IRIS – Comments and Responses
March 10, 2010
Commenter:  Ann Schneider
Comment:  One comment questioned the increase in burden for the IRS program due to the addition of an Outreach screen.
Response:  The Outreach screen is currently in use in IRIS and the re-clearance of IRIS proposes the continued use of the screen, given that the number of outreach activities is a factor in the calculation of one of the GPRA performance measures for the IRS program.
Comment:  One comment questioned the burden hours, indicating it should be greater.
Response:  While the system has an average burden of 3.1 hours per response, additional burden hour detail is found in the Supporting Statement which includes the breakdown of burden across 14 programs.  The burden varies from one half hour to 20 hours, depending on the program and the report, so the average for the system is only one part of the calculation.
Comment:  One comment questioned the “new” resource leveraging screen and the quality of the responses that this might solicit.
Response:  The Resource Leveraging screen is currently in use in IRIS and the re-clearance of IRIS proposes the continued use of the screen in order to collect data about one of the most critical components of Title VI funding.
Comment:  One comment questioned the change in student data from 15 credit hours to Majors, Minors, and Certificate programs.
Response:  IEPS has received a great deal of feedback regarding the previously used, arbitrary 15 credit hour threshold for reporting students with grantees indicating that it was very difficult and expensive for universities to collect that data with any reliability, especially at the Bachelor’s degree level.  Not only do the universities lack a systematic way for collecting such data but it would often include students who just happened to have 15 credit hours but were not being trained by the Center in their area of specialization, thereby inflating the numbers.  Grantees indicated that counting students who have Majors, Minors, or Certificates would yield much more reliable, relevant data on the Center’s effectiveness.
This change has been discussed within the Department as well as with the Office of Management and Budget and all are in agreement that this is a significant improvement in student data collection.  Given the understanding that this is a different data collection, the Department does not feel that this will imply diminishing program impact, but rather will yield much more definitive data regarding program impact.
Comment:  One comment questioned the dissemination function of IRIS and indicated that a current look in IRIS did not yield information on her grant.  Furthermore, the commenter questioned the addition of a Results screen in IRIS, indicating a possible “show and tell” factor may be the result.  The commenter stated that dissemination of information about activities is probably more appropriately effected through channels such as meetings, academic Web sites, and newsletters.
Response:  The newly-added Results screen for institutional IEPS programs will provide grantees with the opportunity to disseminate their project results, including links to additional Web sites or reports where appropriate, in a public domain that will supplement other dissemination efforts such as meetings, Web sites, and newsletters (not all of which are accessible to the public).  A current look in IRIS will not yield the results since this screen has not yet been implemented. 
