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

July 27, 2015
12:00 p.m. ET 
Meeting Notes 

The conference call started with a roll call of all participants on the call.  All seven study group members or alternate were present.  The following agenda items discussed during the last conference call were proposed for today’s call:
1. Review and Discuss Final Draft of the Study Group Report.

2. Discuss the Study Group’s Recommendations for the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.
3. Discuss the American Community Survey (ACS) Enhancement Recommendation from the Technical Experts.
Review and Discuss Final Draft of the Study Group Report

The study group reviewed and had a discussion about the Draft Study Group Report that was emailed out to the group last Friday.  The study group approved the following changes to the Draft Study Group Report:

· Study Group agreed to be consistent throughout the report and use the terms “Data Study Group” and “technical experts.”

· Page 5 under the Background Section:

· Remove the following words from this bullet point: An initial screening process of those data sources that included recommendations from technical support persons agreed upon by the study group;

· Go through the paragraph describing the nomination process and make sure the numbers referenced matches with the updated Memorandum numbers.
· Page 10, fourth paragraph: replace the word “technical committee” with “work group”
· Page 12, IHBG Study Group Timeline: Go through and make sure all meeting dates are correct and add study group meetings in 2014 prior to the December 2014 meeting.

· Page 19: Add and replace with the following words:
On September 25, 2014 at 79 FR 57489, HUD placed published a Notice in the Federal Register Notice 24 CFR Chapter IX in the Federal Register, Volume 79, No. 186, dated Thursday, September 25, 2014, requesting information to assist for the Native American Housing Assistance and Self-Determination Formula Negotiated Rulemaking Committee Act of 1996.  The Specifically, the Notice stated that HUD’s Negotiated Rulemaking Committee is:

The Notice requested interested members of the public “to provide information regarding alternate data sources, including ACS, which might serve as the basis upon which the needs variables of the IHBG formula could be based.”  The September 25, 2014, Notice also stated that the Committee established a Data Study Group to identify and review all relevant data sources to determine whether the source might serve as the basis for the needs variables of the IHBG formula.  The deadline for comments was October 27, 2014.  

· Page 20: Add/replace  the following words to the paragraphs below:
Commenters responding Respondents to the Notice nominated two data sources for the population variable of the formula: Tribal Enrollment records and Indian Health Service (IHS) user population data.  

Public Notice respondents also suggested Commenters also recommended that the Study Group evaluate several other specific data sources: TDHE administrative records, Head Start early childhood education program data, U.S. Department of Agriculture 515 Housing Program, Free and Reduced Lunch program population and Longitudinal Household Employer Dynamics data.  

Public comments addressing other issues raised by commenters -- measuring alternative needs, handling Formula Area overlaps, and mitigating perceived inequity between small and large tribes – already are being addressed by the Full Committee Negotiated Rulemaking Committee process. 

· Data sources rejected at initial screening Chart:
Nomination Number 17: Delete the following sentence under reason for rejecting: However, Technical Experts wanted study group members to discuss what specific administrative records may be useful.

Format Nomination Number 38 so that the information is not split into two pages.
· Page 31, paragraph before the Chart: add clarification that information on each characterization can be found in the appendix.

· Data sources passing initial screening and characterization recommendations Chart:
Data Source 11: Delete the following sentences: Enrollment records could not support formula variables because all tribes may not distinguish between single- and multi-race members. Further, enrollment requirements are not consistent across tribes.  
· Core Data – Current and Potential Use Chart:
Add “and/or tribal members” in reference to eligible tribes under the Major caveat(s) column

Add the following words: Does not currently exist; time to develop, high cost including administrative burden to tribes undertake; would be difficult to ensure uniform data collection across all tribal areas
· Core Data – Technical Experts’ Evaluation Review Summaries Chart:

The technical experts will have a conversation offline to resolve differences in how they have rated the variables.
· Page 55: Add/replace  the following words to the paragraphs below:
PRO:  One strong argument for the ACS is that it is AVAILABLE at no additional cost.  All reviewers rate it as Excellent on this factor.  It also does very well for RELEVANCY, with ratings from Excellent to Good.  The ACS collects all of the data needed under the current regulations and offers some choice of other data that could be used for alternative variables aspect of housing needs. It does not, however, have all data that might be asked for in a discussion of new variables other new aspect of housing needs.  For example, it does not contain verifiable information on enrolled members, nor does it collect data that aligns with some definitions of Indian families within an Indian area.

Discuss the Study Group’s Recommendations to the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee

The study group then discussed the Study Group’s Recommendations for the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.  The group agreed to the following changes to the language of the recommendations:
· Recommendation 1:
Rename the following paragraph as 1a and move the paragraph right above recommendation 2: Recommendation to a discussion at the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee whether or not to exclude South, Central, and Canadian AIAN from the Decennial Census and the ACS.

· Recommendation 2:
· Remove Option 3.
· Rename Option 4 as Option 3.
· Delete the following sentences under Option 3: TE runs all four proposals above to compare using the “better of” from Proposal 1 (above) in all three scenarios.  Timing of the completion of these runs will be emailed to Study Chair.  
The study group then moved onto voting on the wording of Recommendation 2 Option 1.  The vote was to decide if the following sentence should be removed: Until the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee changes the variables to match the questions in the ACS.  There was a roll call vote of the study group members on the removal of this language from Option 1 of recommendation 2.  The group did not reach consensus on this: six members supported the removal of this language and one member rejected the removal of this language.  Six study group members accepting the removal of this language are: Carol Gore, Thomas Springer (alternate for Heather Cloud), Gary Cooper, Jason Adams, Deidre Flood, and Karin Foster.  One study group member rejecting the removal of this language was: Glenda Green.  Also, it was noted that Carol Gore voted in favor of removing this language on the assumption that the study group is moving all three options under recommendation 2 forward.  Since the group could not reach consensus, there will be a majority position and a minority position in the Study Group Report .  The study group did not have any concerns about the language for options 2 and 3.  

The study group then moved onto voting on moving Recommendation 2(Remaining Six Need Variables) forward to the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.  There were two proposals for the study group to consider for recommendation 2, but neither achieved consensus.  The first proposal was to recommend one of the three options for full Committee consideration, and the second was to present all three options for the full Committee to discuss.  The following study group members rejected moving one of the three options to the full Committee consideration: only moving Option 1 was rejected by Glenda Green, only moving Options 2 was rejected by Jason Adams, and only moving Options 3 was rejected by Jason Adams.  
The study group then moved onto voting on moving recommendation 2 with all three options forward to the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.  The group did not reach consensus on this: five members supported and two members rejected moving all three options forward.  Five study group members accepting this are: Carol Gore, Thomas Springer (alternate for Heather Cloud), Gary Cooper, Deidre Flood, and Glenda Green.  Two study group members rejecting this are: Jason Adams and Karin Foster.  Without consensus, this will move forward as a majority and minority position in the Study Group Report.  It was noted that Jason Adams and Karin Foster cannot move any recommendations forward that supports using the ACS data because a significant portion of the tribes in their regions lose money every time ACS is used. 
It was decided that Glenda Green will do a final cursory review of the Study Group Report before it gets sent out to the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.  With all changes proposed today, the study group accepted the Study Group Report.

Discuss the American Community Survey (ACS) Enhancement Recommendation from the Technical Experts.

The group then moved onto a discussion about the ACS enhancement recommendation from the technical experts.  This is not ready yet but the technical experts will do their best to pull this together and send it to the study group by July 28th.  The study group expressed that they would like to see this and suggested replacing this as Section 11 of the Study Group Report. 

In closing, the group mentioned that there is a study group meeting on Monday, August 10th at 3:00pm before the Negotiated Rulemaking Meeting in Scottsdale.  The technical experts will meet at noon on August 10th.  Todd Richardson will put together a PowerPoint presentation of the Study Group’s Final Report to present to the Negotiated Rulemaking Committee.  The following agenda items were proposed for the next study group meeting in Scottsdale:

· Review PowerPoint Presentation.

· Approve meeting notes from last study group meetings.

The next study group meeting will be on Monday, August 10, 2015, at 3:00pm Mountain Time.  
