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DRAFT MEETING NOTES 
 

UPDATE ON REPORT 
Gregg Grunenfelder, Co-Chair, asked for feedback on the 2009 report and approval of 
the report. The report was very positively received and approved unanimously. Betty 
Bekemeier said that she has shared our work with her PBRN partners from around the 
country. They were impressed with our work and are interested in standardizing the 
questions for collection of similar data in other states.     
 

DISCUSS EXAMPLES OF USING THE 2009 ACTIVITIES AND SERVICES DATA 
          Barry Kling, Co‐Chair 

At the October meeting the workgroup had asked DOH staff to draft examples of how to 
use these data to help tell our public health stories. Four topics were chosen: Foodborne 
Illness, H1N1, TB and Drinking Water. These are intended to be simple examples for use by 
anybody when talking about our work.   
 
The workgroup liked the examples, and offered suggestions.  These will be posted on the 
website.  DOH will also ask their communications office to review the examples. 
 

  



 

NEXT STEPS FOR 2010 INVENTORY 
          Gregg Grunenfelder, Co‐Chair 

          The workgroup discussed the following questions:  
 

• How to improve future data collection process? Much discussion centered on how to 
institutionalize future data collection.  DOH is exploring a web based option that 
would allow but the LHJ and DOH program staff to enter their data.  To improve 
consistency and simplify data entry it was suggested that operational definitions be 
included for each question in the survey.  These could be pop ups.   

 
• Are these the right questions?  The workgroup agreed that these are good questions; 

the data is relevant now and over time will be very useful.  Some questions may need 
refining in their definitions but they represent much of what we do in public health.  
We also need to check that we’re not missing an important questions.  The list will get 
revisited in 2011 for the 2010 inventory.   

 
‐ Action – When we distribute the 2009 Report ask for feedback from readers about 

the questions; are we missing anything, are these the right questions, are they 
useful, etc. 

  
• Validate the data ‐ are we missing much data? Barry suggests the data be looked at 

across all jurisdictions by question to see what is missing.      
 

• Performance measures?  The “5930” legislation that established this work also 
requires the identification of performance measures to help improve health.   
Additionally, the Governor and Secretary of Health are requesting this information.   
The workgroup was asked to begin thinking about what performance might be useful.  
In 2011, the workgroup will begin this work.    

 

NEXT MEETING 
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