Unimep Soutn anp Eastern TRiBES, INC.

USET Resolution No. 2002:060
ADDITION OF NAHASDA STOCK TO FORMULA FUNDING

WHEREAS,  United South and Eastern Tribes Incorporated (USET) is an intertribal organization
comprised of twenty-four (24) federally recognized tribes; and

WHEREAS, the actions taken by the USET Board of Directors officially represent the infentions
of each member tribe, as the Board of Directors comprises delegates from the
member {ribes’ leadership; and

WHEREAS,  the Native American Housing and Self Determination Act (NAHASDA) provides
funding for the original construction and acquisition of housing units to meet the
needs of Indian people; and

WHEREAS, NAHASDA does not provide continued funding for maintenance and infrastructure
of these units constructed or acquired with NAHASDA funds; and

WHEREAS,  many housing entities do not have access to additional funds to provide for the
maintenance and infrastructure needs of these units; therefore, be it

RESOLVED  that the USET Board requests that Congress amend NAHASDA to provide
continuing support for units constructed and acquired with NAHASDA funds.
CERTIFICATION

This resolution was duly passed at the USET Impact Week Meeting, at which a quorum was
presented in Washington, D.C., Thursday, January 31, 2002.
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“Because there is strength in Unity”



UNITED SOUTH AND EASTERN TRIBES, INC.

STATEMENT OF FRIBAL COMMENTS
for
Federad Register Announcement of December 31, 2061
Department of Health and Huwman Services
indian Health Service

Action: Information colfection for public comment: 30 day notice proposed collection: Stakeholder
satisfaction wilh wibal consaltation.

General Comments:

The member tribes of Uinited Soath and Easternt Tribes, Incorporated (USE ) support the intent of the
fndian Healtlh Service to conduct an assessment and evaluation of its tribal consultation efforts through a
Stakeholder survey. Based apon our review the materials provided, USET believes the proposed survey
effort could be expanded with even greater interaction of the tribes, wibal organizations and wiban
programs tovolved. Fhis would create a sense of ownership for the ettort and add 10 its chances of
meaningful and substantive input.  Additionally, specific recommendations and commenis are provided
below.

Specific Comments:

I.  According to the information provided by the Indian Health Service (IHS) in conjunction with the
anntotncement, a “contractor” will perform certain functions related to the survey task. Specifically,
the comteactor will mail the survey and provide implementation services relative to ™ ensuring the best
response results” and “providing the respondents with assurances of confidentiality.”

2. USET strongly recommends that 1HS contract with a tiibal organization for these tasks. Ifsucha
contract might inhibit the survey since these organizations are the Stakeholders in this eftort, then ail
eftorts should be made to retain an American ludian / Alaskan Native owned and operated T that
specializes in organizational assessment, survey development and reporting.

1 The accompanying materials indicate thit a response rate of at teast SO percent is expected. The
member Tribes suggest that such a response rate, even at a mininmun, is set too low. ribal
Consultation is an essential element in the agency Performance Plan and the anticipaied response rate
showld reflect its priority.

4. Inthe survey implementation arca, USET questions if THS has considered the use of various nationat
and regional forums to enhance the opportunity for successlul completion and eeturn of the instrument,
These forums might inchide the National Indian Teakth Board’s Annnal Consunter Centerence,
meetings of the National Congress of American Indians (NCAD), as well as regional mectings of tribal
organizations (annual and semi-annual meetings ol USET, Ine. ele.).

5. Fhe survey instrument itself necds to be re-evalvated prior io implementation. The proposed
instrument offers a 4-point scale. Many studies in sivey research design sugpest that an odd number
seale. such as L 1o § or 1 1o 7. or a larger scake such as | to 1, is preferential for anniysis. The
proposed scate offers the respondent choices of “Very Good, Good, Fair, or Poor.” Clearly, three of
the four chaices provide the agency with a satisfactory response. Fhe instrument should be neutral in
its presentation of choices to the respondent, with sections available for wiilten comments.



6.

Instrument instructions are incomplete and perhaps vague in the form presented for review. ‘The
nstructions call for “any efected leader representing a federally recopnized tribe™ 1o complete and
redurn the survey form. THS is well aware that tribal governments are comprised of many elected
teaders {councilpersons. cte.). 10might not be unexpected that several councilpersons from the sane
tribe nay receive a copy of the survey and complete and retarn it to the contractor. 31 IHS i5 expecling
ouly vre response per [ribe, the instructions need to reffect this intent. The same issue goes to the
cesponses from tribal orpanizations and wban programs,

The instrument itseH appears bricl and gencralized. Perhaps wo general, as many of the tribal leaders
expected ta complete the survey Bave years experience with the tribat consultation process.
Additionaity, many tribal leaders have specific experience with the details of the consaltation process
and other agency elements being assessed in the instrument. The need o keep the survey instrument
brief is recognized, however, it may be too brief and too general to be of any signiticant or substantial
value, Finally, the wording of the survey questions needs 1o be reviewed for clarity and intent. Many
appear to be ambipuous, An expericnced contractor should be of assistance in this respeet. The
invotvement of tribes. tribal organizations and urban programs in developing the instrument might also
be helpful in eliciting nput from these same “Stakehobder™ subjects.

14 is recommended that 1S advise tribes and the respondents as to when and how the results of the
survey will be disseminated. Again, the tribal organization vehicle is recommended, i.e., NIHIB and
regional groups such as USET, Inc.

Reguested Comment Aregs:

Necessity of activity to agency function: USLET agrees that this iribal consultation satisfaction
assessment is an essential element of the Indian Heakth Service functions, although it i itself is not an
agency function,

THS processing of infonmation in a timely and useful manner: As the survey only involves a
timited number of respondents, the agency should be able 1o process the data in a timely and usctul
manner. 11 a contractor is used for this purpuse, the contract should include time frame / performance
requirements for data collection, processing and reporting,.

Accuracy of public burden estimale: The provided estimates of cost and tine for this project appear
guite reasonable.

Methodotopy and assumptions used to determine estimates: Reasonable.

Ways to enhance quality, wility and clarity of information being collected: Please refer to above
Specific Conmments,

‘ays to minimize public burden through technology: LIS recomunends (and assumes) that THS
and the contractor witl use electronic collection and processing technigues whenever possible and
practicable. Such technigues should involve systems (computer programs, sofiware, fanguapes) which
are widely utilized and flexible enough to acconunodate changes in lechnology so that the annual time
frame for this eftort wil not be hindered by incompatible data or systems in future years.

Concluding Comments:

USET re-emphasizes its support for this efTort as well as #s strong recomineidation that tribes, tribal
organizations and urban programs be more involved in the design, implementation and analysis of the data.



