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Assessment Committee Meeting Notes
Tuesday, January 08 at 10 A.M. 
Attending: Joe Johnson, Ken Smith, Rita Conrad, Jay Grussing, and David Leland
Notes
Benchmark 69, Drinking Water – Jay with guest – David Leland, Human Services Drinking Water Program Manager
Drinking Water Changes (doc).  
Gail Shibley’s PowerPoint on drinking water (from the July board meeting)
Existing Definition:

Percent of Oregonians served by public drinking water systems that meet health-based standards (water system has gone one year without violation)

Proposed Definition:
The percentage of Oregonians served by community water systems that receive drinking water that meet all applicable health-based drinking water standards during the year, and

The percentage of community water systems that provide drinking water that meet all applicable drinking water standards during the year.
Ken asks if there is a drinking water measure that captures the duration that a water system is failing to provide adequate water.  The existing and suggested benchmark only measures incident counts per community water system.  So each incident of a monitored contaminant exceeding acceptable levels designates that water system as failing regardless of how long the water system failed.
Dave states that the drinking water program and the EPA have examined the duration issue and developed a new measure that captures duration through the ratio of person/months.  However, the measure is new and will be scrutinized over the next few years.  But in the future the drinking water program might suggest adding a duration measure to the benchmark.  We likely would recommend keeping the rate measures but would add the measure on person/months.  The problem with measuring duration is that the rate is extremely small (under 99.9) given the relatively few days that violations occur.  Because of these very small rates it’s not expected that the EPA would abandon the population measures and we would want to remain consistent with the EPA.
The proposed two-part benchmark suggested in this meeting allows for policy discussions to involve both the rate of population meeting standards as well as number of systems meeting standards.  This dual approach addresses Gail Shibley’s concern that community drinking water systems in small communities were not being adequately captured in the current benchmark.

The assessment committee recommends the Benchmark 69 changes to the January board meeting for approval. 
The committee suggests that we highlight the benchmark and its improvements through a press release or some other notification.  The purpose would be to highlight the usefulness and scope of the drinking water benchmark.  Dave has a lot of insight into the measure and how it has influenced policy locally and at the federal level.  The committee would like to spotlight this benchmark success story.  Ken mentions that a student at the Atkinson School of Management is a report and could possibly be convinced to help draft a news story.
1. American Community Survey (ACS) as a data source for benchmarks – Jay

10 benchmarks are being examined as to the possibility of using the ACS as a data source. Most of these benchmarks currently get their data through the Oregon Population Survey (OPS). See OPS/ACS crosswalk for details.
2. Target-setting and the benchmark update process – Jay

Initially we delayed updating benchmark targets, assuming that the benchmarks would be changed by OSIII prior to the next report. With the delay in OSIII and the next benchmark report roughly a year away we need to start setting new benchmark targets (2010, 2015). This will slow the benchmark update process and will push the benchmark updates onto the assessment committee schedule since the targets need to be evaluated by the committee.
The committee asks how the target setting gets accomplished and who is invited into the discussion?  The benchmark contacts have always been the primary source for proposed targets.  The official guidelines are described in the target setting document.  This process is not transparent to many observers.  Questions exist such as:
· Who sets the targets

· When were the targets set

· Why, while answered in some degree in the target setting document, is not widely distributed.

· What are the limitations of setting targets

Action Items
· Committee recommends that Benchmark 69 changes be approved by the board
· Possibility of a press release/article on benchmark 69 (drinking water).

· Jay will construct a whitepaper on the target setting process






155 Cottage Street NE, U-20


Salem, Oregon 97301-3966


503-378-3201 Phone


503-373-7643 Fax


www.oregon.gov/DAS/OPB








THEODORE R. KULONGOSKI


Governor


Chair





MIKE JORDAN


Vice Chair





PAT ACKLEY





SUE DENSMORE





SARA GELSER





ANNABELLE JARAMILLO





JOE JOHNSON





ROBERT LANDAUER





JOHN MILLER





TOM POTIOWSKY





KURT SCHRADER





JAMES SAGER


For the Governor





Kristine Kautz


Ex Officio





MICHAEL OLSON


Student Ex Officio








RITA CONRAD


Executive Director











� Gail presented these concerns to the board at the July 2007 board meeting.





