Core Indicators Working Group

Cancer, Smoking and Sun Safety Sub-Group

Meeting 17

Date:

December 8, 2008

Time:

1:30 pm – 3:30 pm

Place:

Teleconference

Chair:

Brenda Guarda

Recorder:
Harleen Sahota

Present: Beth Theis, Jolene Dubray (away for part of the meeting), Katherine Russell, Brenda Guarda (away for part of the meeting), John Barbaro, Harleen Sahota, Ali Artaman, Scott Leatherdale, Carol Paul

Regrets: Sue Bondy, Elizabeth Rael

1. Welcome and introductions 
Ali Artaman and Scott Leatherdale were introduced to the subgroup. The group did a round table of everyone’s backgrounds.

2. Additions to Agenda
Section 4 was re-ordered (only Minor Access to Tobacco is at the final draft stage). All other indicators are still in first draft. 
Under New Business, a discussion on how to make electronic communications more efficient was added. 

3. Review Previous Minutes (October 29, 2008) 
Approved with Beth’s changes.
Actions: Harleen to post minutes from Oct 29th on website. 

4. Business Arising

a. Indicators under external review

i. Smoking status 
This indicator is currently in external review but the external reviewer response has been sparse. 

Note: Some people just reviewed a series of indicators on smoking and that may be why we are not getting enough reviewers. 
Sean O’Connor is an expert in the field and may be good to contact. It may also be good to network around experts to get more content-related expertise which is very important.
Actions: Jolene to ask Sean for help in obtaining external reviewer feedback. 

John Garcia may also be a good contact.

Actions: Beth to request help from John on the external review of Smoking Status. 
Sub-group to send any contacts to help with review process to Harleen.
b. Indicator final drafts 

i. Minors Access to Tobacco (indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)
There was discussion around whether we should separate out compliance checks from enforcement checks. Jolene requested feedback.

Opinions:

Harleen suggested separating them out  but is not sure what is the most useful and relevant method for PHU level analyses. 

From Jolene’s background, the two are usually combined. Other group members agreed.
Actions: Jolene to combine the two into one category. 

Module name for RRFSS questions has been added to this draft. The tobacco vendor types has been included under basic categories as possible categories to examine.

There is an indicator from the NAGME report which has been listed. Jolene had a question on whether or not we should be listing this source under the reference section. Jolene offered option to include only if the report is interesting. Harleen agreed.
In Tobacco Compliance Protocol which accompanies the OPHS, PHU’s should follow the Smoke Free Ontario Act.
Actions: Jolene to send updated draft to sub-group for final approval. 
Subgroup to send “approval” emails to Harleen.
Harleen to post indicator on website and send out call for review. 

c. Indicator first drafts- 
*****************OVERALL ACTION FOR ALL FIRST DRAFTS***************
1) FEEDBACK ON ALL FIRST DRAFTS WHICH WERE READY FOR THIS MEETING (I.E. FOR INDICATORS NOT HIGHLIGHTED IN YELLOW) IS DUE DECEMBER 18TH AND SHOULD BE SENT TO THE INDICATOR TEAMS. INDICATOR TEAMS TO SEND SECOND DRAFTS TO SUBGROUP JAN 13TH. SUBGROUP TO REVIEW ALL SECOND DRAFTS FOR APPROVAL AT FEB 11TH MEETING. 
2) FOR THE DRAFTS WHICH WERE NOT COMPLETE FOR THIS MEETING, PLEASE SEND YOUR DRAFTS TO HARLEEN BY WEDNESDAY, DECEMBER 17TH. HARLEEN WILL SEND OUT THESE DRAFTS IN ONE EMAIL WITH ADJUSTED TIMELINES. THESE DRAFTS MUST BE READY FOR NEXT WEDNESDAY IN ORDER TO STILL DELIVER TO PHAC AND TO FOLLOW ALL THE STEPS IN OUR PROJECT PLAN.
i. Cancer incidence and Cancer mortality (indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)

Harleen explained that these drafts are not complete and that she will send them out at the end of the week.

Actions: Beth to review Brenda’s chart on cancer codes and Harleen to send out drafts end of the week. All to send feedback to Harleen on drafts.
ii. OBSP Mammography, Mammography, Clinical Breast Exams, Cervical Cancer Screening (indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)

Actions: Cervical Cancer Screening- Beth and Harleen to look into corresponding indicator from stats can. 

Cancer system quality index- should we include in indicators? 
CSQI is ongoing and will be maintained. Group feels it is a good fit for indicators. These indicators are based on other types of data which is good to include. 

Actions: Beth will send CSQI links to Harleen for other indicators. 
Clinical Breast exams: Not considered a priority. Not core content and not even optional? Need to check this and then possibly remove. Has been discussed in the past (2 years ago). Actions: Harleen to ask Core Indicators Work group on whether we should keep Clinical Breast Exams.
Actions: Subgroup to review first draft of these indicators and send Harleen feedback. Harleen to send update on discussion with CIWG on Clinical Breast Exams and then to let subgroup know on whether to go ahead with review of first draft for this indicator.
iii. Second Hand Smoke Exposure 
This indicator has been updated to reflect the OPHS. Katherine used Jolene’s indicator as a guide and added indicators from Stats can/CIHI, CDC and NAGME. 

Alternative data sources- Questions on smoke exposure in the car, home and public places is listed from several modules (Environmental tobacco smoke module and smoking at home module…. What about in the vehicle module?) The vehicle module doesn’t really ask about smoking exposure in the car but more about rules. Optional module. Will be core in 2009. 2001-2003 was core and then optional. Group agreed that it should be added. 

Re-arranged indicator comments for flow. Level of exposure and health risks info is from OTRU. 

Smoke free Ontario act might affect second hand smoke exposure in public places. 

Exposure in the work place- CCHS didn’t directly address it. 

References section was update.
Actions: Subgroup to review first draft of second hand smoke exposure and send feedback to Katherine. 

iv. Colorectal Cancer Screening (indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)

Actions: Beth will send a second draft of Colorectal Cancer Screening to the subgroup. 

The group agreed that the Cancer system quality index indicators can be included. 
Actions: Subgroup to review indicator and send feedback to Beth by January 21. 

v. Sun Safety 
This indicator is based on RRFSS because that was the source for Ontario data.

Indicator was renamed from Sun Safety to Exposure to UV radiation. Group agreed to change the name. 

Need to clean up the references. 

Actions: Subgroup to review indicator and send feedback on first draft to Beth.
vi. Smoke Free Homes(indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)

Data sources don’t always ask about exposure of smokers to second hand smoke. ---why isn’t the impact on smokers included? Need to include a point that this indicator is a large underestimate of this and that second hand exposure has an effect on smokers too. Include the rationale for this. 

With most recent release of CCHS, household weights and individual weights have been listed. The household weight is new. Should we maybe include this? Household weight is now available so we can start using this. 

Homes vs. people…Keep these concepts separate. 

Should keep the Smoke Free Homes and Second Hand Smoke Exposure indicators separate because they are completely different measures. One is more for protecting children. 

Actions: Katherine will send what she has at the moment to the subgroup as the first draft. Subgroup to send feedback to Katherine.
vii. Quit Smoking 

Low numbers for some stages- action and the third stage. Could collapse across geographic areas. 
Other measures to look into: How many people have quit and how many have tried to quit- These may be more important. See Cancer 2020- successful quits type measure.
Note: Measure of former smokers is from core module. 

Other measures: 
-Years of duration of quitting smoking. 
-Proportion of pop. who quit smoking in last year  (core) + Not using the derived variable but the first three parts of the STC theory
-Intention to quit and quit attempts…

- Successful quit attempts. 

Scott recommends not using the first three stages from STC theory only. 

Actions: Harleen and Jolene will go back into the data to see what other items we can measure related to quit smoking. Send first draft of revised indicator to subgroup as soon as possible. Ask Scott for feedback.
d. “Second draft” of Smoking Attributable Mortality 
(indicators highlighted in yellow did not have drafts at this meeting and drafts should go to subgroups asap- i.e. “flagged indicators”)

Nothing has changed since the first draft went out. Brenda has received a few comments which need to be incorporated into the draft. There is a series of questions to be answered for this indicator.
Actions: Brenda requested some comments from Ali and Scott. Brenda hasn’t heard back from Sue yet- Brenda will follow up. Brenda will incorporate feedback into the first draft and send to group. Brenda to send an updated draft to group in next week or week and a half. Subgroup to send feedback to Brenda on second draft.
General action item across all indicators: Send info to Scott on what targeted/specific things we need help with.
5. New Business
a. Updates from CIWG meeting 
Harleen gave update from last CIWG meeting.

i. OHS-
Move all OHS information from indicators to OHS data source page now because that data is still historically useful/interesting but may not be best to include in indicators now given that it’s older data and it’s time consuming to put in extra sources (especially with respect to new syntax files) if that data source isn’t necessary for the indicator. 
Actions: Subgroup to send “blurb” to Harleen with all the OHS points shifted to bottom of drafts for Harleen to post on data source page.

ii. Strategic Planning

We had a strategic planning session on Friday, Dec 5th. It was a good turn out and it was nice to have everyone in one room. We had discussions on the new OPHS, the new agency, the APHEO strategic directions, performance indicators, the results from the two surveys on the Core Indicators project and the PHAC project.

The small and large group work sessions produced some great ideas, including task/action oriented items which we can start to address.

The report from the session should be coming out mid January.
iii. Policies and Procedures

There are three new policies and procedures now posted on the Core Indicators website: the membership P&P, the subgroup terms of reference and the organizational chart. 
Actions: Subgroup to review new policies and procedures.

iv. OPHS: Foundational standards and the PHAS protocol

There are foundational standards in the new OPHS and then program standards. How should we incorporate these foundational standards into our drafts (question from Jolene via email)?

One idea might be to include the program standards in the indicators and then have a separate page on the website which lists all the foundational standards which are relevant to the entire project as a whole. We would then refer people to the foundational standards page if there are no program standards from the OPHS for a given indicator.

Harleen asked for feedback from the group to get some possible solutions that we may want to use on how we use these foundational standards across indicators.

Opinions- The foundational standards are more of an introduction to the project. Why not have an introduction to the Core Indicators website incorporating the foundational standards…Stick to the program standards for the indicators.

Note: The foundational standards are listed in the “Corresponding outcomes from the OPHS” section of the indicators. 
b. Email Correspondence
Ali mentioned that there are a lot of emails that are circulated on the project and that it is hard to keep track of things.

Ideas:

-Webex is a tool which sends a reminder to the group when something is updated on the web (i.e. drafts get posted on the web). 
-“Google documents”- upload word or excel document and then collaborate with others. Collaborators don’t have to have a google account.
Actions: Harleen to look into possible solutions.

6. Next Meeting Date and Location 
February 11, 2008, Teleconference
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