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Introduction
The National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation Research (NIDRR) has long been a strong proponent of outcome measures for its discretionary grantees without placing any additional burden on them.  NIDRR will utilize information from the Annual Performance Reports (APRs), under the Government Performance and Results Act, (GPRA), to collect information regarding the discretionary grants.  The overall goal of the 2003-2005 Agency performance measures is to conduct high quality research that leads to high quality research products.  A number of methods will be utilized to assess the effectiveness of all of our discretionary grantees including expert panels, expert peer reviewers, and formative and summative program reviews. Part of this methodology is comprised of the NIDRR research Centers of Excellence (CoE) model. Listed below are the objectives and indicators developed under one overall goal for 2003 and 2005, which will be utilized to evaluate our grantees.

Goal, Objectives, Indicators and  Methods 2003
GOAL: To conduct high- quality  research  that lead  to high- quality research products 

OBJECTIVE 1: Conduct high-quality research.

INDICATOR 1: The percentage of grantee research that is deemed to be good to excellent as reflected in the appropriateness of the designs used and the rigor with which accepted standards of scientific and/or engineering methods are applied.

METHODS: The assessment of progress under this indicator will be determined by utilizing expert panels, expert peer reviewers, reverse site visits and by conducting 2003 formative and summative program reviews.  

INDICATOR 2: A significant percentage of new studies funded by NIDRR assess   the effectiveness of interventions by using rigorous and appropriate methods.

METHODS: The Agency will collect information on these indicators as part of the grantees Annual Performance Report, (APR), without any additional burden to the grantees. Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings  and expert panels.

INDICATOR 3: The number of publications based on NIDRR-funded research in refereed journals.

METHODS: A panel of experts will convene to review the publications and this panel will determine their quality. Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels.

OBJECTIVE 2:  Disseminate and promote use of information on research findings, in accessible formats, to improve rehabilitation services and outcomes.

INDICATOR 1: Grantees deemed to be implementing a plan for widespread dissemination and utilization of validated research findings, developed with stakeholders input and based on measurable objectives, that is producing products and services at sufficient levels and in accessible formats, and reaching targeted customers in sufficient numbers, including those from diverse and underserved populations.  

METHODS: A panel of experts will convene to conduct reverse site visits, the application of the CoE and the APR data. 

OBJECTIVE 3: Ensure utility of research problems and products to end-users.

INDICATOR 1: Research and development projects conducted by NIDRR grantees deemed to be addressing problems or issues of  “high relevance’ to consumers and other end-users.

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings  and expert panels and  validated by on site-monitoring. Experts panels  could be replaced by internet based  alternatives. 

INDICATOR 2: Consumer-oriented products and information disseminated by grantees based on NIDRR-funded research that is deemed to be of  “high utility” individuals with disabilities and other end-users.

METHODS:  Qualitative ratings  by panel of consumers and other end users validated by on-site monitoring by experts panels representing  key stakeholders groups.  Experts panels  could be replaced by internet based  alternatives. 

OBJECTIVE 4: Conduct performance evaluation to ensure program improvement and accountability for results.

INDICATOR 1: The percentage of projects that are deemed to have an evaluation plan that is conducted on an ongoing basis and is tied to measurable objectives for assuring quality of implementation and efficient project management, and for assessing the relevance of products and services produced and the extent to which anticipated outcomes are being achieved.  

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels.

Goal, Objectives, Indicators and Methods 2005

GOAL: To conduct high-quality research that leads to high-quality research products

OBJECTIVE 1: Conduct high-quality research.

INDICATOR 1: Activity-Oriented Measure of Research Quality: The percentage of grantee research that is deemed to be good to excellent as reflected in the appropriateness of the designs used and the rigor with which accepted standards of scientific and/or engineering methods are applied.

METHODS: The assessment of progress under this indicator will be determined by expert panels, expert peer reviewers, reverse site visits, and by conducting 2005 summative program reviews.

INDICATOR 2: Activity-Oriented Measure of Research Quality: A significant percentage of new studies funded by NIDRR assess the effectiveness of interventions using rigorous and appropriate methods.

METHODS: the Agency will collect information on these indicators as part of the Annual Performance Report,  (APR), without any additional burden to the grantees.  Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels.

INDICATOR 3: Outputs-Oriented Measure of Research Quality: the average number of publications per grantee based on NIDRR-funded research in refereed journals.

METHODS: A panel of experts will convene to review the publications and this panel will determine their quality Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels.

INDICATOR 4: Outcomes-Oriented Measure of Research Quality: The number of new or improved tools, instruments protocols and technologies developed and published by grantees that are deemed to improve the measurement of disability and rehabilitation-related concepts and advance understanding of the needs and abilities of people with disabilities 

METHODS:   Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels and validated by on-site monitoring.  Expert panels could be replaced by Internet alternatives.

OBJECTIVE 2: Disseminate and promote information on research findings, in accessible formats, to improve rehabilitation services and outcomes.

INDICATOR 1: Outputs-Oriented Measure of Dissemination Effectiveness: The percentage of grantees deemed to be producing dissemination products and services to promote the use of research findings in accessible formats and at sufficient levels to reach targeted audiences, including diverse and underserved populations, and contribute to improved rehabilitation services and outcomes.

METHODS: A panel of experts will convene to conduct reverse site visits, the application of the CoE and APR data.

OBJECTIVE 3: Ensure utility of research problems and products to end-users.

INDICATOR 1: Activity-Oriented measure of Research Utility: the percentage of research and development projects conducted by NIDRR grantees deemed to be addressing problems or issues of  “high relevance” to consumers and other end-users.

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used form the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels and validated by on-site monitoring.  Expert panels could be replaced by Internet based alternatives.

INDICATOR 2: Outputs-Oriented Measure of Research Utility: The percentage of consumer-oriented products and information disseminated by grantees based on NIDRR-funded research that is deemed to be of “high utility” by individuals with disabilities and other end-users.

METHODS: Qualitative ratings by panel of consumers and other end-users validated by on-site monitoring by expert panels representing key stakeholder groups.  Expert panels could be replaced  by internet based alternatives.

OBJECTIVE 4: Conduct performance evaluation to ensure program improvements and accountability for results.

INDICATOR 1: Activity-Oriented measure of Accountability: the percentage of grantees deemed to have specific performance measures with ambitious targets that are focused on outcomes, aligned with NIDRR’s long-term performance goals and used to improve project management and increase the likelihood of achieving desired results. 

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used form the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels.  Internet based alternatives may be considered in place of expert panel meetings.

OBJECTIVE 5: Increase access to assistive and universally designed technologies to enhance opportunities for full participation in community and family life.

INDICATOR 1: Outcome-Oriented Measure of Research Quality: The number of new or improved assistive or universally-designed technologies, devices and systems developed by grantees that are deemed to enhance opportunities, participation and potentially transferred to industry for commercialization.

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used form the APR program review type meetings and expert panels and validated by on-site monitoring.  Expert panels could be replaced by Internet based alternatives.

OBJECTIVE 6: Expand system capacity to conduct high quality disability and rehabilitation research and services by ensuring availability of qualified researchers and practitioners, including persons with disabilities and fro m diverse backgrounds.

INDICATOR 1: Outcomes-Oriented Measures of Capacity-Building for Research: The percentage of NIDRR fellows, post-doctoral trainees, and doctoral students completing dissertations on NIDRR-funded projects deemed to have obtained a research-related job or new research funding in the rehabilitation field after completion of their training. 

METHODS: Triangulation of data will be used from the APR, program review type meetings and expert panels and validated by on-site monitoring.  Expert panels could be replaced by Internet based alternatives.

