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Objective

* To provide a framework for using
comparative analysis to evaluate policies

(old, existing, or new) that involve setting
priorities.
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Does bottled water have a place In
the distribution of potable water to
the public?




Lead In School DW

_ead levels in a school have been determined to
pe consistently above maximum acceptable
Imits whereas the water entering the school has
relatively low levels of lead. The parent
committee has raised concerns regarding lead
exposure and child development to the school
board. Some parents are sending their children
to school with bottled water or re-usable bottles
filled from home and telling them not to drink the

water at school.

What do you recommend to the school for the
delivery of potable water to the school?




IDENTIFYING AND COMPARING PoLICY OPTIONS
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Adapted from Collins, T. (2005). Health policy analysis: A simple tool for policy makers. Public Health 119:192-196.




The System In Context

* Where can we Iintervene In the
system?
—sources of drinking water
—treatment/monitoring
—distribution/storage
—end user/tap
—waste



Evaluating Policy Options

Assessment Criteria
List criteria for evaluation,

Broad categories of impacts could be combined,

added, deleted, expanded, etc., depending on
the problem and context,

Options/Potential Solutions

Status quo
(baseline)

Option 1

Option 2

Option 3

e.g.

Health impacts

Environmental impacts

......................

Public acceptability

Economic cost

Equity/Fairness

Ethical

Practicality

Technical feasibility

Legality

Efficiency

Quality of life

.....................

- Outcomes/Impacts:

. Rate each option based on the chosen assessme nt criteria.
. Rating scales can be:
. -quantitative —e.g. numerical values

3 ';'quﬂit'atiVe - e.g. descriptive comments
- -semi-quantitative — e.g. rank order, direction of change, ukert scale
- For each rating, consider degree of certainty.
- Could also weight assessment criteria based on relative significance.

.........................

..........................

..........................

.........................

.........................

.................

P

...................

Cultural impacts

etc....




Dealing with
Ongoing Boil Water Advisory

* Members of a small town of 500 people
use river water (runoff from a nearby
mountain) as their source of drinking
water. The river water has never been
treated and had been used for 50 years
without incident until two years ago when
an outbreak of giardiasis occurred and a
third of the community became |ll.



The System In Context

* Where can we Iintervene In the
system?
—sources of drinking water
—treatment/monitoring
—distribution/storage
—end user/tap
—waste



Decision-Making
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Does bottled water have a place In
the distribution of potable water to
the public?




Thank you!
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