[image: ]


Page 2 of 2
	Meeting Title:
	CSTE Data Standardization Workgroup Meeting 

	Date:
	10/29/2021

	Location:
	https://meetings.ringcentral.com/j/1487120168


Attendees: 33
	CSTE
	
	PHAs
	

	Amita Worasilpchai (JMC Consultant)
	X
	Kathryn Hirabayashi (Maryland)
	X

	Shaily Krishan (CSTE)
	X
	June Bancroft (OR)
	X

	Becky Lampkins
	X
	Ramandeep Kaur (AL)
	X

	CDC
	
	Suzanne Gibbons-Burgener (WI)
	X

	Lesliann Helmus (CDC)
	X
	Annie Fine (NYC)
	X

	Ruth Jajosky (CDC)
	X
	Amy Lai (AZ)
	X

	Sandy Roush (CDC)
	X
	Katelyn Mullins
	X

	Erin Sizemore - CDC
	X
	Marijoyce Naguit (CA)
	X

	Co-Chairs
	
	Jyotsna Ramachandran (NYC)
	X

	Molly Crockett (MA)
	X
	Nereida
	X

	Laura Erhart (AZ)
	X
	Sai Kurmana
	X

	
	
	John Satre (IA) 
	X

	
	
	Tara Strine
	X

	
	
	TK Miller
	X

	
	
	Alexa Meinhardt
	X

	
	
	Benjamin Schram
	X

	
	
	Heather Crawford (OR)
	X

	
	
	Michelle Lin
	X

	
	
	Yvette
	X

	
	
	Kelly Walblay
	X

	
	
	EJ (NYC STI)
	X

	
	
	Ben Horstein
	X



AGENDA:
· Welcome 
· Assumptions
· Same calculation for all jurisdictions and diseases/ programs (for this new date element)
· Date should represent earliest date available date from component list
· Jurisdictions may need to have the option to override calculation for specific cases if necessary (data anomalies, etc.)
· Jurisdictions to send counting date *and* component dates to CDC in MMGs 
· Example: If we recommend that the new “counting date” is calculated from the earliest of Field 1, Field 2, Field 3, we should send all four fields (Counting date, Field 1, Field 2, Field 3) in case notifications.
· CDC/jurisdiction programs could use other algorithms or hierarchies (in addition to counting date) if necessary to meet specific needs
· Not every case will have every component
· Proposed Component Dates
· Allow for comparison- “apples to apples”
· Symptom Onset Date
· Clinical Diagnosis Date
· Specimen Collection Date of First Positive Lab Result
· Date of First Positive Laboratory Result
· Date First Received by Public Health Agency
· Annie: first received by any PHA? Suzanne: Date the jurisdiction who handled it. The actual PHA who is doing the reporting. May need to be more explicit “Date first received by the PHA Reporting the Case”
· This element was included in our first Dates Brief
· Date Entered/Record Initiated
· Date CDC First Notified
· Seems like there should be a better date that’s more representative
· Suzanne: In WI, the day they receive the notficiation may not be the same day that an incident is initiated 
· How do Jursidctions feel about the fall back date approach? 
· Ben Hornstein (AL): Is Date of First Positive Lab Result the day that lab was reported? John Satre (IA): Result/release date doesn't always = date reported.
· Ramandeep Kaur (AL): AL would also prefer having both dates separately - date first received by PH and Date entered/initiated. For non-COVID cases these are majorly different. 
· Jyotsna Ramachandran (NYC TB): Vote is also to remove CDC first notified.
· Amy Lai (AZ): Agree to remove CDC first notified
· Consensus that we should remove Date CDC First Notified
· Suzanne: The one first collected may not be the one that generated the first positive result
· Molly: Same situation in MA
· John: Does the counting date have to define what underlying date was used? Systems interface ensure that the dates are in a logical order. With Covid, data had to be entered in alternate ways and some of the dates did not appear in a logical order. Molly: Assumption that we are looking for the earliest relevant date to the condition (with the hope that this is the most epidemiolocally relevant). Do we provide the value and the underlying definition? 
· Annie: When we talk about some of these dates, be careful that if someone is entered as a contact as an exposed person and had symptom onset date later, we will still use the symptom onset date even if the record was created before. Relevant to being a case, not relevant to the system. 
· Molly: Would require adding lab data to Gen V3 which may need to be considered
· Ben (AL): Could you clarify "Date of First Positive Lab Result"? I would read that as specimen collection date, but it's clearly meant to be different. 
· The day there was a positive result for the person may or may not be the same day the report is sent to the PHA. Date of the result as oppose to the date of the report of the lab. 
· Molly: Result date is more sparse. Removing Date of First Positive Laboratory Result would not effect MA. Are there jurisdictions that it is important to keep this date so they don’t have to fall back on Date First Received by PHA or Date Record Initiated? 
· John: Both are important; IA gets a lot of the First Positive Laboratory Result. 
· Jyotsna: Specimen Collection Date of First Positive Lab Result and Date of Frist Positive Laboratory Result are both important 
· Laura: AZ gets Specimen Collection Date 90% of the time. The other 10% they have Result Date
· Lesliann: Both Specimen Collection Date of First Positive Lab Result and Date of Frist Positive Laboratory Result should be easy to get; recommend keeping both of them
· Kelly Walblay: It would be helpful to know which date is being reported. If a person had a symptom onset date a week before they tested positive, then they would be counted in a different MMWR week than if you were using specimen collection date or if there was a lot of missing data and the only date you have is lab report date, they likely had a disease onset earlier than that date so it would be good to know the date you are using is a proxy
· Ramandeep Kaur (AL): Agree, the two are different. AL has both but specimen collection is prioritized over result date
· Lab Result Component was defined in the brief
· Revisit the brief to see how we addressed laboratory results 
· Dates Brief: Result date may reflect either the date the specimen was analyzed or the date the latest result was released for reporting. If the surveillance system captures and stores the two dates separately, both data elements should be maintained and reported accordingly. If the surveillance system does not differentiate between these two concepts, jurisdictions may choose to use the available date to populate both Specimen Analyzed Date/Time and Date/Time of Lab Result, or populate only one date, leaving the other blank
· Jyotsna: Should we clarify which jurisdictions are collecting which data elements? Would like to know who is collecting what. Survey? Should this information be supplemental for getting the algorithm out there? 
· Lesliann: Would not recommend but would push for states to start to collect all of these and build into their system. Molly: When we send a message mapping guide, do states share what they are collecting anyways? Lesliann: Not sure
· Laura: Our next meeting is December 10th (combine Nov/Dec meeting). In advance of this meeting, continue thinking about what is missing or if anything else should be removed. What are other details that we may need to think about within these component dates. 
· Molly/Laura/Amita will put together a mini survey thinking about details for how/what we are defining beyond what has been defined within the brief
· Reach out to colleagues within your jurisdictions
· Meeting Minutes will be distributed
Next Workgroup: 
· Continue Component Discussion
· Molly/Laura/Amita will put together a mini survey thinking about details for how/what we are defining beyond what has been defined within the brief
· Meeting Minutes and deck will be distributed
· Next meeting will be at 1pm on Friday, December 10th 

CSTE Data Standardization WG




image1.png




image2.png




