Core Indicators Work Group

Healthy Eating Active Living (HEAL) Subgroup

April 16, 2009
1:30 pm – 3:30 pm

Present: Elsa Ho, Fangli Xie, Jennifer Skinner, Peggy Patterson, Shanna Hoetmer, Rebecca Truscott, Harleen Sahota
Regrets: Ahalya Mahendra
1.0 Approval of agenda 

Approved.

2.0 Approval of Jan 21, 2009 and March 12, 2009 meeting minutes 
Actions: Harleen to remove teleconference information.

3.0 Updated Guide for Creating and Editing Indicators 
These are decisions that have come from the last CIWG meeting.

3.1 “Changes Made” table
There is now going to be a Changes Made table at the bottom of each indicator which provides a listing of changes made to the indicator over time. List the date, who made the change, what the change was and whether it was formal review process or something ad hoc. The work that we did this year as part of the PHAC grant is a formal review process. Do not list updates to broken links or spelling/grammar changes. The intention of this section is to help epidemiologists track changes in the methodology of the indicator over time and to document /keep records of the changes that our indicators go through.
Actions: Harleen to update in Guide to Editing or Creating Indicators. 

3.2 Survey Questions table
There is now a survey questions table which should be placed in this section. The table should include variable names, the name of the data source, what the questions were, documentation of any changes over time in the data sources that you want to include (list these at the top of the table as an intro), module name, year and response categories. See the guide for details of format. You can use this format for surveys that are listed in the Alternative Data Sources section (e.g. RRFSS). 

Actions: Harleen to update in Guide to Editing or Creating Indicators.  Remove cycle names.
3.3 Analysis Check List updates

Actions: Harleen to update in Guide to Editing or Creating Indicators. 

3.3.1 Not Applicables


Someone had raised that this point is not always applicable: “Not applicable respondents should be excluded; however, it is important to understand who these respondents are from the questionnaire skip patterns to be able to describe the relevant population. “

There’s a disclaimer at the top of this section in the guide asking you check each point before inserting it into the indicator- “The following is a list of generic check list points for some data sources. Check that each point is applicable prior to incorporating it into an indicator draft.”
3.3.2 Rounding
There was a question on what we should be rounding things to as a result of this analysis check list point: “Estimates must be appropriately weighted (generally the share weight for the CCHS) and rounded.” The CIWG decided that it is upto each researcher/epi to determine what they want to round their data to.

3.3.3 Mode Study
New point: “Caution should be taken when comparing the results from Cycle 1.1 (2000/01) to subsequent years of the survey, due to a change in the mode of data collection.  The sample in Cycle 1.1 had a higher proportion of respondents interviewed in person, which affected the comparability of some key health indicators.  Please refer to http://www.statcan.gc.ca/imdb-bmdi/document/3226_D16_T9_V1-eng.pdf for a full text copy of the Statistics Canada article entitled "Mode effects in the Canadian Community Health Survey: a Comparison of CAPI and CATI"“

3.3.4 Release Guidelines
Update point: “Users of the CCHS Ontario Share File must adhere to Statistics Canada's release guidelines for the CCHS data when publishing or releasing data derived from the file in any form. Refer to the appropriate user guide for guidelines for tabulation, analysis and release of data from the CCHS. In general, when calculating the CV from the share file using the bootstrap weights, users should not use or release weighted estimates when the unweighted cell count is below 10. For ratios or proportions, this rule should be applied to the numerator of the ratio.  Statistics Canada uses this approach for the tabular data on their website. When using only the Approximate Sampling Variability (CV) lookup tables for the share file, data may not be released when the unweighted cell count is below 30. This rule should be applied to the numerator for ratios or proportions.  This provides a margin of safety in terms of data quality, given the CV being utilized is only approximate.“

3.3.5 Update from Stats. Can. on Not Stated Respondents 

At the CIWG meeting, Brenda Wannell announced that Health Indicators will now exclude not stated respondents to match Health Reports (i.e. General recommendation now is to exclude). We’ll need to update our analysis check list points to say that Stats Can removes these once confirmed.
3.4 Ontario Public Health Standards section (headings, sub-headings, process outcomes)

Please refer to the new sections in the guide and how to use them in the guide. 
4.0 Indicators 
4.1 Newly completed indicators 
4.1.1 Chronic Health Problems Prevalence

This is now complete. 

4.2 Approval of indicators today after external review period: 

4.2.1 Adolescent BMI 
Actions: Indicator team to make following changes:
1. Survey questions: Add pregnancy question and lactating question. List all other questions needed to derive that variable for our syntax for those years. List derived variables for the years where a CCHS derived variable already exists for this indicator. See food insecurity- “refer to syntax file”- use that format. Move link to syntax files to top of Analysis Check List section.
2. Add mode study point.
3. Cross References to Other Indicators- Food Insecurity…need to capitalize. 

Approved with changes.
Actions: Harleen to post, announce and send for translation.

4.2.2 Leisure- Time Physical Activity 
Changed title- to match the Statistics Canada indicator. 
Age in Specific Indicators…do we include? 
Actions: Change commas to “who were” in specific indicators. 

OPHS section. Some supported removing repro outcomes. We should document the research if we do…
Actions: Remove the repro outcomes and requirements. 
Survey questions- table has been inserted. Now chronological.

Actions: Reproductive years basic category- remove. Remove the phrases ‘Youth’ and ‘Adults’.
Change the bullet in indicator comments to this to be explicit that it relates to leisure time physical activity:

· “The physical activity index uses energy expenditures to categorize individuals as being active, moderately active or inactive. Active applies to those who average 3.0+kcal/kg/day of energy expenditure from leisure time physical activity. This is approximately the amount of exercise that is required for cardiovascular health benefit. Moderately active includes those who average 1.5-2.9 kcal/kg/day from leisure time physical activity. Those who are moderately active might experience some health benefits but little cardiovascular benefit. People categorized as inactive are those with energy expenditure levels less than 1.5 kcal/kg/day for leisure time physical activity.“
There was a discussion on this sentence: “ When conducting trend analysis, thorough examination of the background documents is recommended as changes in the survey questions or method of deriving the index may be revealed as temporal differences.”

Actions: Replace sentence with detailed examples from Katzmarzyk & Tremblay on how trends change over time. Replace the definitions with “during leisure-time physical activity” at the end of each.
Indicator team to clean up and send to Harleen for posting and to then send for translation.
4.2.3 Food Insecurity 

Indicator team to remove process outcomes.
This section was reworded:

“Corresponding Indicators from Other Sources
· United States (US) Department of Agriculture

Household food security status is defined using an 18-item questionnaire. The household food security status categories are different from the Core Indicator, using different thresholds to define three household status situations.  The three status situations from the US Department of Agriculture are: food secure, low food security and very low food security.  Prior to 2006, households with low food security were described as “food insecure without hunger” and households with very low food security were described as “food insecure with hunger.”  Changes in these descriptions were made in 2006 at the recommendation of the US Committee on National Statistics.”
Actions: Make the phrase “May be derived (syntax file available)” a link to the syntax. Move the last point in analysis check list to the top. Change HEAL to full name in table at the end. Add comment to corresponding indicators to other sources: “Name indicator and state any differences in definition or method of calculation. Put down "None" if there are no corresponding outcomes.”…Harleen to check with Mary-Anne and update in Guide. 
Added “As certain populations at high risk of income-related food insecurity are not included in the survey—for example, the homeless, Aboriginal people living on-reserve and those living in remote and isolated communities—the prevalence of income-related household food insecurity may be underestimated.1”
Approved with changes. Subgroup to clean up indicator, send to Harleen and Harleen to post + send to translate. 
4.3 Update on Cost of a Nutritious Food Basket 

Ahalya and Peggy incorporated comments from the subgroup into the draft. 
Corresponding Health Indicators from Stats Can and CIHI- Had national nutritious food basket (Health Canada)- List of foods and then the procedures for doing the pricing. It’s not an actual number that you can come up with and so seems suitable to take it out. 
Actions: Remove the national nutritious food basket from Corresponding Health Indicators from Stats Can and CIHI.

Under basic categories, reference family of 4. 22 age and gender groups. These are calculated by the ministry for these age and gender groups. Leave these in there.
Survey questions section- subgroup discussed listing the questionnaire. This questionnaire (which asks about the cost of different food items in stores) is different from other indicators. No need to list questions here.

Actions:

Description didn’t really describe the indicator…
Expand bullet in indicator comments on the procedure and add link to the guide somewhere. 
Peggy and Ahalya to send cleaned up version to subgroup.
4.4 Ages for alcohol indicators 

We received an email asking why we have listed certain age cut offs for certain alcohol indicators. 

Actions: Justify decisions on age cut offs for alcohol indicators explicitly in indicators.
4.5 Indicators in external review: 

4.5.1 Heavy Drinking Episodes 
This indicator is in external review and we do have reviewers. 
4.6 Approval of indicators today to go through external review: 

4.6.1 Drinking and Driving 
Actions:

Indicator team to…

-remove branch name

-remove process outcomes

-reformat RRFFS questions to tabular format- do in guide also.
-define standard drink that CCHS uses and also what the definition of a standard drink is – see heavy drinking. 

-CCHS- update point on release guidelines
-NS-after external, fix up references after external review, plus updates to analysis check list. 

-move documentation in method of calc. to analysis check list. 
Harleen to send off to review once cleaned up.
4.6.2 Low Risk Drinking 
The syntax file is being worked on.
Actions: Harleen to complete this indicator with Rebecca and send off for review. 

5.0 Timelines and next steps  
Next meeting dates: Friday May 22, 2009 1:30-3:30; Tuesday June 9, 2009 2-4

