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Pre-Meeting Initial Evaluation Form 
Note: This word document version of the PIE form is provided as a courtesy for committee members to organize their thoughts ahead of the Recommendation Group meeting. No PIE forms are required to be submitted this cycle. 



Meaningfulness

Criterion Definition: Measure is evaluated and tailored to unique needs of specific program-target population. 
Questions to Consider: When evaluating this criterion, committees should consider: 
· Is there evidence that the measure focus is associated with a material outcome for persons and entities? (Importance, Concept of Interest) 
· Does the submission explain why using this measure in the quality program will bring more benefits than costs? (Importance, Context of Use)
· Do measure components and specifications align with the intent of the measure focus and target population? (Conformance) 
· Did the developer demonstrate that the tools, process, and people necessary to implement and report on the measure are reasonably available? (Feasibility)
· Did the developer show with data or reasoning that there are effective methods for improving the measure? (Validity) 
· Did the developer provide data showing that most differences in performance are due to those effective methods? (Reliability)
· Did the submission materials identify and address any obstacles or supports that might affect how the methods can be used? (Usability)
1. Based on your review of the preliminary assessment for this measure, does it meet criteria for Meaningfulness?  (Yes/No)
2. Please discuss your rationale for your rating of the Meaningfulness criterion for this measure.

Appropriateness of Scale

Criterion Definition:  The measure appropriate and tailored to the specific goals of the program and its target population.
Questions to Consider: When evaluating this criterion, committees should consider: 

· What does the evidence say about how benefits and risks/burdens/harms of this measure are spread among different groups of patients, communities or measured entities?
· If there are potential risks/burdens/harms, do they negatively impact specific groups? How can these be reduced?

1. Based on your review of the preliminary assessments and personal/professional experience, does this measure meet the Appropriateness of Scale criterion? (Yes/No)
2. Please discuss your rationale for your rating of the Appropriateness of Scale criterion for this measure.


Time to Value Realization

Criterion Definition: Does the measure have a plan for near- and long-term positive impacts on the targeted program and population as measure matures?
Questions to Consider: When evaluating Time to Value Realization, committee members should evaluate: 

· How might the benefits and harms/burdens/risks of this measure change over time?
· How could measured entities and programs extend the benefits and prevent potential harms as the measure matures?
· How might this measure support the collection of evidence for future measurement of the focus area?


1. Based on your review of the preliminary assessments and personal/professional experience, does this measure meet the Time to Value Realization criterion?
2. Please discuss your rationale for your rating of the Time to Value Realization criterion for this measure.

3. Do you have any additional comments or concerns related to this measure? 
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