Agenda

Advisory Group on Fixed Site Enforcement Scheduling
Salem L&l Building, Conference Room A
9 a.m. to noon, July 14, 2008

l. Introductions
Il. Brief Review of First Meeting
Il. Follow-up on Suggested Changes to Planned Approach

A. Rank industries by (aggregate) injury data from multiple sources, assigning
greater weight to state BLS data than to federal BLS data

B. Group industries into four categories by those rankings

C. Using random lists (excluding only those places of employment subject to a
comprehensive inspection in previous 3 years), inspect 30 percent of
places of employment in first group, 10 percent in second group, 5 percent
in third group, and a very small sample of fourth group.

D. Question: Should fourth (lowest) group be subject to very infrequent
random inspection?

GROUP CONSENSUS: YES, no group should be completely
excluded

E. Question: Is 3 years the right exclusion for “recency”?

F. Question: Should inspection results affect scheduling (either to leave an
employer on the list because of violations or to exclude an employer
because of “in compliance” inspections)?

GROUP CONSENSUS: YES, there should be some effect (no details
discussed)

G. Question: Should other factors be used to trigger programmed
inspections?

H. Question: Other issues?

IV.  Suggestion to Target on “Highest Risk” Employers in Each Group.

Is there a practical way to do this?
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V. Next Steps

Draft Rule Circulated Electronically to Advisory Group (by July 18, 2008)
Health Technical Advisory Group Meeting (July 29, 2008)

Formal Rule Proposal Filed (Before August 15, 2008)

Tentative Implementation (October 2008)



