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Opening Remarks:

Jae Douglas. Section Manager of Research & Education (R&E) and Environmental Public health Tracking (EPHT or Tracking) Principal Investigator and Curtis Cude, Tracking Program Manager recently attended the PI/PM meeting in Atlanta, GA. The future of tracking and the investment in Tracking were key topics with the emphasis on better integration within the broad context of public health as well as with environmental regulatory agencies.
Federal resources are increasingly tight. The CDC is looking at where their investments are and where trimming needs to happen. To date, the CDC has invested a great deal of resources in the portals being developed within the Tracking project.

The emphasis of the Tracking project has been on portal and data development, analytic work and collaboration. Tracking is designed as a piece of health infrastructure and essentially to be the connector of the dots, making relationships with our partners essential.

Currently, Oregon is in the top 25% of the participating 23 grantees in Tracking program and portal implementation.
Q&A:

Q: Priorities for the Public Health Division include excellence in surveillance. How is the Tracking Program interacting with the Division in this area?

A: The Division is just now into the 1st quarter of developing strategic priorities. We hope to engage with Division leaders of this strategic area as well as others, like obesity.

Q: We need a public demonstration of how valuable this program is; have you addressed this yet?

A: In the past, Tracking worked with the Environmental Health Assessment Program and DEQ to test wells in an area of southwest Oregon long suspected to have high levels of arsenic in groundwater.  The result was individual and community outreach to educate residents of risks, likely outcomes of arsenic exposure, and ways to minimize exposure.  Tracking is working the HPCDP to prioritize surveillance and public health action work associated with the DMV obesity data.  Tracking will be working with the Radon program to map data in conjunction with Portland State University and Department of Geology and Mineral Industries geologists who have information on geologies likely to produce radon. Additionally Tracking can work with the Oregon State Cancer Registry to determine whether there is a consistent pattern in lung cancer. These are examples of how we are moving forward in turning data into action.   Tracking does not make the data, it makes it better. We are also looking at a national campaign of what Tracking is, what it does, and how it helps.
Q: How does Tracking interact with individual public health programs?
A: Tracking collects, analyzes and makes available to the public data that is core to public health and environmental program. We are not in a position to lead public health efforts, but to follow the lead of the programs in prioritizing and assisting in projects that lead to public health actions.
Tracking leverages data, staff expertise and connections with the programs, providing the program valuable resources in helping them get to where they want to go.  Tracking will be attending program level meetings and asking for engagement with ways Tracking can be of help.

Q: What is Tracking’s involvement with the Health Impact Assessment (HIA) program?

A: Tracking is moving rapidly in the direction of making sure data is available for HIA type work. 
Presentation: Data Portal 4.0 - Courtney Sullivan 

Version 1.0 – First release of web application for Tracking

Version 2.0 – Initial release of the current portal with its focus on indicators and measures.
Version 3.0 - secure portal, non-suppressed measures.

Version 4.0 - streamline of how the user interacts with the portal restructuring of the data and additional measures added.
Version 5.0 – A new mapping option will be created that includes the ability to turn on and off static layers (schools, boundaries, etc. base data; additionally environmental justice data, including demographics and community design will be added.  We should start to see first mini-release from version 5.0 in Q1 of 2013.

Oregon Public Health Assessment Tool (OPHAT)

This is for data users (primarily state and county epidemiologists) who want to get in, get the data and get out. It allows users to quickly access the data they need for their analysis and to take record level data, query the data, and present outcomes on a county level. 
Data sets on OPHAT for the first release include: births, infant deaths, communicable disease (including HIV/AIDS, STD and TB).

Data sets soon to be on OPHAT are: mortality, cancer, hospitalization, immunization

Presentation: Data Utilization Plan - Daniel Morris

Oregon Tracking’s Data Utilization Plan will guide analytical work for the period 2012 – 2014. There are two parts to this plan: Descriptive & Inferential Analysis and Data Linkage Epidemiological Studies (see summary attached below). Evaluation of DMV records for obesity surveillance falls into the second category. Oregon is the first state to use DMV data for obesity surveillance. Tracking recently released a study evaluating DMV data and found them to be a valuable resource for tracking. We created estimates for small areas across the state which we can compare with other data on population characteristics and the built environment. These data will be going up on the Data Portal.

Visual: Map showing cities: locations of fast food and convenience stores over-laid with obesity data.

Q&A on Data:

Q: How can this data be used for policy changes in regard to access to food and obesity issues for communities?

A: We will need to work closely together to share the information in appropriate ways, due to the sensitivity of the data. We are currently working with representatives from county health departments to create a set of maps they can use to support local obesity prevention work. 

Q: What is the correlation or association to an outsider for this particular map when taking into consideration BMI and census tract?  

A: Socioeconomic status explains much of the variation in BMI, and we need to account for that in order to reveal associations between BMI and environmental conditions. Age adjusted rates are used to account for age distribution. We are open to ideas on how to incorporate and display the data and answer questions.

Q&A on Built Environment:

Q: What way are we pushing nationally in regard to socioeconomic determinants of disease?

A: We are creating EJ indicators from the American Community Survey that are robust and useable at the local level. We are working with the national network to develop NCDMs for those measures.

Comment: Socioeconomic and behavior factors are challenging for groups looking at environmental regulatory measures.  Offering more detailed data would lead to more people drawing erroneous conclusions from perceived correlations. 

Response: These data are useful, but we need to be thinking about the indicators and how they can be misused. That's why we take pains to explain the data limitations on the portal and to do our own analysis so we're prepared to respond if someone makes some questionable claims regarding the data.
Program Collaboration Ideas:

· Tracking should collaborate with OHSU and PSU in offering an MPH course in Tracking. Students would select a topic from Tracking (and/or OPHAT) and develop an interpretive report as well as lessons learned which could include suggestions for improving portal functionality or data quality.
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