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PROCEEDI NGS

(8:38 a.m)

M5. TI DWELL- PETERS: Panel, good norning. This
is Day 2 of the Panel’s Quarterly Meeting. | would now
like to turn the nmeeting over to the Panel Chair, Dr.
Mary Barros-Bailey. Mary.

DR. BARRCS- BAI LEY: Thank you, Debra. Good
nor ni ng, everybody. Hope you had a good night | ast
ni ght.

And | would like to thank you for your
attendance live or tel ephonically to the second day of
our Third Quarterly Meeting for the O DAP

Bef ore we go through the Appendi x for today,
|"d like to announce to those who are listening in
remotely to follow along you can visit our website,
soci al security.gov/oidadp for a copy of our agenda. Al so
at the website you can go to the neeting information and
obtai n copies of past agendas and the PowerPoints that go
along with those agendas. You can also go the Panel’s
docunents web page for technical and working papers for
formal correspondence and our first report that was
delivered to Comm ssioner Astrue in Septenber 2009.

And as we indicate at the beginning of each
nmeeting, the charter of the Occupational |nformation

Devel opnental Advi sory Panel, or ODAP, is to provide the
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4
Social Security Adm nistration with independent advice
and recomendations for the devel opment of an
occupational information systemto replace the D ctionary
of Cccupational Titles and Disability Adjudication.

And | know |I’ve said it for the |ast few
meetings that to clarify that the task of the Panel is
not to develop the O S itself. But as our nane inplies,
it’s to provide advisory reconmendati ons.

And | astly before we get into the agenda today,
just remnding all those present |ive or telephonically
that we are in the mddle of receiving public feedback
t hrough regul ati ons. gov through the June 30th, 2010
period. W will accept public feedback at any point, but
that will consolidate a |ot of the feedback to help with
our process.

So let’s go ahead and | ook at today’s agenda.
W will start this norning by |ooking at the draft report
in terns of the feedback for the National Academ es of
Sci ence report on the O'NET. W wll go into a break.

Debra Tidwel |l -Peters, do we have anybody signed
up for public coment? ay. Then we have nobody signed
up for public comrent today.

So we will go into the Adm nistrative Meeting
and then we will adjourn for today.

Before we get into the agenda, it canme to ny
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attention that we have in our folders a copy of the

m nutes for the Research Subconmttee. One of the
aspects of those mnutes was sonme activity that has
happened between SSA and DOL. | think that’s inportant
to maybe tal k about before we get into the deliberation
and cl oseout on the feedback on that NAS report.

So I"'mgoing to ask our Chair for Research to
maybe tal k about that a little bit, Mrk.

MEMBER W LSON: Yeah, we have had sone
i nvol venent and rather than try and summari ze that, 1’d
rather ask either Sylvia or Allen, who were directly
i nvol ved, to maybe give us a briefing on that.

MEMBER KARVAN: Good norning, everyone. W,
Al'lan Hunt and I and Shirleen Roth, nmet with people from
the Bureau of Labor Statistics in May. And initially our
intent there was to begin discussions with -- certainly
with BLS for starters on how we can actually access or
get to the entities. Wen we begin conducting job
anal yses, how are we going to sanple for jobs across the
nation and how are we going to get to the entities?

And so there were a nunber of things that we
had been considering in terns of either getting to the
entities -- in other words, conducting -- finding the
j obs through the entities or finding the jobs through

i ndi vi dual s who may have reported types of work that they
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do through the Census Bureau Anerican Survey. So in any
case we did neet with them It was a very good
di scussi on.

Per haps Al l an can give us sonme background on
what we | earned about the type of data that they do
coll ect fromenployers and what our next steps are going
to be.

MEMBER HUNT: Yeah, these are the people who do
t he occupational enploynent statistics, gather the
nunbers that we see. There were two nmain reasons to go
to see them One obviously to get sone benefit from
their experience. They've been doing this for a while.
And second to explore the possibility that they m ght
have some kind of data that we could use as a test bed to
suppl emrent the BOACH (phonetic), that study anyway, from
a broader perspective, not just clainmants. Dixie Sumrers
runs that program and her boss, Jack, Jack -- | forget.

MEMBER KARMAN: Jack Cel man.

MEMBER HUNT: Jack, okay.

MEMBER KARMAN: And George Stanos is the person
t hat works for Dixie.

MEMEBER HUNT: Coincidentally Jack is the Chair
of the SOC Revision Commttee for the federal governnent.
So he was al so a good contact to make. The bad news is

that the way they collect these data from enpl oyers
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specifically is to send out essentially a list of SOC
titles that they believe are relevant to the industry of
the organi zational unit. So they sort of pre-judge what
they think the people have. And then they just basically
ki ck the nunbers according to SOC categories. That means
there is no sub-level detail avail able.

However, there are another group of enployers,
particularly | arger enployers, who have said that’s too
much trouble for us. W will send you our payrol
[isting which includes the job title. Therefore, these
are not already SOC classified. So there is sone sub
detail available potentially. W didn't ask specifically
if they could make those avail abl e, but we expressed sone
interest in that possibility.

| second the judgnent that it was a very good
neeting. They seened very receptive. You know, these
t hi ngs al ways have conplications that aren’t apparent on
the surface or on the first exposure. But it seened to
nme it was very, very productive. They also, which we
al ready knew, but urged us to talk to people at the
Census Bureau, who gather data fromindividuals and
process it differently of course. And it’s nmuch nore
promsing if you think about the possibilities here.

Census is going to be asking us and ot her

people, well, what is it that you do. So they are going
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to get those direct job titles as reported by

i ndividuals, the really nmessy stuff. But that m ght be
exactly what we want and that woul d provide again a way
to explore the feasibility of collecting these kinds of
data from i ndivi dual s.

So we had actually hoped to have nmade the
connection to Census before this neeting, but neither
Sylvia nor I were available. And so it turned out we
haven’t done that yet.

But that’s the next step is to figure out --
talk to the anal ogous people at the Census Bureau about
their collection and processing of data. Presumably
t hey’ ve got a bunch of people in a basenent sonmewhere
taking these raw data and classifying theminto SOC
categories. And we want to talk to those people and gain
fromtheir experience. So that’'s the report.

MEMBER KARMAN:  One of the things that did cone
up in the discussion with BLS was that -- and | think
this is a really good point that they made was even if we
go to Census and talk to them about the data that they're
col l ecting, perhaps the Anerican Community Survey, that
if we could get the data before they roll it up into SOC
code, that would be really helpful to us especially if
there’s any description. Even if it’s a one-line

description, that kind of gives you the sense of what
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perhaps the industry, you know, the associate was

working in or whatever. That m ght be hel pful. But they
did point out that eventually you' re going to have to
knock on the door of an enployer. So then we had sone

di scussi ons about how can we | everage or triangulate or
what other verb | can cone up with to take perhaps Census
data and the Bureau of Labor Statistics information and
see if we can get to the -- | don’'t know. But anyway
that -- so there’s nore to be explored there on that,

t hat di scussi on.

So anyway, thank you.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: And | understand that
there was al so sone interest on SSA data in ternms of
potential sharing of data sets?

MEMBER KARMAN:. Yeah, there was. And actually
we opened the neeting by saying we'd like to talk with
you all a little bit about the data that you all oversee.
And what is available that you can share with us? And so
that’s what we were tal king about with BLS. And of
course there was sone questions around, well, what kind
of data did we have available that may in fact be of
interest to them

So we’ve gone back to take a | ook at an
inventory of the kind of data sets that Social Security

has both in ternms of primary data that we collect as well
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as for our -- for a variety of program purposes, not
just disability program as well as any secondary dat a.

And t hen what exactly, you know, what are the
protocol and agreenents around those data sets?
Certainly | think that that kind of information is
certainly also going to be helpful to us. So we're
al ready aware of the need for that.

And there was a RAND study about 10 years ago
that conpiled a lot of -- it did at | east a pretty good
inventory what Social Security data sets are already
avai lable. So we’ve got that and we’re using that to
determine if there are other things that haven't been
mentioned that have occurred over the last 10 years that
aren’t reflected in that.

And one of the things that we had an assi gnnent
for with the Research Subcomm ttee was to get that
information to the Research Subconmm ttee, which of course
we nmade avail able the rest of the Panel.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Thank you. Mark

MEMBER WLSON: | just wanted to say that this
whol e sanpling issue is very inportant. The Research
Subconmittee is focusing on a nunber of efforts. And
we're very appreciative of the work Sylvia and Al lan did.
And we’re pl anning potential roundtables, professional

devel opment and things of that sort as we get into this.
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To me one of the exciting things is the issue
that you were tal king about |ast, the possibility of both
i ncreasi ng the accuracy of data through sharing and
cooperation and perhaps reducing costs of sonme of these
ot her data efforts, having potentially one source to get
at sone of these issues. Social Security may very well
have a nuch | arger sanpling of what we m ght call raw job
title data of the population than these other agencies
are ever able to get access to. And were that the case,
we may be able to get nmuch nore accurate results.

And | get excited about the idea we may be able
to cooperate and inprove the quality of everyone s data
here. And so it’s tangentially related to our efforts,
but I think it’s an area of potential greater efficiency
and accuracy. CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Thank you. Are
there any questions or Mark, Allan, or Sylvia? Ckay,

t hank you for doing that.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: | guess | do have one
guestion. You tal ked about you net with Bureau of Labor
folks. But are there plans yet in place to neet wth the
Census Bureau?

MEMBER KARMAN. W haven’t had any di scussion
with Census staff as of comng here. So we nmet with
Bureau of Labor on May 11th. So the next step is for us

to locate the appropriate staff at Census Bureau and neet
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wi th them hopefully sonetine during the sumer when we
get our schedul es together. So that’s next.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Tom

MEMBER HARDY: A quick question. | think you
started out by saying there was -- have we had any nore
conversation wth Departnment of Labor at any |evel at
this point since the |ast neeting?

MEMBER KARMAN: The Bureau of Labor Statistics
is in the Departnent of Labor. And we’ve also had
meetings with the ETA. Is that what you' re talking
about, Ton? Do you mean Enpl oynment Training
Adm ni strati on people who are responsi ble for devel opi ng
t he O*NET?

MEMBER HARDY: That’'s exactly right.

MEMBER KARMAN: Yeah, a good question because

we have actually had a nunmber of teleconferences, -- 2, a
nunber and it was two. So and that was -- one was at the
end of April. Pam Frooley and Janet Sten and | were

trying valiantly to get together at the end of April.

And then through a series of other issues that were

com ng up for both ETA and for Social Security, we were
unabl e to get physically together. So we did have a tine
to tal k by phone. And that was very hel pful sort of just
to get caught up with what they’'re working on and what

we're -- nostly in ternms on what we’re working on since
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we're really in a devel opnental stage. And
then we did speak with ETA again on Monday to catch up
with here’s where we are with our process and talk
further about the type of that work we’'re engaged with
right now and what -- give them some background about not
only what we’re working on but also the fact that we’ ve
been tal king with BLS.

Because | think that anything that we can do in
ternms of exploring other ways of getting to entities and
sanpling information as they are al so engaged in
obviously needing to get to entities, albeit they are
using a different data collection processi ng we have
di scussed using. Nonetheless, they can certainly benefit
fromthat as well. So it’'s sort of, | think, sone val ue
in all three groups kind of sharing that conversation.

So does that answer your question, Tonf?

MEMBER HARDY: It does. Thank you. | talked
to Mary about this. | have a concern that we need to
keep conmuni cati on open with Departnent of Labor, not
Bureau of Labor Statistics. But that departnent
particularly | think there’s a lot of potential interface
that we have coming up in the future and | just want to
make sure that we have that open

MEMBER KARMAN: Yeah, and this has been

ongoi ng. W have ongoi ng discussion with the folks in
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ETA, so | think that’s been really -- that’s been
hel pful all al ong.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Al lan and then Deb.

MEMBER HUNT: Just want to add that the OES
program the people that we talked to at BLS provide the
sanpling frame fromwhich the O*NET peopl e work
apparently. W didn't have tinme to get into that in
great depth. But O*NET conmes to these folks to figure
out which enployers should we try to sanple. So that
makes them doubly valuable in nmy m nd.

MEMBER LECHNER: And this is just a point or
guestion of information because | don’t know what DOL is
doing currently. But are they currently sendi ng out
folks to analyze jobs to collect further data for O°NET.
O what’'s sort of the status on that, Sylvia? And who is
doing that? 1Is it being done internally by Departnment of
Labor, or have they outsourced it to a contractor to do
t hat ?

MEMBER KARMAN: | have no information from ETA
that indicates that they re conducting job anal yses on
site if that’s your question.

| s that your question?

MEMBER LECHNER:  Yes, | nean, you know, | know
they don’t conduct job analysis |ike what we’re tal king

about. But their interview process and -- are they
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continuing to collect data for O*NET?

MEMBER KARMAN. M understanding is they are.
Per haps Mark actually may know nore about that.

MEMBER W LSON: Yeah, and this is just by
happenst ance. The O*NET center is in Raleigh, where |I'm
based, and sone of our fornmer graduate students work for
there. And there are activities going on. And | don’t
want to conjecture too much, but | know there are efforts
underway in ternms of not so much addi ng new j obs but
maybe adding detailed work activities, things |ike that,
to existing descriptions. So as far as | can tell,
Deborah, there is work going on and efforts underway.

But ny limted know edge is that it’s not
addi ng new jobs, it’s not worrying about the fram ng and
things of that sort. | don’t know anythi ng about refresh
rates in terms of how and at what point if we decide a
description is no | onger accurate and needs to be updated
and that sort of thing.

So | think there are sonme efforts underway, but
they seemto be nore on the periphery or addi ng new
information at a different |evel of specificity to
exi sting descriptions, using very different nmethods in
ternms of web searches and things of that sort to find
i nformati on about work as opposed to going to primary

sour ces.
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MEMBER LECHNER: Thanks.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Okay, any ot her questions
around this topic? GCkay. Thank you.

At this point 1'’d to go into the Deliberation
and the O oseout of the Feedback on the NAS Report. As
everybody may recall, in January Comm ssioner Astrue
further requested our assistance to provide SSA with
recommendations in four areas. And the first three have
to do with different parts of the Research and
Devel opnment agenda, such as the data collection and
sanpling plans, the field job analysts. W tal ked abut
that quite a bit yesterday.

The fourth area was to review rel evant
docunents or reports that the SSA identified that m ght
affect or inform SSA's work on the devel opnent of the
aOS. And in January also the SSA asked -- | think it was
January 22nd -- SSA asked that the O DAP revi ew such a
report, the prepublication copy and corrected proofs of
t he National Acadeny of Science s report on the O*NET
This is the first tine that an i ndependent group had
revi ewed an occupational information systemin 30 years
since the Dictionary of Cccupational Titles was -- a
revi ew was conducted by the National Research Council in
1980 in what we often refer to as the MIler Study.

We'd like to commend the U. S. Departnent of
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Labor for comm ssioning the National Acadeny of Science
Panel to independently review the O'NET upon the O*NET s
tenth anniversary. |It’'s a really inportant process.

During our |ast neeting, as you recall,
Margaret Hilton and Tom Pl ewes, who were the Study
Director and Assistant Director for the O'NET Panel wth
the NAS, presented to our Panel. The final copy canme out
on May 11th and was di sseminated to each of you by |ink
and Margaret Hilton al so sent us the paper copies of the
books generously. And if you didn’'t bring your copy |I do
have extra copies if we need to refer to it this norning
and you wish to take a | ook at that.

The goal for this norning is to discuss sone of
the |l essons learned fromthat report. And so you all got
a kind of a pre-deliberation copy that was sent out.

This was reviewed yesterday with Executive Subcomittee.
Thank you for all the feedback. Based on that review,

t he Executive Summary was updated. You should all have a
copy of that.

Did everybody have a copy of that? Ckay.

And what 1'd like to do is go through these
kind of findings or |essons |earned and then open it up
for discussion as we go through. So, okay.

So how did we go about this process? After we

had requests from Social Security, you Il all recall that
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you were sent out an e-mail by ne, kind of a |l engthy e-
mail. Sonetinmes | can’t be short. And it included the
l[ink. And we were asked to all cone prepared to the | ast
nmeeting and read the report.

And we had a very productive couple of hour
di scussion wwth the NAS staff that | thought was very
beneficial in ternms of clarifying sone areas that we had
di fferent concepts about.

And then we initially thought that their final
report was comng out on April 22nd. And I know t hey
have sone delays in their publication. W had thought
that we mght go to a teleconference to be able to
process what we are doing today. But because of sone of
t he publication del ays, we pushed that out further.

And | devel oped the report based on a variety
of input fromdifferent sources. Also discussion with
sone -- with Mark and Nancy when she was with User Needs
in terns of sone of the thematic areas and brought it to
t he Executive Subconmittee yesterday and then today. So
this is really a rough format as we’re goi ng through.

So let’s ook at the first finding. One of
the, I think, big findings that cane out of the March
report was an understanding that nany of us around the
table did not have which was that there were two

di fferent panel processes going on by the timng of the
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rel ease of the O DAP and the O*NET' s reports were
materially different. And put into context, it clarified
sone of the confusion.

Maybe before I go on, we’'re talking different
Panels in different entities. So | want to nmake sure as
we’'re discussing this that we're trying to be as clear as
possible. So we’'re talking two different Panels, the NAS
Panel, what | will call the O'NET Panel, and their
report. And then the QO DAP.

We al so have the difference between yesterday
as we were going through. Sonetinmes when we use the word
we, we're referring to the Panel. Sonetines
particularly, Sylvia, if she’s saying we, she’'s referring
to SSA, sonetinmes to the Panel. So we m ght want to be
aware of that as we go through.

Soneti mes when we refer today, we're referring
to the staff or we're referring to the NAS Panel, we're
referring to DOL. Just as we’re going through these
di scussions, there are a ot of players. And for us to
try to be as clear as possible going through. And I'11
try to do the sane.

So | think that was a big understanding for us
was that the NAS O*NET report canme out five nonths before
our report came out. And so it put their recomendati ons

into context. | think Tom Pl ewes at one point said, you
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know, Recommendati on No. 1, where we recomend that an
i nteragency task force be devel oped. And one of the
first orders of business is to |l ook at SSA's Cccupati onal
| nformati on needs. Well, that’s what you guys are doing.
You know, that’s being delivered upon.

And so put into context, it nmade a | ot nore
sense that it was a recommendati on was com ng out five
nmont hs before our recommendati ons even canme out. They
were al ready di sbhanded by the tinme that we came out with
our recomrendations. It wasn't sonething that they
| ooked at our reconmmendations and said, well, we still
think this interagency panel needs to be devel oped. So
t hat was one big finding.

And al so that there were a | ot of working
papers, a lot of materials we |ooked at that they didn't
have access to along with our report.

Finding No. 2 was that at their [evel of review
that they cane up with the same conclusion that a | ot of
peopl e have cone out with for the last 12 years was that
internms of the way the O*NET is designed as a genera
pur pose database that it does not gel with the needs in
terms of the SSA needs for disability adjudication.

So that was consistent with findings from al
sorts of groups. The GAO that even back in 2002 had

antici pated that a new Cccupational |Information System
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m ght be needed to the Institute of Medicine to a
variety of other folks had come out with the sane
conclusions. So that was consistent with that.

And Finding No. 3, the NAS Panel did not have
sonmebody with a disability background. That wasn’'t their
pur pose. They | ooked at the needs or the users,
potential users for it. Said this disability question is
sonet hing that wasn’t met between the creation of the
O*NET and the decision to abandon DOT. And this needs to
be | ooked at further. So they |ooked at it very cursory.

They | ooked at it and said this needs to have a
nore in-depth discussion. But they didn’t have anybody
with the disability expertise or adjudication expertise
to then go beyond that question of let’'s |look at this, or
this needs to be | ooked at froma disability perspective
or disability adjudication prospective to a |ot nore
detail of is it possible that this design m ght work.

kay, Finding No. 4 — and |’ ve nentioned
before and this is -- we kept on hearing this in terms of
the O°*NET being a general purpose database. It was
sonet hing that was discussed extensively within the NAS
report. That was extensively discussed by Margaret and
Tom It is a starting point for a lot of different users
that are for the nost part using it for workforce

devel opnent .
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| know there was a discussion with -- that Tom
and | had, Tom Plewes and | had, and it started with when
| met with himin January that as a Vocational Rehab
Counsel or | can use the O'NET for a starting point in
ternms of vocational exploration kind of simlarly to how
it is being used.

Are we having sone technical problens? kay,
l’mgoing to hold a little bit so people on the phone can
l[isten in. Are we back on? GCkay. |[|’'ll just hold for a
couple of mnutes. (Pause)

For those listening in telephonically, |
understand the call got dropped. So | will start with
Finding No. 4 again. Hopefully that will cover what we
m ght have | ost.

In terns of Finding No. 4, the discussion that
we had extensively in March and al so that is described in
quite a bit of detail in the NAS or the O'NET Report was
that the O*NET is a general purpose data base. Was
created for that way to be addressing the needs of a | ot
of different users that are the primary users for
wor kf or ce devel opnent, econoni c devel opnent, crew
devel opnent, academ ¢ and policy research, and hunan
resource nmanagenent.

And when you are creating a database for a | ot

of different users, you have to a lot of tines be a |ot
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broader. Because if you are trying to tailor it for a
| ot of the secondary users, you can -- it can be very
expensi ve and you m ght not be neeting the needs of the
primary users. And so with the mission and the goals in
m nd of why the O*NET was devel oped, those becane very
inportant in terns of how it was designed.

And | was nentioning how !l do both. | do Rehab
Counseling which is nore in line with what the Career
Devel opnent aspect of the uses. And | do forensic. And
so for Career Devel opnent, you want to do exploration
You want to start very broad. You want to | ook at the
world of possibilities. You can |ook at the issues
dealing with retraining where you' re devel opi ng an
intervention or a plan to get sonebody to do sonet hing.
It’s nore of a creative devel opnmental process and a very
broad base. So the O*NET can be one of tools used in
that and that | do use for that.

But when we’'re |ooking at forensic, that you're
| ooking at the data for a residual analysis, it has to be
a lot nore definite, a lot nore what we call ergonetric
as opposed to very broad econonetric. Then the design of
that systemis very different. And one isn’t necessarily
a subset of the other. So it’s inportant to understand
fromthe get go that the designs are very different for

each of the purposes.
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And when you just |look at the goals and the
users, and they’'re likew se very different. So that was
another finding within this process.

No. 5, the Evaluation Criteria for Wrk
Activities that conprise the O'NET occupations. These
di ffer fundanentally fromthose required for an
occupational information system They' |l be helpful to
the -- to adjudicate disability clains. So that was
anot her finding that evolved throughout that process.

No. 6, the NAS and O D reports reached comon
concl usions that significant changes woul d need to be
made to the O°NET in order to be suitable for disability
adj udi cation. And the one discussion that we had quite a
bit about during the March report was the whol e issue
about the Behavioral Inkard Rating Scal es and how t hose
are very differently needed or conceived for disability
determ nati on

| think the one descriptor that we typically
use is that of static strength and what happens with
those bars. |In that one we used that as an exanple of
how that doesn't fit to what we need in disability. And
when we | ooked at that in ternms of the scope of the
changes that would need to be made and the inplication
for that is that you would have to revalidate the whole

O*NET system and potentially as a secondary user
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conprom se that systemfor the primary users that were
identified and all the purpose for which it was created.

And so that was a discussion we had and cane
back to in March. And it’s also a discussion also within
t he NAS report.

Finding No. 7 was a discussion al so that
happened quite a bit in March about skills and the way
t hat those are conceived. And sonetinmes | wi sh we had a
different word for skills because it’s one of those words
that neans different things to different people. And
then you take that concept and you try to apply it in a
transferability nodel. And then you apply it to
different designs. You conme up with different
concl usi ons.

And for exanple, we tal ked about the torque and
how t hat mi ght be useful for an econonetric perspective
internms of the design perspective or maybe career
devel opnment where you' re | ooking at very broad
associ ations and transference of skill. But that does
not work at all for disability determ nati on because
we’re | ooking at residual analyses. And we can’'t go from
a team assenbl er, an RV team assenbl er, and come up with
a conclusion that that person has transferability to
dental hygiene for disability determ nation.

And so | ooking at the definition of skills and
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al so how skills are represented and trying to apply that
to the system the Social Security System and the way
that skills are defined, it would change the definition
of skill. And not only that, we could not find a way
that skills are represented there that would fit into the
regul atory definition of skills that exists within SSA

No. 8 is sonething that we're all aware of is
that the O S has to fit a forensic purpose. I1t’s one of
the three main -- it has to be legally defensible, one of
the three main requirenents for the OS. And although
that was sonething that was nentioned as a need for |egal
defensibility, it wasn't sonething that was really
consi dered or processed by the NAS Panel.

And No. 9, there were a variety of things as we
went through the different chapters and the
recommendati ons that were very consistent with sone of
the concl usions we canme to ourselves. And they were
t hi ngs such as focusing on collecting, maintaining, and
publ i shing high quality data, including the input of the
scientific and user comunities into research and
usability processes that very nmuch reflects the way that
we are even structured as a Panel with the two main very
active subconm ttees, being the Research Subcommi ttee and
the User Needs and Rel ations Subconmttee. So it was

kind of nice to see that the two nmain advisory groups
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t hat the NAS Panel recommended for DOL and for the O*NET
i ncl uded those two concepts as the main concepts as well.

Devel opnent plans or procedures for refreshing
t he occupational database was sonething that came out of
t he reconmendati ons from work taxonony back in Septenber
So that was very consistent. They had a whol e chapter on
t echnol ogy and using technol ogy for communi cation or to
deliver the platformto users that could be hel pful in
the process. And it also went along with sonme of the
recomendati ons that User Needs and Rel ations made their
subcomm ttee to the Panel that was included in our
Sept enber report. And al so expl ai ned the use of Internet
based net hods for devel opi ng online user conmunity is
sonet hing that we have tal ked about and were part of our
recommendations. So some very consistent themes with
what we’ ve tal ked about and di scussed in general.

And then as going through the report, there
were for nme the contextual was very helpful in ternms of
real ly renmenberi ng because | was part of the process as a
potential user. | renmenber when the O'NET was being
devel oped and waiting in anticipation for it to cone out.
And so | renenber the AtDot being created. And I
remenber their first report and all of that. And just
putting it in the context that the Atdot got traded in

1990 and their report in terns of the recomendations to
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DCOL canme out three years later in 1993. And then there
was further devel opnent and the prototype cane out in
1998, as | remenber. And I think data collection start
in 2000.

And so contextually | know that for nme it was
kind of a nice anchor to renenber how | ong the process
takes to do sonething like that. And |ooking at the
enormty of their task in terns of the devel opnent of a
huge content nodel that they really have and conparing
that content nodel to the content nodel that is being --
that we recommended in ternms of the content nodel and
classification recomendati ons back in Septenber. That
if we |ook even at the DOT content nodel, | nean we are
really | ooking at as a subset of that. So nmuch nore
detail ed content nodel for what we need in terns of the
ergometric design, but not to the huge level that the
O*NET was cr eat ed.

And so there was things that canme out of the
process that were helpful to ne in terns of | ooking at
t he marquee and saying we are here. But we are here in
the context of how do these things get devel oped overal
and whet her sone of the areas that m ght be hel pful to
take a look at. So reflecting back to our
recomendati ons, sonme of the lessons that | think were

| earned by | ooking at the process that DOL went through
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was to | ook at sone areas of consideration.

And CGeneral Recomendation No. 4 fromthe
Sept enber report was the devel opnent of internal and
external expertise for the creation of the OS. And kind
of an understanding that really the progress on the R&D
agenda needs to be cautious until that unit is put
together. | think we all want the O S to be done now as
soon as possible. But let’s do it right and so to be
able to make sure that expertise is in place. And it was
al so sonmething that Margaret H lIton had thought was
important for the O'NET as wel|.

No. 2 is the continued SSA and DCOL cooperati on.
That’s nmutual ly beneficial. W’ ve talked about sone
di scussi ons that have been ongoi ng, dealing with sanpling
and/ or potentially data collection into the future. And
one of the things that nmay be helpful to SSAwithin this
process is in the past DOL has been in the position of
creating its own occupational data for adjudication
within its own agency in terns of some of the | abor
rel ated adjudi cative needs. And so how do -- how have
they historically been able to separate out those two
tasks in terns of creating data for their own interna
needs. There m ght be | essons | earned there.

And then yesterday we had a great session that

Abigail in terns of professional devel opnent and how t hat
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relates to ethics for research and assessnent. And so
it was one of the additions fromthe Executive
Subconmittee to also | ook at the potential ethics issues
appl i ed by repurposing O'NET and appl yi ng the agi ng DOT
to the disability adjudication process.

So at this point | would |ike to maybe open it
up for discussion. That was a |ot of materials, a |ot of
di fferent topics.

Abi gai |, go ahead.

MEMBER PANTER: Thank you for this review. In
| ooking at the eight findings, | amstruck by the fact
that there mght be a nore optimal ordering of the
findings. And they may be chunked in a way that
potentially could bring content areas together. So |
just wonder if there’s another kind of way of ordering in
ternms of priority.

For exanple, | think No. 2 is a particularly
i nportant one and m ght be inportant to just put out
first as a key one. There are other kind of issues that
are about the systemversus the nessage versus ot her
issues. For nme tine line was |east inportant. And |
don’t think it should be premiered in this way. It may
be inmportant to you, but just looking at it it seened
that it was -- maybe it should be | ower on the Iist.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Ckay. |’mopen to any
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recommendati ons on anything, so... So system nethods
and then other areas, is that how you woul d categori ze
it?

MEMBER PANTER: | think that m ght work. You
have an opportunity to present the nost inportant first.
And that’'s where the nost attention will be on the first
findings that are put out there.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: (kay. Dave?

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: You know | agree that it’'s
not anong the nost inportant findings. But it is a bit
sort of foundational. You know what | nean? It sets
the stage. It says that -- although | would al so
consi der rewording that one a bit.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  kay.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN:. And | don’t know whet her
it’s -- talk about that or sort of stay with this. Maybe
we should stay with this.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Let’s go ahead and talk
about it fromthe conceptional organi zation aspect of it.

MEMBER PANTER: | can see -- you know, we don’t
need to wordsmth at this point, but I think about what
is the nost inportant finding of this set of eight. And
tonme it’s No. 2. Qher people nay disagree. But |
think that the tine line is a contextual one and

inmportant, but it’s not the nost inportant reason why
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there’s a problemw th the report that was just issued
in ny view and the review that was conducted with NAS on
t he O°NET.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Syl vi a.

MEMBER KARMAN.  Wyuld it be -- given, Abigail,
your point, which |I conpletely understand and think it’s
an excellent point, and what David has suggested in order
of priorities, the first one may be foundational with
regard to context for the report and its recomendati ons
-- the NAS Report and its recomendations. Wuld it be -
- make sense to you, Abigail, given what you' re
perceiving, to just flip then? Because then you have
that -- the issue of O*NET neeting the needs for other
areas but not for disability evaluations right up front.
And then foll owed by a contextual point.

MEMBER PANTER: For ne a list of eight is hard
for me to process unless it’s chunked in sone way. So
and we have know edge about these eight and how they go
together. So | was thinking either there should be sone
subheader that says H story, Finding 1, and then ngjor
i ssues, next set of findings. But | think that there’'s
an opportunity in ordering findings in a way that you
want the reader to accept those findings and perceive
t hose fi ndings.

MEMBER KARMAN: Yeah, | like the idea of the
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headings. | think that -- |ike categorizing them
CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Yeah, | think that would
be very hel pful.

| think we had Mark and then Allan and then

Deb.

MEMBER W LSON: Yeah, | |ike the
categorization, too. I|I'mnot so sure about flipping 1
and 2. If we start to categorize, then it |ooks like 2

and 3 go together and then naybe 1. But whatever the
categori zation schenme mght dictate that.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Okay. And just a
rem nder. | was handed a note that there are people on
t he phones. So as we are tal king about 1, 2, and 3, we
m ght just want to mention thematically what they are so
peopl e could foll ow al ong.

MEMBER HUNT: | was just going to ask the
question, 10 years from now when the next Panel or
subsequent group conmes back to ook at this, how
inmportant is it going to be that, you know, that we were
qui cker to get our report out and therefore it’'s a
trivial detail to the historical record. It's critically
i mportant to our feelings about how they didn't
i ncorporate the work that we had done. But | nmean it’s
kind of whining frankly in a historical, academc

context. | think that’s why | agree with Abigail. |I'm
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not sure what exactly the right grouping should be.
think that’s interesting.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  And | think that as
you' re tal king one of the things that’s occurring to ne
is that if it’s contextual maybe it’s not a finding.
Maybe it’s the opening context to the findings. And so |
think it anchors us to this is what happened. This is
where we are right now. But these are the findings.

|’mgetting a | ot nod, okay. Then that’s what
we' || do.

MEMBER LECHNER:  You’ ve read ny mnd, Mary.
That’s just what | was going to say that you coul d put
that into an introductory paragraph to sort of set the
stage of here’s how this evol ved sequentially.

CHAI R BARRCOS- BAI LEY: | think that works.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: In fact it |ooks to ne that
No. 1, the point No. 1, that there were differences in
the timng and Panel time |lines and processes. Gves a
sort of process commentary. And a |ot of these others
are about the content of the O'NET and its useful ness for
disability adjudication. So that | think it provides a
good rationale for either taking it out or putting it
el sewhere

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Ckay, | think | can

provide a -- I'"mall about context. But | understand
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that the context has to also be on a historic tinme |ine.
So | agree with Allan. So | think I’'ll nodify it that
way. | think that will work.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: Can | make one ot her conment
about that?

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Absol utely.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: In the text as it’s witten,
it said that the release that the NAS prepublication
three nonths after O DAP s report is causing considerable
confusion about the inplications of both panels. And
that sort of presunmes that we know what people are
t hi nki ng and that they’ re confused.

And so | would just suggest that we m ght want
to refrane that and just say that the release of this
prepublication could lead to the m staken inpression that
t he NAS Panel took O DAP s findings and recomendati ons
into account when it actually did not. [It’d just make
the point that they didn't have the information when they
-- prior to reaching their concl usions.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: | think that builds upon
it. And you'll send ne that wording?

MEMBER SCHRETLEN:  Yes.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Okay, wonderful. So as
we go through this, any wording, anything like that, if

t he person proposing the final wording would send it to
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me, | think it will help the process quite a bit.

Do we have a -- okay, Tom and then Shanan.

MEMBER HARDY: As you know we had a | ong

di scussion yesterday, you and I. | had sonme very strong

objections to the way the draft report worked. And I

wanted to thank you, because | see a |ot of changes in

here that greatly increase ny confort level with this

report. So | want to thank you for being responsive to

t he suggestions that | nade, number one.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  You' re wel cone.

MEMBER HARDY: Thank you.

Nunber 2, | would like to suggest that we | ook

at No. 9 which is O'NET report included a variety of

i nportant concl usions regardi ng the database that were

simlarly reached by -- what are we calling ourselves?

O DAP (Qdap) at this point?

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Sone peopl e say O ADP

(Oyeedap) .

MEMBER HARDY: O DAP (Oyeedap).

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Sone peopl e just call us

a (Oyee).

MEMBER HARDY: O, oyee. Well, it’'s simlarly

reached by Oyee.

I’mvery pleased to see this section in

here because | want to go on the record as saying | think

the NAS report is a very good report, very solid. And I
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find myself in agreenment with many of their conclusions.
| think that as we go along we’re going to find that our
conclusions and their conclusions are so close that that
shoul d actually be sonething that we should be | ooking at
and incorporating. And some of it is already
i ncorporated in our own recommendati ons.

But 1'd like to see that expanded a little bit
nore because we’'re pointing out where we have
di sagreenent. But | also think in the spirit of ful
eval uation of their report, we should also really take a
cl ose | ook at what they said that is good, that we do
need to apply. And I know that there is consideration of
doing that down the road. But if this is the first
docunent comng out fromQ, | would like to al so see
t hat kind of punched up a bit.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  And | guess | shoul d have
articulated and verbally -- it’s in the report. But
there are issues discussed in the NAS report that deal
with nore technical aspects that we’re heading into in
terms of research and devel opnent. And it was premature
to really tackle those kinds of questions. A |lot of
what’s in Chapter 4, for exanple, | think sonme in Chapter
6, you know, those kinds of things. And so as those need
to be tackled throughout the process, | think that the

NAS report will be revisited fromthe technical end of
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| s that what you neant?

MEMBER HARDY: Yes, and | recognize that these
are down-the-line issues. But if this is the first
docunent coming out fromus regarding the NAS report, |'d
also like to see us at least reference that there are
these things that we will be reviewing in the future.

But we find ourselves at this tinme |ooking at themwth
what we think is agreenent. And I'd |ike this report to
be a little bit, you know, fleshed out in that --

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: And we tal ked about that
in the Executive Subconmm ttee neeting yesterday. And I
think in the introduction of the very end | do note that.

And |’ d probably just need to make that stronger.

Mar k?
MEMBER WLSON: | agree with Tom In fact |
was -- while Tomwas talking, | was playing around wth

this in terms of Abigail’s idea of reordering this. And
if 1 is nmoved up into sonme sort of process or context
argunment stage setting, if you ook at No. 2 becones 1,
No. 3 becones 2, No. 9 becones 3. And then No. 4
remains No. 4. And No. 6 renmains -- becones 5. Those
are all areas of agreement where | think it would be

i nportant to enphasize that. And then the rest becones

sort of areas for continued exploration or where, you
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know, and that m ght be too sinple of a categorization.

But | really like Tonis idea that two separate
Panel s | ooked at various aspects of this and agree about
a |l ot of things.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Thank you for that. |
think this is really helpful. Sylvia -- and et nme go to
Shanan first, Sylvia, and then Deb.

MEMBER G BSON: |’m al so building on what
Abigail said in terns of reorganizing. | have to
disagree a little bit wwth Mark’s reorgani zati on schene
but not necessarily his categories. | actually really
i ke that categorization. But |ooking at what is
currently No. 2, which states that we reached the sane
conclusions. | think we need to be nore specific about
what they said, so that we’'re not accused of
m srepresenting themthat the conclusion they canme to was
that the O'NET in its current format cannot be used for
di sability adjudication which then | eads very nicely into
No. 6, the significant changes woul d need to be nade.

And this is what will happen if you do it. \Wich then
| eads nicely back into Mark’s No. 3, which is they |eft
that to us to figure out.

MEMBER HUNT: \What order? Two?

MEMBER G BSON:  Two, six, three.

MEMBER HUNT: -- six, three.
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MEMBER LECHNER: Yeah, | think I |ike that
order, Shanan. The other thing | wonder is about putting
No. 9 in the beginning to sort of start out with, here’'s
where we agree. And then have sort of an introductory
and then having a closing paragraph that m ght sort of
summari ze again at the end, we agree on nultiple things.
Differences of opinion on these things. But leading in
with here’s where we have conmon ground.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: (Okay. Sylvia?

VMEMBER KARVAN: Before we get further along
with how we may want to frame this, and this being the
Executive Summary, because Mary’'s Report was |like there's
nore to it. Then we may need to also take a | ook at what
the inplications would be there. The benefit, | think,
of us going through NAS O*NET report is to | ook at what
the inplications are for SSA s devel opnent of an O S and
not be concerned wth, you know, a value judgnent wth
regard to whether it’'s a good thing or bad.

| nmean | guess |’m wondering there for Tom
readi ng through this or anyone el se on our Panel who is
readi ng through this may have had the sense that there
was a -- you know, here are the things that were good.
Here are the things that weren’'t so good or whatever.
That we may want to be clear that that’s really not what

we're attenpting to do here. But this is really about
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what are the inplications on this -- fromthis report
for Social Security’s devel opnment of an O S?

CHAIR BARRCS-BAILEY: And | think in the
conclusions | tried to bring that theme about that this
was not an evaluation of the O'NET by us in terns of an
overall evaluation. It was |ooking at the report and
what are the inplications. That’'s our task.

MEMBER G BSON: Maybe we should |l ead with that
and end with it. | neanif | want to make --

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Lead in with it and

include it --
MEMBER G BSON:. Lead in and end with it, yeah.
CHAI R BARRCS-BAI LEY: | have that as part of

t he background in the report. | nmean | spent a whole

page kind of on our task. So | do start with that. And
| try to end with that as well.

Al |l an?

MEMBER HUNT: | just want to reiterate the
point that there’s a lot nore detail and it’s nmuch nore
artfully presented in the body. So we’'re dealing wth
two pages which nmakes it very difficult. But given that,
| still think it’s critically inmportant that we organize
those to create the inpression not that we are reacting
defensively or, you know, attacking O*NET or attacking

the National Acadeny. It’'s exactly as was stated. W are
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trying to derive inplications for our mssion and by the
way explaining why their mssion is not the sane as our
m ssi on.

So | just think kind of avoid that
confrontational aspect of it will nmake it much nore
receptive all the way around and nake us sone friends
i nst ead enem es.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: | have that tal k al
ready, yes. | think another thing that cane out, |
remenber, in the March neeting was the whol e concept of
the framework in ternms of the O*NET being a conceptiona
framework. And | keep on going back to our Septenber
report. There’'s a lot that we have in that report. It’s
amazi ng how foundational or semnal that is to our work
in many ways.

And one of the things that | did add to the
section of -- | won't even try to guess where it ended up
right now But the section that is associated with No. -
- the original No. 4 was the concept that the O*NET and
SOC was considered in the initial -- inits full force
was considered in the initial work taxonomny
recomendat i ons.

And | think if we look at that |ist of
recommendati ons, they included 100 percent consideration

of the O*NET. Thirty percent out of the 82 Generalized
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Wrk Activities, starting stinmulus list, is the O'NET
framework. And so that’s already considered in the
process. And | think that's something that’'s sonetines

lost within this.

WAas that accurate? | added that in, and | just
wanted to make sure it represents. | think it was in the
original. It got added in.

| don’t know if you have the updated report
that 1’ve added that in to. Do you? Ckay.

So the top of Page 9 where | tal k about the,
you know, that you give an opinion that you don’t just
start devel opnment of an O S fromscratch. There are a
| ot of other exanples out there. There's the OFNET.
There’s the DOI. There's other occupational information
syst ens.

You know, reading that RAND report that Tom
Pl ewes was tal ki ng about was very helpful to nme in
understanding not only that there are four main
occupational information systens in the mlitary, but
they actually use 15 systens, different systens, when
they also include in all the civilian and OPM and al |l of
t hat .

And al so looking at it fromthe term nol ogy he
was using in ternms of what he neant by using the O*NET

framewor k. And that has al ready been considered in the
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process in our sem nal docunent, so... So one of the
areas basically that the NAS Panel was recomrendi ng,
we’ ve al ready done with our Septenber report.

O her thoughts, in general? Tom you | ook |ike
you want to say sonething.

MEMBER HARDY: | always want to say somet hing.
l"mtrying not to.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Ckay, go ahead.

MEMBER HARDY: | guess this is not so rnuch
about this docunent which is the work in progress. But
as | said, 1'"'mso pleased with the progress in the work.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  Thank you.

MEMBER HARDY: And it really a confort also to
hear ot her Panel nmenbers reflecting some of the things
that | have brought up. So |I'’mvery pleased that we're -
- we are all working together, and that’s a good t hing.

One thing that I"mjust sort of going to
mention so that we keep it in mnd is that on the |ast
page, No. 2, continued SSA and DCL cooperation. As you
know |’ ve been concerned about this all the way al ong.
And I'’mvery conforted to know that Sylvia is now doi ng
sonme conversation because for nme DOL is talking to people
who do O°*NET work. | understand there’s other pieces
t here.

But | would like to suggest that as we start to
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i npl enent and continue with No. 2 that it beconmes a nore
formalized relationship with those people with DOL. 1°'d
like to suggest that we find some way of establishing it
as not so nuch as an ad hoc conversation, but as a formal
comuni cati on between our group and DOL that we can see
reflected in the record that we can actually track
progress with and get a little nore of a formalized thing
going here. 1t’s a suggestion for ongoi ng comruni cati on.

CHAI R BARROS- BAILEY: It seens to ne that
that’ s al ready happening a bit through the research and
what Allan is doing. And | think it’s very helpful to
have sonebody who's got that relationship in mnd.

So, Allan, did you have sone conments on that?

MEMBER HUNT: Well, we’re obviously not ready
to go to Richard and say, okay, let’s do sone sort of a
cooperative agreenment. But | nean hopefully that’s where
we end up. You know, | think that would be ideal. And
maybe it’s a three-way. Mybe the Census Bureau is a
party to this too and we have one common effort anong the
three agencies. And maybe there are others. But | would
hope that that’s in the future.

CHAI R BARROS- BAILEY:  And | think we al so need
to understand that we’re providi ng advi ce and
recommendati ons and what SSA does is -- you know, they

can take all our advice or recommendations fromthe
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Sept enber report and have different needs. So | think
we need to be aware of that.

| s that what you neant in ternms of nore
formalized?

MEMBER HARDY: Yes, | think we're noving in
that direction and I'’mvery pleased with that. |’mjust
suggesting that we keep that in m nd as we keep going
forward that this needs to be a very inportant |iaison
t hat we have there.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Thank you. Mark, did you
want to say sonet hi ng?

MEMBER WLSON:. Wth the exception of 1, which
seens to be sort of noved out into a sort of part of
setting the context or whatever, it seens like there's
some wordsmthing with the rest of them and various views
as to order. But | wonder -- there’s not really any
objections here in terns of the basic content. | nean is
there really nore we can do with this at this point other
than start arguing about howto -- happy to do that if we
want to. But that could be tinme consum ng.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Syl vi a.

MEMBER KARMAN: | don't know if this is what
you’' re meaning, Mark. But |I’m wondering do we want to
t hi nk about not just in ternms of the findings but perhaps

in terns of the advice that while we have -- for exanple,
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in ternms of the second advice point or guidance,
continue it as the sane DOL cooperation, mght we want to
sort of take a longer view and perhaps as with Allan -- |
was hearing Allan’s response to Tom s question. And al so
say, you know, yes, SSA should continue the cooperative
work that it’'s been doing with DOL. And in this case
woul d have been ETA. Al so we’ ve opened the door now with
BLS. But there are really other federal agencies and
ot her governnent entities that would be of value to SSA s
process, such as entities within the mlitary perhaps.

So I"’mwondering if in fact that is that a
finding that the Panel would want to articulate. O it’'s
not a finding, rather an advice point.

CHAIR BARRCS-BAILEY: O is that kind of an
addi tional point to what we have here?

And | know that we didn’'t all read that RAND
report that Tom Pl ewes was tal ki ng about in March.
know | passed it on to a couple of people. 1'd highly
recommend people take a ook at it. And | could send out
the link. | think froma conceptual standpoint it hel ps
anchor us and it gives us kind of a broader view of
occupational analysis in the U S. econony, both civilian
and mlitary. So it gives us kind of a real broad view

Mar k.

VMEMBER W LSON: That was not what | was
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thinking, but I like that in the sense that the DOD is
probably the other |arge governnent entity that is doing

| arge scal e occupational analysis. And the attractive

thing about that is that they take a nmuch nore ergonetric

approach because of the applications they’'re using. So
guess what | was suggesting is that if people are pretty
much in agreenment with the recommendati ons or advice and
findings then share any wording i ssues with whoever is
witing this, you know, trying to wite this docunent,
public mght be difficult.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Yeah, | would rather not
get into the wordsmthing. | know that a couple of you
have al ready put the docunent in track changes node and
want to send ne copies. And absolutely I would |ove to
take a | ook at those copies.

So I’ mnore concerned the findings thensel ves.
Was it inclusive? | know we’ve kind of bifurcated the
techni cal aspect of it because of the process we are in
or the timng we're in now. And also just to kind of
make a distinction between recommendati ons and -- these
aren’t at the level of the recommendations that we nade
in Septenber and why not? Because No. 1 is really Kkind
of a bunp out of No. 4. |It’s sonething we |earned
further that hel ps that recomendation that was al ready

out there.
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And | didn't realize this, but froma FACA
st andpoi nt when we make recomendati ons, there’s tracking
that has to happen fromthat level. And so it becones
really kind of cunbersonme if we have a recomendati on
that’s already there and it’s just an extension of it.
And we had al ready recommended a variety of things. So
these are just thoughts and advi ce and consi derati ons
that SSA m ght need to have and not formal, what we call
recommendati ons, just to nake that clear.

Bob.

MEMBER FRASER: Just comi ng back to other
agencies, | know we’ ve tal ked about the Bureau of the
Census and every two years they do that current
popul ati on survey. And there are questions in fact where
you can determ ne severity of disability. 1 don’t think
it’s a question of how -- on there about occupation. But
it certainly could be added. And we’d have people with
di sability and what occupation. And that’'s a
representative sanpling of the country.

MEMBER HUNT: | think the March suppl enent may
have a question on occupation, the one where they do
income. |’mnot 100 percent sure of that, but | believe
that’ s the case.

MEMBER KARMAN: | thought they did too. In

fact | thought the ACS was follow on to that.
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CHAI R BARRCOS- BAILEY: | think the ACS has four
guesti ons.

MEMBER HUNT: ACS absol utely does, yeah. The
current population is actually a nonthly survey. That’s
what generates the unenploynment statistic. But the
sanple is what, 60,000 households? |It’s not totally
reliable, certainly for our purposes. The ACS was
designed to be a continuous census-like picture of the
popul ati on which is nuch nore suitable to what we want.
And they are definitely collecting occupational
information. So |'’meager to talk to the people who are
responsi bl e for that.

MEMBER KARMAN:  You know the Census also -- and
| know we brought this information with us when we went
to BLS. So Allan may renmenber whatever brief discussion
we had about it. But fromthose surveys the Census
produces |lists of 20,000 sonething job titles that --
again they’'re job titles, but that certainly gives you a
pi cture of what people are saying that they do. So
that’s al so hel pful

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: There was a
recommendati on or suggestion on the table fromSylvia to
maybe take a ook at No. 2 and either expand it -- is
what | heard you say, Sylvia? O the thought was to

i ncl ude maybe ot her government entities, including the
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So is that sonmething that people feel needs to
be expanded into or bunped out as a separate itenf

Tom

MEMBER HARDY: For the purposes of this
docunent | don’t know that it needs to be expanded
further. Maybe if we’'re | ooking at doing that, it should
be sonething that cones out in a separate piece.
Suggesti on.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Abi gai |

MEMBER PANTER: | think the exploration into
ot her agencies is an inportant goal and | think it needs
to be expressed at this point. | nean it’s very specific
with DOL and that’'s ongoing. But it’s broader than that.
So | think it needs to be stated.

MEMBER G BSON. | would say No. 3 is also
broader than what’'s here and therefore, there's a
precedent for that because No. 3 tal ks about
consi deration of potential ethical -- and |’ ve added
| egal -- concerns that mght arise fromrepurposi ng O'NET
and the DOT. And the DOT is not part of this report, so
we’ ve al ready expanded.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Right. | mean they have
a section about the DOT in Chapter 1 in terns of setting

the stage for the O*NET. But that’'s the extent of it.
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MEMBER WLSON: | think it woul d be beneficia
to add DOD to No. 2.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  kay.

MEMBER KARMAN:  You know we could add DOD - -

MEMBER W LSON: And the Census.

MEMBER KARMVAN: And, for exanple, the
Department of Defense that’'s just so that we're not --

MEMBER W LSON:  Yeah.

MEMBER KARMAN. -- necessarily limting Social
Security or whatever.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Okay.

MEMBER LECHNER: Bi g groups that we haven’t
yet .

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: | mean sonething with the
RSA and those kinds of other agencies that need to be
consi der ed.

Al l an.

MEMBER HUNT: | still feel like a newbie, so
|’ m not sure what the procedures are. But back to Mark’s
point, | think he was hinting at should we approve this
docunent subject to sonme editorial revisions and nmaybe
circulate it by e-mail with response rather than hol di ng
it for another Quarterly Meeting. | would favor
acceleration and trying to get this so everyone can sign

off in the next couple of weeks.
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CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: (Okay. Before we get to
that aspect of it, | just want to nake sure because | --
the findings for the purpose of this docunent,
understanding that we’re bifurcating the techni cal
aspects of it for further. So is there anything else
anybody thought was a finding or that it resulted in an
area of consideration for SSA that got m ssed?

Mar K.

MEMBER WLSON: No, | like the list.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Okay.

MEMBER WLSON:. | like the findings. | like
t he point of making No. 1 contextual. W rdsmthing and
ordering, like | said, | suggested areas of agreenent or
sonething |like that, areas of continued exploration, or
something. But I'’mgenerally happy with it with the
t hi ngs that have been di scussed here.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: GCkay. So in terns of
next steps what I'’mgoing to ask is all the Panel nenbers
to get your wordsmthing, track changes versions to Debra
and | for us to process. And we will get what this into
final formfromdraft form Does that sound good?
Fantastic, thank you.

And | realize that we were dealing with a very short
time line. | mean tonorrow nmakes a nonth that the fina

report cane out. And so processing and getting this
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together. And | appreciate everybody getting on it and
processing it as quickly as we coul d.

Tom

MEMBER HARDY: Point of clarification, | just
want to nake sure. Apropos to what Allan was saying, |
don’t know that we can approve anything until we have the
final docunent. And we're in agreenment with that, right?

And can that be done just by a yes on an e-
mai | ?

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Let me doubl e check,
triple check with our FACA expert. Debra, do you know
process wise if we can -- if everybody is okay with the
final docunent and we get a yes online if we're set to
go, you know?

kay, then what we’'ll probably do is go to a
t el econference, very short tel econference, in terns of
the final. W’IIl take it to that | evel and get a verbal
kay?

MEMBER KARMAN. Mary, thank you for all of your
work on this, really.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  You’' re wel cone.

MEMBER KARMAN: It’s excellent.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Thank you. | learned a
lot. It was a very inportant process to go through.

kay, let’s go ahead and take a break for about
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20 m nutes and conme back to the Adm nistrative Meeting.
Thank you.

(OFf the record at 10:02 a.m and back on the
record at 10:20 a.m)

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  And | just want to
confirmw th Debra Tidwell-Peters that we don’t have
anybody signed up for public comment. Ckay.

Then we’' || go ahead and nove into the
Adm nistrative Meeting. | trust that everybody obtai ned
a copy of the mnutes that were dissem nated a coupl e
days ago and | think electronically |ast week as well.
Ckay.

Does anybody need nore tinme with the m nutes at
all? Then I will entertain a notion in ternms of action
on the mnutes to approve the m nutes.

Shanan.

Ckay, do | have a second?

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: Second it.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Is there any di scussion
on the notion?

Al those in favor? (Background ayes)

Any opposed?

Ckay, notion carries.

Let’s go ahead and have a di scussion of neeting

dates and locations for fiscal year 2011. And | wll ask
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or designate a Federal O ficer to maybe | ead that
discussion a little bit since she is the one that is nost

oriented to the logistics associated with the neetings.

So Debr a.

(I naudi bl e response)

CHAI R BARRCS-BAI LEY: Gkay. | was going to
say, I'’mgoing to ask you to maybe |l ead this discussion

in ternms of the neeting dates and | ocations for fiscal
year 2011.

(I naudi bl e response)

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  And so do you want ne to
scan for dates that do not work for the first quarter of
fiscal year 2011?

Okay. Qur next neeting is going to be at the
end of August, beginning of Septenber to kind of orient
everybody to our last Quarterly Meeting for fiscal year
2010. So as we're looking in to the remaini ng nonths:
Cct ober, Novenber, Decenber, just maybe a consensus on
the nmonth that would work the best.

Let’s start wth maybe Novenber, early
Novenber, first couple of weeks in Novenber? Are there
any major conflicts?

Al an?

MEMBER HUNT: Not the first week for ne, but

t he second week worKks.
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CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Novenber .

MEMBER KARMAN. | was wondering, Mary, didn’t
we have a conference?

CHAI R BARROS-BAILEY: | amin New Orleans. |
amin New Ol eans the first week. So | guess the second
week.

MEMBER KARMAN:  But otherwi se, |I'mfine.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: (Okay. Novenber, second
week in Novenber, for the first Quarterly Meeting for
2011.

MEMEBER HUNT: Works for ne.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Okay. That seens like it
wll work for everybody. Gkay, thank you

And then as we nove to | ooking at the agenda
itens to be considered for the |ast Quarterly Meeting,

t he Septenber neeting -- August, Septenber neeting --
what are sone of the areas that Panel nmenbers would |ike
to see on the agenda or consider?

Tom

MEMBER HARDY: As we’ve discussed, | feel that
one of the main things this body does is deliberate. And
| often feel we don’t get enough tinme for deliberation.
So | would like to ask for sonme serious blocks of tines
for discussions. And possible topics mght be taking a

| ook at skills and transferability. Because | again know
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that’s in the future, but | feel that it infuses a |ot
of our work and shoul d underpin sone -- in sone way what
we're doing. So I'd like to have that raised as a topic
agai n.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY:  And when you’re bringing
that up as a general topic?

MEMBER HARDY: | think we can start general.
We' Il probably get specific quickly.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Okay. Wat woul d be a
gquestion that you would like to see addressed?

MEMBER HARDY: | think a good starting point is
what is your definition of it. Because we’ ve found as
we’ ve noved al ong that different disciplines have
different definitions of things. For exanple, job
anal ysis, we found out that we were tal ki ng about job
anal ysis but coming at it fromdifferent points of view

|"d like to sit down and really nake sure |
under stand when an |1 O psychol ogi st tal ks about
transferability of skills we’'re tal king about the sane
thing. And | think that would get us right off the bat
starting to tal k about a couple other ancillary things
and mght lead us to sone fruitful discussion.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Ckay. O her areas? Bob.

MEMBER FRASER: | was just wondering hopefully

if we could get |ike an update on the data on the case
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review process. Even if we don’t have the whole three
t housand plus done, if we could just -- that would help
frame our whol e di scussion about skills and --

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Are you tal king about in
the sense of |ike when we were getting the updates from
User Needs anal yses? That kind of ?

MEMBER FRASER: No, mny understanding is that
we’ re doi ng occupational review and functional capacities
and vocational characteristics of SSDI clains.

MEMBER SCHRETLEN: It be nice to get a -- sone
data fromboth the IR study and the Cp Med Voc in terns
of kind of curulative frequency distributions of
occupational titles.

MEMBER HARDY: Right. Yeah, just to begin to
get our head around issues.

MEMBER KARMAN: We' Il see what we can do about

t hat .

MEMBER HARDY: | nmean even if they're
prelimnary, | think it would be very interesting --

VMEMBER KARMAN:  Absol utely.

MEMBER HARDY: -- to see what they’ re | ooking
i ke so far.

MEMBER KARMAN: Yeah, | don’t think -- | don’t

know that that’s going to informthe skills discussion,

t hough. But certainly you would have a list of the top
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nost frequent jobs people have conming in or what we’'re

citing.

MEMBER WLSON: And 1’'d be in favor of that too
as long as it doesn’'t disrupt the study. | nmean we don’t
want to do any -- in other words, we don't want to pul

themoff to create sone analysis for us that woul d sl ow
the conpletion of the study. So if that’'s the issue, I'd
rather not talk about it unless it’s sonmething that can
be done relatively quickly.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: And | think that’s why I
have the question. If it was |like when the User Needs
anal yses were going on, and we were getting kind of an

interimreport before the final was done. That was kind

of a -- you know, what we’'re finding in general. | think
that’s -- is that what you neant, Bob? Ckay.

Al an.

MEMBER HUNT: | think everyone probably knows

that we’'re planning sone sort of activity to talk about

| abor market information: sanpling, design, the top down
versus the bottomup. So I'’mnot sure yet exactly what
formthat will take, but a half a day at |east, maybe
nor e depending on how far we get. And | hope we will be
at a point where we can actually start to see towards
sonme decisions. | don't think we'll nmake them at that

next meeting but certainly derive sonme of the
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inplications and the problens that we will encounter as
we go forward.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY:  Shanan.

MEMBER G BSON:. 1'd |ike to hope that the User
Needs and Rel ations Conmittee can provide the Panel
menbers with copies or a synopsis of the feedback we’ ve
recei ved from public coment in August.

MEMBER HARDY: |’ m just naking an assunption,
but I wanted to nake sure |I’m making the right one. In
| ooki ng at the Roadmap, we’ ve got sone |like review final
prototype. A person cited instrunent is due sonme tine
around August. Things like that as they cone in and
they’' re conpleted, they’'re just going to be on the

agenda, correct?

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: I’ massuming if they' re
being -- yes. Sylvia, |’massum ng.
MEMBER KARMAN: | think it -- | guess it

depends on where the Panel is with these things. So you
know, we have sonething that we want to be discussing in
the public neeting, yeah.

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: Okay. Oher areas? |Is
t here anything el se?

Shanan, you nentioned the public comment in
terms of the User Needs, which | think is huge because

that’'s closing at the end of June and then being
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processed through the summer.

So, anything else in ternms of User Needs in
terms of research, ad hoc, in terns of the different
groups or subcommttees? kay.

Did we cover it?

| think we find ourselves at the end of the
agenda. 1Is there anything el se?

Ton?

MEMBER HARDY: (| naudi bl e response)

CHAI R BARRCS- BAI LEY: W al ready approved the
m nutes, yes. You mssed that.

Barring no other business, | would entertain a
notion to adjourn the neeting.

MEMBER HUNT: | so nove.

CHAI R BARROS- BAI LEY: Allan noved and it | ooks
i ke Deb seconded.

Al those in favor? (Background ayes)

We are adjourned. Thank you. Travel safe
everyone.

(Whereupon, this Quarterly Meeting was

concl uded at 10:02 a.m)
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