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Education Department’s Draft Data Quality Standards

Standard 1: Validity

1

Do the objective, performanceindicator, and detadl describe the same phenomenaof interest? Dothey
al dign?

Isaredidic planin place toimprove datacollection on dl performance measures (espedialy to resolve
any mismatches addressed in question #1)?

Do theindicators cover agpects of the program that are ussful and important for policy decison making?
Isway inwhich the dataare being used to measure performance on theindicator gppropriate given what
isknown about how it was collected?

Standard 2: Accurate Definitions

1

Have dear written definitions of key terms (induding exclusonsind usions) been communicated to data
providers?

Have definitions and time periods been fallowed or discrepancies dearly documented?

Do reporting forms provide spaces for data providersto report deviationsfrom definitions and uses of
edimation a thetimethey provide the data?

Have definitions been communicated in sufficient timefor dataprovidersto preparetheir sygemto
properly implement them?

Has feedback been invited from data providers about data collection issues and possible problems?
Have respondents been involved in setting definitionsfor key terms?

Standard 3: Accurate Counts
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Have entities for which counts have changed more than 10% sincethe previous report been double-
checked?

Have etimates been used for no morethan 10% of the phenomena counted, and are estimates dearly
differentiated from actud counts?

Have countsbeen talied & least twice and tota s agree?

Areindependent under and overcount checksin placefor counts assodiated with mgor program funding?
Has sample been drawn from the most up-to-date populaion ligsavailable?

Have weghts been properly gpplied?

Are datareported with weights properly gpplied?

Standard 4: Editing

Have non-responses been followed up?

Have large changes or unusud findings been discussed with the primary dataprovidersto seeif they
might be dueto editing errors?

Have dataerrors been traced back to thar origina source and mistakes corrected?

Havethe databeen “eyebdled” to seeif it isreasonable given what isknown about eerlier years and other

respondents?
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5. Havethedda, after they were entered, been systematically reviewed by adifferent person whoisfamiliar
with the data?
6. Hasandaectronic editing program been used to dean the data?

Standard 5: Calculation

Have proceduresfor dedling with missng deta been correctly gpplied?

Havethe“+ or — confidenceintervalsbeen reported for sample deta?

Have sysems been put in placeto double-check dl data?

For sample data, hasthe dataanaysis plan been reviewed by outside expertsto ensure that appropricte
formulae and procedures are gpplied?
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Standard 6: Timeliness

Are datafrom atime before the policy period of interes?

Isaregularized schedule of datacollectionsin place to meet palicy information needs?
Aredaareported as soon as possble after collection?

Isthe year of the data.collection dearly identified in the report?

Arethe dataentered and processed in dectronic machine readable form?

Areresources being invested in cresting amodern automeated dectronic datasystem?
Arereview processes desgned to ensurethat findings are mede publicin atimely fashion?
Arerespondentsinvolved in stting time schedules?

Aretime schedulesfor providing data enforced with dear and frequent reminders?
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Standard 7: Reporting

Aredaaqudity problems reported together with the findings?

Aredataqudity problemsdearly described in reports?

If there have been sgnificant changesin program definitionsthat might bresk trend lines, have they been
noted?

Isthe data collection method and sample Sze mentioned at leadt briefly when findings are presented?
Isthe year thet the datawere collected dearly stated in thereport?

Aredaacallection, cleaning, and andysis procedures documernted in writing?

Iseach gep in the data collection process requiired to report deviations and problemsin data qudity?
Aregood grgphicstechniquesusad (eg., axesat 0) ?

Have the types of exdusons and amount of non-response been dearly described?

10 Hasthe report of findings been edited by someone with expertisein data quality issues?

11. Arereportswiddy announced and effectively dissaminated to intended users?
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Standard 8: Burden Reduction

1. Isdlthedaatha isrequested actudly used for ether reporting to Congress, management improvements,
or technical assstlance within two yearsof collection?

2. Beforerequiring any data, wasthereareview of datadready available being submitted by the same
granteesthrough other federd programs?

3. Isthere on-going communication with offices providing Smilar servicesor targeting Smilar
customers/grantees?

4. Weregranteesand other key stakeholders, such as gates, induded on the data collection decisions?
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