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CSTE National VBD Capacity Assessment Workgroup

[bookmark: _GoBack]June 1, 2018

Agenda 

1.  Welcome and roll call

2.  Live editing of the 2013 state questionnaire

· Discussion (some prior discussion missed due to technical difficulties):
· If think of whole vector disease area, defining jurisdiction in the first paragraph. 
· As we walk through specific question, then may need to tease out – misquitoborne, tick, or all of them
· Capacity question: question-specific. Want whole program? Or talking specifically about mosquitoborne or within mosquitoborne. Did a bit of wordsmithing to capture what we did in 2017. 
· Section I
· Separated different diseases?
· If at the end of this, if summarize for overall then don’t need to distinguish, but if need to distinguish - do think it would need to be separated. Important to distinguish to compare the services. Do believe that you need to have some capacity questions on ticks. Being able to distinguish and recognize that people do work on both.
· Survey to see tick surveillance – release in month or two – may inform this survey
· Separate and ask questions about epidemiology and laboratory
· Everyone on deck who’s working on vectorborne disease surveillance?
· At end, depends on what questions do we want to answer nationally?
· Could ask in a separate question – how many folks on tickborne 
· Might be nice to parse out mosquito vs. tick for needed staff?
· Could provide some draft language that could be inclusive – not just arbovirus or mosquitoes
· While not in state (housed in Albany), there were actually state employees in the ground and field – providing training at the local level. Want to be sure – state based and not county, capturing those individuals for capacity assessments
· Questions 5, 6, 7: 
· Medical entomologist: Good to clarify – some states have entomologists who may not know anything about the medical side
· Use more consistent language
· Section II: Surveillance
· Think when getting to surveillance – should differentiate more (e.g. tick vs others)
· Avian mortality doesn’t necessarily capture everything. 
· Do we agree that this instrument was built with focus on WNV and arboviruses – perhaps we focus surveillance question as originally designed then add in questions for tickborne element? Focus on mosquitoborne diseases for now?
· We would struggle with adding in tickborne diseases to every issue. Should consider tickborne diseases having its own section
· Some questions that might apply to mosquito and tick diseases. For those questions, maintain those questions as dual questions – so don’t need to ask twice.
· Question 10: could be extended to a broader category
· Question 11: lab testing getting more sophisticated, difficult to look at in a longitudinal survey. 
· Unclear: what capacity is assessed here? Confirmation – not sure where you got it from. The fidelity of the determination. Getting idea of how confirmatory these are
· Considering taking out the specific diseases
· Question 13 – 16: 
· Chris: would advocate removing it – labor it would take to get the data may be too much
· Fidelity of data might not be good
· Question 17
· Interested in where some people doing surveillance but probably not to this level this detail. 
· Keep it as a basic capacity question
· Question 18
· Comments: 
· In favor of cutting down to yes/no question. Get rid of Sub questions
· In addition to dead bird - sentinel chickens and live bird testing
· May have two questions – some states may only test dead birds
3.  Adjourn
· Edited version of questionnaire will be posted on Basecamp.
· Meeting next Friday, 6/8, at 2:30 ET
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