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AGENDA:
· Welcome Gretl Glick, J Michael Consulting
· Provides DSWG administrative support
· Tracking of progress 
· Event Date Survey Responses Summary:
· Please refer to PPT Slidedeck for details 
· 18 Responses included Event Date ; 12 responeses from 7 PHAs include Counting Date
· Counting Date-15 Responses
· Overlap
· Date of Illness Onset most commonly used
· Specimen Collection. Dx Date
· Lab Data elements: Specimen Collectin, Date of Lab Result
· Report Date: Date Reported 
· Take-aways:
· Not consistently approached across PHAs
· Common Data Elementss: Illness Onset, Specimen Collection, Dx Date, Report Date
· Case counting dates: Overview & Discussion
· Event Date may be too vague
· Case Counting Date more precise, can assign case to single event to be used for analysis 
· Case Counting Date-Published in NNDDSS Tables-For this purpose: Published in MMWR Week/Yr is common 
· May be different for counting/reporting at local levels and differ from CDC
· Case Counting Date-Could be single variable, calculated from several variables
· May differ across program areas (ex: TB)
· What are the applications for Case Counting Dates: How are they used? 
· Practical Considerations: Balance b/w standardization vs hierarchal; data quality 
· Timing of Reporting: Trends—At what stage of disease is reported? Update of impacts to data collected/published previously
· Use of Counting Dates:
· NNDSS Tables
· Program Specific Counts w/in CDC
· PHA Counts 
· Other (Research, publications, internal analyses)
· Potential Gaps? Focus Areas, Feedback: 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]LE (AZ) Prospective use? Retrospective Use of finalized Data

· Practical Considerations: 
· Timing of CDC Reporting: 
· Variations as to when PHAs are reporting to CDC; impact on case counts
· MMWR Counts: May capture data reported for weeks, but may not capture updates
· Data Completeness Challenges for data reported (blanks 30-90% variance in completeness)
· What do case counts represent?
· Is it when disease occurred? When disease is reported? Could represent when PHA became aware of case should not vary widely. Lag time b/w when case became sy,ptomatic and reported to PHA. Reliance on ongoing data collection
· Variance in when Case is reported to CDC
· Initial case report vs final case data 
· Feedback: What is most useful for counting cases?
· WI: MMWR are snapshot reporting—what is reported that week is what is reported, not retrospective updates
· Case included in weekly—Reported in Week 8, and case indicates Week 8—What is true that week; 
· Cumulative Counts are Updated 
· Examples shared by MA, AZ 
· Probable vs. Confirmed/When case is counted-initial data vs final report—wide variance across PHAs as to when case is reported to CDC—and included in MMWR 
· MMWR Week: Reported from PHA as Week 49, and MMWR week is 49 
· 2 factors: MMWR Week and Date population
· CDC/lh: MMWR was initially limited (paper-based): 
· Moving forward: More dynamic data updates; display of data
· A couple of different data points:
· When case was reported to PHA
· Disease event occurred
· Case reported to CDC
· Analysis based on various factors/points of data
· Can we find consistent ways to identify key case investigation milestones? 
· Move away from printed and towards electronic reporting of data allows for dynamic data reporting? 
· CDC: Looking at MMWR is displayed; it is displayed electronically—there is another CSTE WG discussing these data streams 
· AZ: Challenge with how data is reported to CDC; inclusion of primary data points
· Survey for next topics
· Survey will be sent out regarding topics
· Looking for volunteers to lead sub-group discussion 
· Next Workgroup: Event Date Discussion, Continued 
· Focus: Multiple uses of counting dates; focus on how counting dates are used by CDC, NNDSS Number
· Will include links for background survey 
· Action Items:
· Review SmartSheet Survey Responses 
· Complete Topic Areas Survey 
· Will identify next steps/background info to review to prep for continued discussion on event dates 
· Send agenda items/topics to include in next DSWG Call 
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