UNAHA Responses to Comments Concerning Data Assessment and Recommendation Process 

Agree:

Need for overall summary of each section with prompt for discussion of how the data source could be improved

More explicit requests for narrative answers at all stages

Think We Agree:

Separate initial screening questions into its own stage, taking final screening decisions from tech support and give to study group

Need for more contextual narrative to explain that although there are ‘right’ answers to the evaluation questions we anticipate answering the evaluation questions with an unqualified yes extremely rarely, in part because of the tensions that make it impossible for any realistic data collection program to be perfect in any way

To Discuss:

What to name of each stage (we propose Nomination, Initial Screening, Characterization, Evaluation, Selection)

How to clarify that all questions and categories are relevant to both administrative and survey data (including proposed surveys)
How to best prompt for narrative response from evaluation questions
The intention and how to rephrase some of the questions identified as ‘duplicative’

What evaluation questions should be folded into the ‘improvements’ section

How to categorize characterization questions

Whether there is a reason to distinguish between intention and unintentional exclusion of populations from data set
We will not agree to:

Wording that prioritizes current variables (ex ‘Which IHBG formula variables in 24 CRF Part 1000 can the data source measure?’) or ACS (ex ‘Can the data be collected and analyzed with no significant additional resources?’

