
1. Criteria should not be listed as a footnote. All criteria and testing results needed to meet the 
criteria must be clearly spelled out in the E&M Guidebook and must not be addressed via a 
footnote.   

2. Please provide updates to the E&M Guidebook via a track changes version, or version with 
updates highlighted in yellow, and then also post a clean version of the Guidebook with 
track changes accepted.  This will allow developers, committee members and the public to 
clearly see the updates that are being made for the posted version of the Guidebook.   

3. Provide reference information as to why accountability reliability testing must meet the 
criteria of >=0.6 for 70% or more of the accountable entities.  The posted document 
https://www.qualityforum.org/WorkArea/linkit.aspx?LinkIdentifier=id&ItemID=97326 does 
not provide any details regarding how the 70% cutoff was determined.   

 
4. Under the validity criteria, clarify the use of face validity. Can face validity be submitted for a 

maintenance measure? Is face validity alone sufficient for initial endorsement, or is 
additional testing required?  Is it a requirement that face validity is submitted for a measure 
undergoing initial endorsement? There is a disparity between what is in the guidebook as 
required and what is listed online when you enter the measures.  

 
 
 
 

https://www.qualityforum.org/WorkArea/linkit.aspx?LinkIdentifier=id&ItemID=97326


 
5. Footnote #7 should be removed from face validity as it is not applicable.  

 
 

 
6. Multiple documents do not match, so it creates confusion in the criteria. In the Full Measure 

Submission template, Section 6, advises that questions 6.2.2, 6.2.3, 6.2.4, and 6.2.5 are 
required if the measure is in maintenance review or has a current status of ‘In Use’. The key 
here is the word OR. This wording says that it is required regardless of if the measure is new, 
as long as the developer checks that the measure is ‘In Use’. The Full Measure Submission 
template, Endorsement Guidebook and Measure Evaluation Rubric do not match. 
 
The Full Measure Submission template should be updated so that questions 6.2.2, 6.2.3, 
6.2.4, and 6.2.5 are required if the measure is in maintenance review. This section “or has a 
current status of ‘In Use’” should be removed, so that all of the documents mentioned 
above match, and it is clear what is required for maintenance and new measures. 
 


