OES Policy Council meeting quick notes

April 1 and 2, 2008 ▪ Washington, D.C.
1. Program updates

· Wage intervals: The November panel will use updated wage intervals to reflect minimum wage increases.  The new wage intervals will be posted on StateWeb.  

· Pilot Response Campaign Team (PRCT): George will update the PRCT report and forward it to the Policy Council when approved by the PRCT.  The results from the second panel were similar to the first panel.
· Postcard test results:  Sending a postcard for the second mailout appears to be a viable cost-savings measure that does not greatly affect response rates.    More analysis, such as the effect by area size or type of respondent, is needed to determine whether to implement follow-up postcards.  The upcoming OES print contract for FY09 will accommodate the possibility of producing and mailing follow-up postcards.  BLS will continue to monitor response rates for any lingering impact.  
· P-percent rule: BLS implemented the p-percent rule in the latest set of estimates, as explained in a recent s-memo S-08-04.  The p parameter is a sensitive value and is only shared on a need-to-know basis.  If you know what the p parameter is, please do not reveal its value to others. 

· OES-NCS integration: Alexandra Hall from CO will take  Brynn Keith’s place as a State Representative on the Integration Management Team (IMT) on April 15.  Dixie Sommers and Phil Doyle from the IMT presented notes from the sponsor briefing.  IMT is interested in State feedback on the new Measurement Objectives document, which is available on StateWeb, under IMT- background documents.  Tom and Darragh will solicit the States for feedback on IMT’s measurement objectives, allowing 3 weeks for feedback in writing.
· Opportunity to participate in SOC coding website development: The Federal Register Notice is expected to be released by OMB soon, after which the public will have 60 days to comment.  The SOC team is looking for 5 volunteers from State and regional offices to comprise a regionally representative group with a range of familiarity with SOC coding and questions.  This team will propose a format to post national office coding assistance, including coding standardization policy, on a Stateweb page.  No web design background necessary.  The group will meet for 8-10 hours per month for a couple of months.  States will be asked to e-mail Anne at Marshall.anne@bls.gov with nominees by April 25, 2008.  
· Greg Wilson presented an update on ETA.  Details will be posted in the full minutes.  Oriane will add a paragraph to her memo for ETA explaining governance system for EDS and what the PMP does.  

2.   Summary of sample reallocation discussion 

· The policy council generally agreed that a change to the current sample allocation among the states is necessary.  Three important reasons for reallocating sample among the states include:

a) 
The current fixed state sample sizes have been the same since 1996.

b) 
Changes in the economy demand a new allocation among states. 
c) 
The allocation methodology needs to be updated to be consistent with current 
sample design methodology.
· The policy council generally agreed that the reliability of occupational estimates should be consistent across OES MSA and balance of state areas.

· The FY09 cooperative agreement negotiations assume a return of the total sample, 1.2 million sample units for 3 panels.  (Although there is always a possibility that we will have a continuing resolution.)
· With any allocation method, some states will gain and some States will lose sample units, which will, in turn, affect funding allocations.  As a result, it is important to determine a way to phase-in the allocation over time.  
· States that may lose sample under the redistribution would not be permitted to purchase back additional sample.  

· The States that didn’t purchase sample in 08 will continue to see greater variability in their estimates.  We need to discuss implications for projections.

· Allocating to MSAs = more data for more areas.  —Another way to express the redesign option is by removing State boundary construction.  That is State divided by x areas within each state becomes national divided by y areas across the nation.  The purpose is to have more consistent reliability across areas than we do currently.
· Additional research will be conducted to support our deliberations: how sample sizes might change over time (for consideration relative to “hold harmless”); what empirical principles we might adopt with respect to definition of certainty units, employment size criteria for geographic area distributions, and minimum sample size criteria for sample strata.
· Some minimum change must be implemented in the November 2009 to address sample shortfalls in some states.
· OES PC will have a teleconference on April 30 to further discuss the reallocation.

3.   Upcoming meetings

· Teleconferences at 2 PM EST: Wed, April 30; Wed, May 7.; Wed, June 4. 
· Next meeting in Washington Tues, August 12 and Wed, August 13 

Action items

· George will update the PRCT report and forward it to the Policy Council. 

· Tom and Darragh will solicit the States for feedback on IMT’s measurement objectives.  They will allow 3 weeks to arrange feedback in writing.
· Carrie will look into Florida’s comment that when the title file from SPAM is loaded in, it erases State notes.  

· Carrie will send the States the fillable form for states to test in-house.
· Oriane will add a paragraph to her memo for ETA explaining who supports EDS and what the PNP does.

· Anne Marshall will update the Coding Assistance Workgroup (CAW) solicitation with her e-mail address and will send the updated document to the PC.  States will be asked to e-mail Anne at Marshall.anne@bls.gov with nominees by April 25, 2008.  

· SMS will perform additional research to address policy council questions about the proposed “MSA” method of sample allocation.  

