), unnecessarily burdening respondents.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include sound, creditable, comprehensive approaches to collecting data and incorporating secondary data sources (when applicable).

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful approaches and/or methods to collecting data, incorporating secondary data sources (when applicable), and reducing respondent burden.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





Rating Element 2: Quality of Data Analysis Plan
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include missing, illogical, unclear, inappropriate approaches to analyzing quantitative and qualitative data, lack a theory or conceptual model for analysis.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include sound, creditable, comprehensive approaches to analyzing quantitative and qualitative data, adequately addressing key research questions, providing a clear conceptual model for analysis.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful approaches and/or methods to analyzing quantitative and qualitative data.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





Rating Element 3: Quality of Implementation of Study Design
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include inadequate work with projects to on merits of experimental design where appropriate, selection of unequal comparison groups, designs where contamination of control/comparison group is likely.


Acceptable performance (5-7 would include implementation of the student design that is appropriate and feasible for each project selected for the in-depth evaluation.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful approaches in implementing experimental design and selection of comparison groups; implementation of experimental design in projects where technically feasible.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





Rating Element 4: Comprehensiveness, Clarity and Organization of Design
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include missing, unclear, inefficient approaches to addressing the research questions, unclear writing style, poor grammar/spelling, disorganized document format.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include complete, clear, efficient approaches to addressing the research questions, clear writing style, proper grammar/spelling, clearly organized document format.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful approaches to addressing the research questions.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





EXHIBIT    B

QUALITY ASSURANCE SURVEILLANCE PLAN
EXHIBIT B: DRAFT FINAL REPORT EVALUATION FORM
QARPMEMBER:______________________

DATE:_______________________________
Rating Element 1: Accuracy and Relevance of Information Provided
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include incomplete, illogical, unclear, inappropriate, inaccurate reporting on data analysis results for key research questions, lack appropriate context for interpreting results.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include complete, logical, clear, appropriate, accurate reporting on data analysis results for key research questions, appropriate context for interpreting results.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful reporting on data analysis results for research questions.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





Rating Element 2: Usefulness for Target Audiences
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include unclear, inappropriate language and results for targeted audiences.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include clear, tailored language and results for targeted audiences.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include innovative, exceptionally skillful approaches and/or methods to providing tailored information to individual audiences.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





Rating Element 3: Comprehensiveness, Clarity and Organization of Report
Circle the appropriate number for your rating:

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

where:

Unacceptable performance (1-4) would include missing elements, unclear writing style, poor grammar/spelling, disorganized document format.

Acceptable performance (5-7) would include comprehensive description of key results, clear writing style, proper grammar/spelling, well-organized document format.

Superior performance (8-10) would meet acceptable performance standards for this rating element, AND include relevant analyses of and reports on extant data sources.

Supporting comments (required for unacceptable or superior performance ratings):





