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

June 18, 2015
2:00 p.m. ET 
Meeting Notes 

The conference call started with a roll call of all participants on the call.  Six of the seven study group members or alternates were present.  The Eastern Woodlands regional member or alternate was not present.  The group continued their discussion of the core data sources, starting with the continuation of discussion on the completeness section of the National Tribal Survey - Administered by Tribes.
National Tribal Survey - Administered by Tribes

Completeness

There was a comment by a study group member that her comments/requests to the technical experts for the National Tribal Survey - Administered by Federal Agency also apply to the National Tribal Survey - Administered by Tribes.  There was a comment by a study group participant if the technical experts can make sure the language about the Master Address File (MAF) is aligned throughout the evaluations for data sources that utilize this?  The technical experts will make sure that it is aligned (the benefits/limitations will be similar and discuss whether or not there are divergent from there).  There was another comment by a study group participant about language in the characterizations about sample size for areas with non-AIAN population.  In particular, he asked if the sample size is large enough to make sure you’re grabbing a representative sample of the AIAN population? The technical experts will take a look at this.  
Availability

There was a comment by a study group member that there are differences in cost estimates in the characterizations and evaluations and Todd Richardson was going to look into this.  There was a question by a study group participant about whether there is increased cost for HUD for audits or monitoring to see if tribes are administering the survey consistently across the country?  Another comment raised was about a need for a discussion about the potential stability of funding over time, especially when a survey like this is measuring just Indian housing needs.  The technical experts can discuss these comments and report back to the study group.  
Another comment raised by a study group participant was about whether there would be a more stringent protocol or methodology for this data source than is currently in place for a Census Challenge?  If so, would this impose a more significant burden on tribes?  The technical experts will also discuss this comment and report back to the study group.  
There was a question by a study group member about whether this process anticipates HUD or the Census Bureau completing the compilation process?  In response, a technical expert stated that the Census Bureau will most likely not complete the compilation process.  Another technical expert commented that the anticipated process be more robust by HUD (auditing and verifying) and may require additional resources.   It was noted that the overall rating of availability was taken based on assumptions and projections mentioned in the beginning of this data source evaluation.  A study group member commented that it will be helpful to put this information about the assumptions also in the overall rating response.  
Transparency

A study group member asked if the experts had looked at evaluations in similar surveys conducted by other tribes.  A technical expert responded that they have looked at surveys conducted by other tribes but we are limiting this to something that is of a national scope.  The technical experts will make note of other tribal surveys that have been completed and note anything that was discovered or takeaways from those surveys.  
Another group member asked if there was any information tracking how many surveys (Census Challenges) have been done by tribes?  It was mentioned that this question is actually TA Request #24 and the response is posted online on the IHBGrulemaking website.  
A study group participant requested that the technical experts highlight the distinctions between local or regional tribally done surveys and national surveys. The technical experts will take a look at this.  It was noted that as discussed in the last conference call, the design component of this being that tribes will be involved in this and there will be a level of transparency based on that design.  The technical Experts will discuss how to fairly state that to acknowledge that answers to the questions were not currently available but there was an assumption that the design will promote transparency.  
There was a request by a study group member for the technical experts to take a look at and discuss the references to the target population (points out the regional differences) in the ACS evaluation and see if it is worth repeating that narrative in the Tribal Survey sections.  The technical experts will take a look at this.  
A study group participant asked if the technical experts will give additional consideration to the question of how tribal surveys are intended to measure population (individuals receiving services under NAHASDA), if the survey will first verify tribal enrollment?  A technical expert responded that a quick answer is no and it has not been envisioned that they will check tribal ID.  
A study group participant also asked for some members of tribes wanting to opt out of the tribal survey, where do you get the data for that tribe?  Does that do anything to the overall quality of the national tribal survey?  The technical experts will take a look at this. 
 A study group participant requested that the technical experts take a look at the evaluator’s comments on the second paragraph of page 14 of this section, and see if this is a comment just for question 1 or for both questions 1 and 2.   
Discussion about the Face-to-Face meeting in Seattle

The study group then moved onto discussions about the Face-to-Face meeting in Seattle next week.  The technical experts will start addressing questions/comments raised by the study group during the discussions of the evaluations.  Since Todd Richardson and Pat Boyston were not on the call today, the group was not able to confirm this with them.  Kevin Klingbeil will create a list of questions/comments raised by the study group during the conference calls so that the technical experts can review the same list while editing the evaluations.  The technical experts requested that the meeting notes from the last three conference calls be emailed to them directly.  There was a question about how the Final Report was structured?  A study group member responded that the Final Report will contain a collection of documents that were already developed by the study group and the last section will be the study group’s recommendations.  Another study group member mentioned that the study group may not reach consensus but the study group has a duty to articulate the two opinions in the Final Report.  Glenda Green mentioned that HUD is in the process of collecting and summarizing for the draft of the Final Report based on the report outline with the exclusion of the executive summary, the results of the data source evaluations, and the study group’s recommendations.  This draft report will be sent out to the study group in a day or so with an understanding that it is a rough draft but helpful for discussion in next week’s meeting.  
A study group member suggested that as a written assignment for the study group members to have a written draft of the Executive Summary and a recommendation for the Seattle meeting.  Deirdre Flood will not be able to attend the Seattle meeting but will be calling in to the meeting on the conference call line; Aneva Yazzie will be attending in her place.  The study group decided on the following agenda items for the Seattle meeting: 

· Report from the technical experts on any changes to the evaluations based on the study group’s feedback and a discussion of this.
· Review of draft Final Report.
· Open discussion on data sources.
· Discussion on the study group’s recommendation, including how the data source recommended will be implemented. 

Gary Cooper will put together the Agenda for the Seattle meeting and email this out to the study group.
In closing, it was noted that it is expected that the study group review and be ready to discuss the draft Final Report at the Seattle meeting.  The next meeting will be on Tuesday, June 23, 2015, at 8:00am Pacific Time at the Northwest Office of Native American Programs Office.  
