MINUTES

Core Indicators Working Group

Smoking and cancer screening sub-group
(Formerly: Cancer and Risk Factors Subgroup)
Meeting #13-2008
Date:

February 12, 2008
Time:

9:30 am – 12:00 noon
Place:

Teleconference

Chair:

Brenda Guarda

Recorder:
Beth Theis
Present: Brenda Guarda, Beth Theis, Katherine Haimes, Jolene Dubray, Sue Bondy  

Regrets:  John Garcia, Carol Paul, Jane Hohenadel, John Barbaro, Elizabeth Rael
	Discussion
	Action

	1. Assignment of Recorder 
	Beth volunteered to take minutes

	2. Additions to Agenda
	Accepted with no other additions


	3. Review Previous Minutes (October 24, 2007) 
      Brenda reported that previous minutes through August 2007 

      have now been posted on the APHEO website.

	Approved 

	4. Business Arising
a. Draft indicator Review – All

i. Minor’s access to tobacco.  
ii. Smoking status
John has now included rationale as to why the NAGME recommendations were not adopted for this indicator.
Jolene note that “Method of Calculation” is incomplete in that it needs to be there for teens and for adults for each specific indicator
iii. Quit smoking
Apologies from Jane: not yet revised.
iv. Cancer incidence
Brenda had circulated revisions for review. 

Beth confirmed that PHAC and Statistics Canada have both adopted the US SEER specific ICD-O-3 site codes and groupings as Brenda has described them. “Method of Calculation” should reflect ICD-O-3 codes. Beth will send Brenda some text to expand the first note under “Indicator Comments” to note that the SEER groupings used by CCO are the same as those used by PHAC and Statistics Canada, although the national agencies are able to report at a finer level of grouping.
Beth confirmed that data suppression rules at CCO are meant to be “<=5” (which is the same as “<6”), and that null values are considered all right for release. This is subject to approval by CCO’s new Director of Privacy.

Beth asked about the rationale for the list of cancers listed under “Specific Indicators” for Cancer incidence and Cancer mortality. Brenda reports that these arose from the Mandatory Objectives. Beth wondered whether the list might be revised to match the Corresponding National Indicators and those usually reported by CCO: prostate, breast, colorectal, lung (the “big four”). 
v. Cancer mortality

Brenda had circulated revisions for review. 
PHAC, Statistics Canada, CCO use of SEER groupings, data suppression rules, list of cancers under “Specific Indicators”: as for Cancer incidence indicator.
vi. OBSP mammography
Beth had circulated revisions for review, and confirmed that possible duplicates will be removed; the OBSP analyst will do these calculations, and she understands the dataset and calculates this indicator routinely at the provincial and LHIN levels.

vii. Screening mammography
Beth had circulated revisions for review, with denominator corrected to be in line with phrasing for other indicators based on CCHS data. Beth is in contact with PHAC staff in Screening and Early Detection: their results suggest that their calculations are similar but they say they have in general used a less thoughtful approach than ours. They have sent their SAS code to Beth for comparison with the methods in Beth’s drafts; this will be done at some point but in general they feel that CCO and the CIWG subgroup are taking the most thoughtful approach. The PHAC group intend to ask Statistics Canada staff to consider defining “screening mammography” using the same CCHS responses as used by PHAC and recommended in our draft.
viii. Cervical cancer screening
Beth had circulated revisions for review, including      text and references about partial and complete hysterectomies as suggested at a previous meeting.

ix. Colorectal screening
Beth had circulated revisions for review, with denominator corrected to be in line with phrasing for other indicators based on CCHS data. PHAC methods seem close to the circulated draft; they have sent Beth their SAS code for comparison (see under “Screening mammography”, above).

x. Clinical breast exams
Katherine had revised slightly and circulated for review. Beth to send Katherine web address for Canadian Task Force on Preventive Health Care.
xi. Smoke-free homes

Katherine will revise soon.

xii. Second-hand smoke exposure

  Katherine will revise soon.
xiii. Sun safety
Analysis of second National Sun Survey data in terms of potential indicators is now in process at Cancer Care Ontario. Brenda suggested that the person to be hired for the indicators contract (see below under New Business) could follow up with Cancer Care Ontario and draft the sun safety indicators.

xiv. Lifetime smoking – adolescents
We are not recommending this indicator; Jolene needn’t bother about drafting it.

xv. 30-day prevalence – adolescents
Jolene asked whether we want this indicator for adolescents, since we don’t have it for adults. Decision: do not recommend this indicator.
	Brenda will discuss this draft version with Tobacco Enforcement Officers (TEO) at Simcoe Muskoka District Health Unit (SMDHU) for feedback.
John to revise “Method of Calculation” to show method for both teens and adults for each indicator.
ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

Jane to revise

Beth to submit some suggested text to Brenda, Brenda to revise.
Beth to confirm that CCO’s Director of Privacy agrees with these data suppression rules.

Brenda to revise.  
ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

Brenda to bring forward Beth’s question about rationale for the list of cancers to the larger CIWG group.

Action items as for Cancer incidence indicator, above.

ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

Beth send web address to Katherine, to be added to references.
ALL: review and send comments before next meeting.

Katherine to revise and circulate

Katherine to revise and circulate

Indicators contract person to follow up with Cancer Care Ontario



	5. New Business
a. Update from large CIWG group – Brenda
Mary-Anne Pietrusiak has had verbal confirmation that APHEO’s application to PHAC for funding to hire an epidemiologist to work full-time as a project manager on the indicators updating has been approved. This will be a one-year contract and hiring for the late spring or early summer can begin once funds have been received, which should be some time before 31 March 2008. A Core Indicators Project Steering Committee has been formed and will draft terms of reference. Members represent the CIWG main group and subgroups and the APHEO Executive Committee. The model could be the RRFSS co-ordinator job: hired through alPHA and housed in a public health unit. Duties will include writing indicators, helping to develop resource documents, doing analyses as needed for related investigations, making sure that references are current, updating the website, presenting to APHEO and other agencies, and explore methods of keeping the indicators website current.
Indicator subgroups will continue to exist and work in an advisory capacity with the project manager.

b. Timelines for draft indicator completion
Brenda asked that all:
- work toward revising their assigned indicators, circulate them well ahead of the next meeting

- review and comment on circulated indicators in advance of the next meeting.

	ALL: (in advance of next meeting): 

· revise assigned indicators, circulate well ahead of next meeting

· review and comment on indicators circulated by others


	6. Next Meeting Date and Location
Wednesday, 4 April 2008, 1:30-4:00 pm
Teleconference info:

For calls with-in <<Toronto>>: 416-212-0400 

Out side of <<Toronto>>: 1866-3552663 

Then enter the following code: 

Pass Code: 7403+ # ( pound sign) 

Location:

21st floor, small boardroom at <<393 University Ave>>
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