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OMB CLEARANCE FOR WORKER PROFILING


 MODEL EVALUATION
A.
Justification

1.
Circumstances that make the collection necessary.  Worker Profiling and Reemployment Services (WPRS), as specified in P.L. 103-152, is a system that attempts to identify, as early as possible in the claims series, those Unemployment Insurance (UI) claimants with a high potential for exhausting their regular benefit entitlement and directs them to re-employment services to hasten their return to work.  Under this program, the worker profiling model is responsible for discriminating between those claimants that are likely to exhaust their UI benefits and those that are not.  In spite of the importance the model plays in this process, limited research has been done to determine how effective states are at targeting those most likely to exhaust their benefits.  Information collected for this project will be used to evaluate the  prediction accuracy of current WPRS models.  The analysis will form the basis of future guidance and best practices for states.

This collection is authorized under the Social Security Act, section 303(a)(6).

2.
Use of the Information.  Information collected for this project will be used by a contractor to the Department of Labor.  The UI claims data will be used to reconstruct the initial predictions of exhaustion generated by worker profiling models.  the accuracy of these predictions will be evaluated by comparing the initial probability with the actual outcome.  The survey will be compiled by the contractor and the information will be used to help identify factors associated with models that function well.
3.
Information Technology.  Both the survey instrument and data request will be distributed electronically.  States are encouraged to submit survey responses electronically via email.  The data request will involve staff utilizing their existing claims history databases to provide electronic records for analysis by email as well.

4.  
Duplication.  No existing reports collected by the Department of Labor provide any sort of claimant level detail.  The only existing reports deal with aggregate activity in referral and services rendered (ETA 9048 report) and employment outcomes (ETA 9049 report).  These reports contain no claimant-level data which would provide the resolution necessary for this analysis.
5.  
Small Business.  This collection does not impact small businesses.

6.  
Consequences of Less Frequent Collection.  This is proposed as a one time collection.
7.  
5 CFR 1320.5.  Collection is consistent with 5 CFR 1320.5.

8.  
Federal Register Notice.  Notice was published in the Federal Register of  Month Day, Year, Volume V, Number N, pages XXXXX - YYYYY.  A copy of the Federal Register Notice is attached.  (No responses were received from this publication.)
9.
Payment or Gifts.  No payment or gifts were provided to respondents.

10.
Assurances of Confidentiality.  The attached guidance is explicit in stating that data requested for this project should be returned without any claimant-level identifiers.  Consequently, no data proposed for this project can not be tracked back to a specific individual.

11.
Questions of a Sensitive Nature.  No questions of a sensitive nature are contained on this report.

12.  
Federal and Respondent Cost.  Respondents are the 53 State Workforce Agencies (SWAs).  Expected response costs are:

Data request       53 SWAs X 30 hrs. =  1325 hrs.

Survey                53 SWAs X  2 hrs.  =  106 hrs.

            TOTAL ONE TIME BURDEN
1431 HRS.

13.
Cost Burden.  This is paid for by monies allocated to states for administration.  
14.
Cost to the Federal Government.    There is no ongoing cost to the Federal Government in this collection 

15.
Burden Changes.  This is a one time collection so no burden changes are anticipated. 
16.
Analysis and Publication.   Analysis will be performed by the contractor as described in the attached methodology document.  The data or surveys collected from states would only be published in summarized or aggregate form.
17.  
Display of OMB Expiration Date.  The OMB approval information will be displayed in an ETA Directive along with the expiration date for OMB approval.

18.  
Exceptions to the Certification Statement.  There are no exceptions to the certification statement.

B.
Employing Statistical Methods

Using a statistical sample to collect this information would be inappropriate because it would introduce an additional burden above and beyond what is proposed.  The current data request asks states to provide two separate years worth of claims data from their existing databases in electronic format.  
If the state was to instead provide a statistical sample, they would still need to generate the universe of data described above from which to sample.  In this sense, sub-sampling the two years of data would represent an additional burden above and beyond what is currently being requested.  In addition, the state would need to sample very carefully to avoid introducing a biasing effect by weighting the sample very carefully for variation by season, industry, occupation and several other demographic characteristics.  Since one of the purposes of this project is to associate poor forecasts with the use of particular data elements or variables, this type of bias would be very damaging and difficult to detect.

Finally, since the requested format for the data is electronic (i.e. ASCII file format, database file, spreadsheet file, etc) there is virtually no additional burden in the delivery of the universe of records versus a sample.  
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