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	Division/Office: DPLA/Office of Local Assistance
	Concept No.

	Requestor/Primary Contact:  Steve SoRelle
	Fund (IWMA, Oil, RMDZ, etc.): LGAA

	Estimated Contract Amount:  $20,000
	Strategic Plan Goal No.:

	Title: Review of Sampling Methods in New Base Year Studies

	Brief description and justification of services needed:  (attach additional sheets if necessary)
This interagency agreement would provide third part expertise in reviewing complex statistical sampling methodologies used by jurisdictions in estimating their current diversion rates when conducting new base year generation studies.  The contractor would review new base-year generation studies that include surveying and sampling of non-residential diversion activities and analyze the statistical validity of the methods and techniques used.  The contractor would also provide a written summation of the review results, including a description of the study and methods used; a detailed description of any methodology and/or technical flaws; an impact analysis of the extrapolation results on the overall study results; and, if applicable, recommendations on how the methodology could be corrected, changed, or improved in order to provide an accurate and defensible result.  The contractor would also review appropriate portions for the New Base-Year Modification Certification provided in the jurisdiction’s studies, and any additional survey results or information supplied in the study.  Lastly, upon reviewing the base year studies, the contractor would provide the Board with his/her observations and recommendations for improving the statistical survey and sampling methodologies used for these types of new base year studies.
The Board has strongly questioned the validity of some of the new base year generation studies recently submitted by jurisdictions to show they are meeting the diversion requirement of 50% by 2000 because of the concern that incorrect statistical sampling methodologies are driving diversion rates artificially higher.  The Board has discussed the concept of using a third party expert in statistics to review these types of studies and to provide the Board with analyses and recommendations for improving the survey and sampling methods used in such studies.  In this way the Board will be assured the diversion rates reported by jurisdictions are more accurate, and that they have in fact met the diversion requirements of AB939, and therefore will not be subject to potential fines of up to $10,000/day.



	Justification for Personal Services [GC 19130 b]:  (Explain why work cannot be accomplished internally nor by another State agency.  Lack of staffing is not sufficient reason.)
Because of the complexity of surveys and statistical sampling methodologies, third party review is necessary to assure accurate review and analysis of new base year generation studies using statistical sampling methodologies to measure diversion rates.

 

	Date services need to begin and why:  
Services should begin in June 2001because a number of jurisdictions that are on compliance schedules for achieving the diversion requirements of AB939 (25% by 1995) have used statistical sampling methodologies to determine their current diversion rate.   Other jurisdictions have also used such sampling methodologies in their new base year generation studies because they needed to establish a new base year to have a more accurate diversion measurement than that based on their original base year.  Starting this fall of 2001 the Board will be determining whether jurisdictions have met the 50% diversion requirement.   If a jurisdiction cannot show they have met the diversion requirement, they could be subject to a fine of up to $10,000 a day until they do.  

Impact if this date is not met:
Starting this fall, all jurisdictions in California must submit to the Board diversion measurements that are as accurate as possible to show that they have met the 50% diversion rate by 2000.  Jurisdictions that cannot show this may be subject to a compliance schedule that would require them to implement additional diversion programs and/or to conduct a new base year generation study to show they had met the goal.  Jurisdictions that fail to meet the compliance schedule would be subject to a fine of up to $10,000 a day.



	Which Priority Team/Strategic Plan goal will be met and how?
Local Assistance Team; by assisting jurisdictions in complying with the diversion rate requirement in PRC Section 41780 of AB939.



	Detailed estimate of individual tasks/costs for these services and how costs were determined:
$20,000 total; tasks include:

1) review study materials and request any additional information or clarification regarding the data, its derivation or other pertinent information necessary to understand the extrapolated portion of the study;

2) analyze study design and techniques to determine if any flaws are inherent in design or methods employed and their potential impact on study results.  This would include determination of statistical confidence level and variation, analysis of data outliers, and survey methodology used;

3) written report of findings on each study reviewed, describing study method, flaws (if any), and changes needed to correct errors or improve accuracy of results;

4) provide observations and recommendations for survey and sampling methodologies to the Board for future base year generation studies.
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