Minutes

Core Indicators Built Environment (BE) Group Meeting

April 15, 2010
Chair: Popy Dimoulas-Graham (PHAC)

Minutes: Shelley Young (Halton)

Present: Deborah Moore (Niagara), Jaime Chow (York Region), Donna Howard (Ministry)

Via phone: Sarah Maaten (Elgin St. Thomas), Carol Craig (Sudbury), Jennifer Skinner (HKPR), 

	Agenda Item
	Discussion
	Action

 

	1.0 Welcome & Introductions

1.1 Welcome to Carol Craig, Public Health Nurse, Sudbury & District Health Unit

2.0 Approval of Agenda 

3.0 Approval of March 1, 2010, Meeting Minutes 

4.0 Standing Items

4.1 Core Indicators Working Group (CIWG) Update (Jennifer)

5.0 Updates 

5.1Action Items - March 1, 2010, meeting
5.2 Directness of routes/Density Subgroup (Jaime)
5.3 Proximity Subgroup (Deb)
5.3 Availability Subgroup (Sarah)

6.0 Moving Forward (All)
6.1Next steps
6.2 Timelines


7.0 National Workshop

8.0 RRFSS module review 
7.0 Next Meeting 
 


	Agenda approved.
Meeting minutes approved.
Current subgroup membership is on the website. Outstanding Strategic Plan items – members have been asked to continue work. Updates to French indicators is in progress; will keep the guidelines in English until they have been updated by committees. FAQ, minutes and agenda templates are on the APHEO site. Future partnering with the Agency and funding is in progress. Data Gaps document has been updated. Agreed to add a site for uploading the BE documents. Look to see if there is anything for us to add to the Data Sources document. Noted that for further details, CIWG minutes are posted to APHEO site.
a) Previous minutes have been updated

b) Rationale not provided as BE group opted not to go forward to the Core Indicators group with rationale.                                                                                           - Want to ensure communication is open so that we learn from earlier established work groups. Popy and Jennifer are part of HEAL so that ensures some transfer of learnings. Popy sat on the Infectious Disease Indicator group as well. Meeting updates are provided during APHEO General Meetings as well as to the Core Indicators Working Group. 

c) Proximity sub-group resumed

d) List of documents for website? Are they for us? For others? Do we want to include draft documents there? Decided not to include draft, but rather to document the process as we complete it – such as meeting minutes, activities, timelines, membership list, etc. Is it possible to have ‘members only’ access?
e) New member, Carol, has been recruited. Welcome!
f) Notes are done.
g) Subgroups completed matrix chart for each indicator currently selected. 
· Proximity to green space, fresh food supplier, and public or catholic school  (elementary or secondary)

· Population and intersection density

· Sidewalk and bikelane availability

h) Expert list has been started because of the National BE Workshop – expert list to be shared once the list is established for the workshop.
i) National Built Environment Indicators Workshop has been postponed to the Fall. Popy mentioned that attendance would be limited by Canadian Region. Carol shared that internationally there is interest in these indicators, she attended a conference last year in New York City. OPHA is planning a fall event focusing on Public health and Land Use Planning  this fall as well. 
j) Popy invited her surveillance contacts to attend, but they were unable to attend.
- Intersection density was chosen over block length/size as it is more widely used in the literature. Limitations include municipalities not having the numbers. Nova Scotia indicators used # households per km2 rationale. There is a relationship between intersections and injury (i.e. MVA) as intersections increase, connectivity also increases, but is it safe? The relationship to PA is less clear – it could mean a decrease in PA because there is too much traffic, many other factors are a play such as lights at intersections, etc. Waterloo is using roundabouts – are these considered intersections? No, typically considered traffic calming measures. Does a crosswalk qualify as an intersection? Technically cars are supposed to stop, but may not be legally required to. We need to look at the legal, legislative and literature findings regarding the rules and the risks. 

- Fresh food suppliers was a tricky one in terms of what to include. Subgroup also questioned if this really relates to PA – it is less directly relevant. Does it belong under PA indicators?  Does it make sense to separate out fresh food from other potential X destinations? Access to transit stops was also raised – perhaps this is also not a good PA indicator, even though there is some literature that suggests that walking to and from transit stops increases PA. Noted that Financial Information Return Data includes information about where parks and playgrounds exist. It is available to the Ministry by municipality, but not on line. Can PHUs get access to this via their municipality?? 

- Sidewalk/Bikelanes are essentially the same measurement, but separate out sidewalks from painted lanes and multi-use paths, etc. Looked at the ratio of lane km to road km. In the San Francisco study they used .06 kms which seems low. In Durham and Seattle they used 1.75 and 90% or 1.8 (respectively) which take into account lanes on both sides of the road. DMTI spatial has spatial data for a fee which implies there is a consistent data set somewhere. This has also been discussed by the GIS group. These measures do not take into account the quality or amount/length of sidewalk. In Toronto the Toronto Pedestrian Advisory Group and Cycling Group have released reports pertaining to Jarvis Street. Where do they get their data? Carol mentioned that this was discussed at the Walk21 conference as well, but no consensus was reached. 

- Proposed we move forward by either: a) using 1 indicator to populate the APHEO indicator template, have it reviewed by our expert list, and field test it; or, b) move on to another quadrant like Healthy Eating? The group preferred option a) so that we did not lose our focus and momentum on the PA indicators. The indicator template has different language than the matrices – refer to the Guide to Creating/Editing Core Indicators which is online. 
- Strive for completion of one indicator in the APHEO template within 1-2 months. 

See earlier note

RRFSS Coordinator has informed us that there are new urban development modules. Deb is part of the Analysis Group, but has not reviewed them yet. This group sees modules before they go out into the field. These modules may have gone before Deb joined the Analysis Group. Popy  mentioned that Statistics Canada is also adding Built Environment questions to the CCHS. She will monitor and keep us up to date. 

Meet again in mid-May
	Send additions to Popy. 

Sarah will share food desert paper and staff report with the group. 
Explore with APHEO a relationship with DMTI spatial for acquiring data. 
Sub-group chairs to initiate the next sub-group meetings to complete the indicator template

Popy to schedule next meeting. 
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