Needs Study Group of the NAHASDA Formula Negotiated Rulemaking Committee
Conference Call

January 26, 2015
1:00 p.m. ET
Meeting Notes 


The conference call started with a roll call of all participants of the call, and all study group members were present except for the Southwest regional member or alternate.  The study group started the meeting by looking at the items on the proposed agenda.  The proposed agenda for the conference call was approved.  It was noted that it is not necessary to review agenda item 5 “Overview of Data Source Assessment Process document” since this document was already finalized.  The group then reviewed the meeting notes from the last conference call on January 12, 2015.  Without any changes or comments, the meeting notes were approved.  Jim Anderson was also introduced to the group as a new technical expert.    
Review and Approve Process Forms for Evaluators

The Data Source Characterization Process Matrix and the Data Source Evaluation Process Matrix were reformatted in Word in two different styles for each process: horizontal orientation and vertical orientation.  The reformatted process documents were posted online at the IHBG Rulemaking website for study group members to review.  The study group members did not have a strong preference as to which form will be better, so the group agreed to leave it up to the technical experts to decide which form was better to use.  

Review Screening Phase Recommendations
The group reviewed the next item on the agenda – review Screening Phase Recommendations.  Ben Winters sent out to the group the Data Source Screening Worksheet spreadsheet for review before the conference call.  This spreadsheet was also posted online on the IHBGrulemaking website on January 26th.  The second tab of the worksheet titled, “Detailed TE Responses” lists all of the different data source nominations, and shows the technical experts’ responses and notes for each nomination.  The initial screening questions used by the technical experts to review the nominations are from the Data Source Assessment Process Final 12-17-2014 document on the IHBGrulemaking website.  The first tab of the worksheet, titled, “Overview of Nominations” lists the data source nominations in groups numbered 1 through 4 based on the technical experts’ recommendation and provides an overall reason for grouping and discussion points.  The data source nominations were grouped into the following four categories:
· Group 1: Unanimous support among technical experts to reject these nominations. 

· Group 2: Technical experts mostly recommend rejecting these nominations but further discussions from the study group may be needed.

· Group 3: Technical experts mostly recommend accepting these nominations but further discussions from the study group may be needed.

· Group 4: Unanimous support among technical experts to accept these nominations. 

The study group went through each data source nomination and made a decision to either reject or accept the nomination.  The study group had detailed discussions on nominations from group 2 and group 3.  The decisions and discussions of the study group on each of the nomination groups are outlined below.
Group 1: The study group decided to reject all data source nominations in this group.
Specific Discussion/Comments:  
Nomination number 23: IRS data on Low Income Housing Tax Credit (LIHTC) housing
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that this data is not available for all tribes and there is not enough tenant information for this data source to move forward to the next phase.  This data source does not necessarily indicate anything about Indian Housing need.  There was a comment that even though this data source is not relevant for the IHBG formula, the data source is important and HUD should look into this data source, especially at areas not getting tax credit through state agencies. 
Nomination number 32: BIA Indian Labor Force Report
The group decided to reject this nomination because it is no longer active.  The IHBG Negotiated Rulemaking Committee worked on the Formula Area overlap and reached consensus on the proposed changes to the regulation.  It was noted that this data source rejection is not overriding the rule of the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee and the study group is respectful of the decision that the full Committee has made.  The study group is looking at this data source based on the initial screening questions outlined for this study group and seeing if this data source meets the minimum requirements to move forward to the next phase.    
Group 2: The study group decided to reject all data source nominations in this group.

Specific Discussion/Comments:  

Nomination number 5: Formula challenges with tribally collected data
The group decided to reject this nomination because most see this as a formula process rather than a data source, but a successful data challenge does indeed become a data source when entered into the formula.  It was noted that the group is rejecting this data source to move forward to the next phase, however this should not be interpreted that the study group is suggesting that there should not be a data challenge process.  Tribes can still challenge data according to the regulations.  This data source is just technically a different component of the formula. 
Nomination number 17: TDHE administrative records
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that there may be confidentiality issues with clients with this data source, and also tribal enrollment and data reported in Formula Response Forms are already listed in group 4. 
Nomination number 20: Free and reduced lunch program population
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that due to the community eligibility provision, the data produced from this source may not be reflective of housing need.
Nomination number 24: WIC (Department of Agriculture)
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that data is not available for all tribes.  There was a question about whether the data collected by WIC was close enough to measure Indian housing needs.  It was decided that this data source was a little distant from what the study group is working on.  

Nomination number 28: USPS vacancy data
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that there is an absence of qualitative information at a national level with this data source.  Also, it was noted that this type of data is not effective in rural areas and in homes attached to a P.O. Box.

Nomination number 45: US Dept. of Ed, National Center for Education Statistics, Common Core of Data (CCD)
The group decided to reject this nomination.  It was noted that this data source is an administrative data that states keep for their purposes and may not paint a complete picture that is useful for this study group.  It was also noted that this data does not cover BIA schools.   

Group 3: The study group decided to accept all data source nominations in this group.

Specific Discussion/Comments:  

Nomination number 2: National Tribal Survey - Administered by Tribes
The group decided to accept this nomination.  There was a discussion about whether to evaluate this separately from nomination number 1 “National Tribal Survey Administered by a Federal Agency” or together to avoid duplication efforts.  The group decided that since there is substantive difference in data collection, this nomination will be evaluated separately as there is enough information to assess properly between nomination number 2 and nomination number 1.  
Nomination number 19: U.S. Department of Agriculture 515 housing program
The group decided to accept this nomination.  There was a discussion about whether the 515 data measures the need for all Indian areas (especially Alaska).  The 515 data is currently being examined in the FCAS side.  With a comment that the technical experts should at least look at this report, this nomination was accepted to move forward to the characterization stage.  
Nomination number 21: Longitudinal Household Employer Dynamics data
The group decided to accept this nomination.  There was a discussion about whether this was a repackaging of another data source.  It was noted that data from the state of Massachusetts is missing in this data source.  The study group decided that since this data source is manipulated enough to look at on its own, nomination was accepted to move forward to the characterization stage.  

Nomination number 46: Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), National Center for Health Statistics, Vital Statistics
The group decided to accept this nomination.  There was a discussion about the sheer volume of data to evaluate as there is a lot of data that is not relevant and there are some data points that are useful.  It was noted that the technical experts will examine the data and provide specific write ups of why certain data is recommended.  It was also noted that the study group will get some say in why and how which sources will be evaluated.  
Group 4: The study group decided to accept all data source nominations in this group without further discussions.

Meetings in the Study group Timeline 
In the last conference call, the study group decided that the group should identify when to have meetings during the Screening, Characterization, and Evaluation Phases of this timeline.  Based on the study group members’ schedules, the following meeting dates were proposed:
· March 2nd: Conference Call to discuss the first draft of the Characterization Phase.

· March 16th: Conference Call to discuss which data sources to move forward to the Evaluation Phase.

· April 20th: Conference Call to discuss the first draft of the Evaluation Phase.

· May 18th: In-person meeting to discuss the final Evaluations. 
It was noted that all conference calls will take place on Mondays at 1PM Eastern time.  The study group approved the first three conference call dates (March 2nd, March 16th, and April 20th).  Glenda Green will be sending out a calendar invite for these three conference calls.  There was a suggestion to have the In-person meeting during the NAIHC meeting.  The exact date of the In-person meeting will be on-hold until further discussions.  It was recommended that the study group members look at the Study Group Timeline that is posted online on the IHBGrulemaking website on a weekly basis for updates.  As this document is updated, the study group members will be notified via email.  

In wrapping up, the study group expressed their appreciation and thanks to the technical experts for their hard work.  The next conference call will be on Monday, March 2, 2015, at 1:00pm Eastern Time.  
