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Targeted Data Quality Review Planning Template 




Country:  							Principal Recipient:           



Grant Number(s):									











PART A: BASIC INFORMATION 
    ☐   Desk review          ☐  Data verification     ☐   M&E systems assessment


(1) Data Quality Review components to be conducted?



Local Fund Agent conducting the Targeted DQR  


	Names of Experts
	Position
	LOE expected

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	

	
	
	










(3) Expected dates of field work:    	       				to


(4) Previous data quality findings and recommendations

Please use space below to provide a status update on recommendations from the last data quality assessment. 
	Recommendation
	Given Timeline
	Actions taken
	Current Status

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


PART B: METHODOLOGY
(1) Program indicators to be reviewed for data verification and for desk review
Complete the table below for each indicator to be reviewed
	Selected indicator
	Reporting period to be assessed
	Rationale for indicator selection
	Data source/type of documentation
(and rationale for selection)
	Information system used for collecting data

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	





(2) Data Verification and M&E Systems Assessment
a. Levels:
1. At which level(s) will the data verification be conducted?    ☐  Facility       ☐  District      ☐  Other       ☐  N/A
                                  If other or N/A, please provide detail:
	



2. At which level(s) will the M&E Systems Assessment be conducted?    ☐ Facility    ☐   District	   ☐Other      ☐ N/A
                                   If other or N/A, please provide detail
	



b. Site selection: Clearly describe the sampling approach to be employed for the Data Verification and M&E Systems Assessment components site selection including details on the administrative levels, completeness of the sampling frame, randomization approach and sample size. 
1. Description:
	




2. Enter the facilities selected and, if applicable, sampling weights for each
	Administrative Level
	Number
	Name
	Type of Facility
	DQR indicators to be assessed
	Sampling weight (where applicable)

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	

	Choose an item.	
	
	
	
	


(3) Desk Review:  For each data quality indicator and program indicator in the below table, please indicate the Local Fund Agent’s agreement with the Country Team on 1) whether the data quality indicator will be included in the desk review analysis, and 2) at which levels (where applicable). Refer to Table 1.2 in the WHO DQR Toolkit for data quality indicator definitions.

	DIMENSION 1: COMPLETENESS OF REPORTING 

	Data quality Indicator
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]

	Completeness of district reporting
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Timeliness of district reporting
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Completeness of facility reporting
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Timeliness of facility reporting
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Completeness of indicator data 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Consistency of reporting completeness
	
	
	
	
	
	

	DIMENSION 2: INTERNAL CONSISTENCY OF REPORTED DATA

	Data quality Indicator
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]

	Outliers
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Consistency over time
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Consistency between related indicators
	
	
	
	
	
	



	DIMENSION 3: EXTERNAL COMPARISON

	Data quality Indicator
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]

	Comparison of routine data with population-based survey values from the same period
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Comparison between program and HMIS values
	
	
	
	
	
	



	DIMENSION 4: EXTERNAL CONSISTENCY OF POPULATION DATA

	Data quality Indicator
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]
	Program Indicator: [ADD]

	Consistency of population projections
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Consistency of denominator between program data and official government population statistics
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Consistency of population trend
	
	
	
	
	
	




PART C: DATA COLLECTION

(1) Please use this section to provide a brief description on plans for data collection, including how you plan to engage stakeholders, for each of the Targeted Data Quality Review components applicable (data verification, monitoring and evaluation systems assessment, and desk review): 






(2) Please provide a chart depicting the data flow from service delivery sites, through intermediate aggregation levels (if any), up to Principal Recipient Program Management Unit (PMU) or monitoring and evaluation office level for each information system used for indicators selected for this Targeted Data Quality Review.























Annexes

PART D: TERMS OF REFERENCE

Attach the agreed-upon terms of reference for the Targeted Data Quality Review. The terms of reference should be based on the Targeted Data Quality Review Terms of Reference Template and should include, among other things: objectives of the assessment; scope of sampling at the different administrative levels, indicators; specific tasks; expected outputs and deliverables, and expected time frame and level of effort. 
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