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Introductions:

Randy Smith:

· Works for the DMH Division of Alcohol and Drug Abuse (ADA).  Generates annual status reports on substance abuse problems in Missouri.  Primarily provides data support for end users.

Christy Lundy:

· ADA, Randy’s boss. Co-project manager with Angie Stuckenschneider.

· Utilizes data from many varied sources related to substance abuse, to get grant funding.  Has an annual federal block grant that provides financial support for the state’s substance abuse and prevention programming.

Clive Woodward:

· DMH Division of Comprehensive Psychiatric Services (CPS).  Provides data for a block grant. Utilizes many of the same data sources as Christy. Found CPS is deficient in epidemiological data below the regional level, especially at county level.

Bill Elder:

· Director of the Office of Social and Economic Data Analysis at the University of Missouri, Columbia (OSEDA).  Sociologist by trade; now works with information systems related to Census data, health, education and economic development.  Engages in analysis of extant data sets with occasional data collection.
Becky Kniest:

· Works for the Department of Social Services. (DSS)  Disseminates data inputted by the divisions of DSS.  Works primarily with family support.
Mike McBride:

· Partners in Prevention (PIP), a coalition of 20 private and public universities in Missouri.  Performs data collection, especially via self-reported data from statewide surveys; cleans up data analysis.  Data collected includes policies, locations of bars, and environmental issues.  Gathers quarterly reports about on-campus programs and program evaluations. 
Donna Gaynor:
· Stood in for Anne Janku

· MO Office of State Courts Administrator (OSCA) statistics analyst.  Compiles court data, drawing solely on the courts’ automated system.  Publishes substance abuse-related offenses on the Internet by county- and statewide totals.
Mary Pearce:

· MO Department of Elementary and Secondary Education, Office of Data System Management. (DESE)  Collects data through MOSIS, engages in assessment of different populations: English Language Learners, migrant.  Currently examining teacher qualifications.
Angie Stuckenschneider:
· Director of Prevention, ADA. Co-project manager with Christie Lundy.  
· Not a research analyst, but works with coalitions around the state who use the data gathered by the other BHEW members to make changes in their communities. 
Liz Sale
· Missouri Institute for Mental Health (MIMH).  Primarily an evaluator of different programs: Substance abuse, mental health, and school-based.  Involved in the analysis of Missouri student surveys.

Susan Depue:

· Epidemiologist with MIMH.  Previously headed the SPF SIG project; will now head this grant.
Overview of the Grant and Deliverables:

Susan and Randy provided a brief overview of the history of the previous State Epidemiology & Outcomes Workgroup (SEOW). 
· 1 year grant funded by SAMHSA through CSAP, with options for possible renewal for years 2 and 3.  Grant year runs through October.
· Two primary goals:
· Goal 1: The SEOW will be responsible for using population-based data to guide and improve policymaking, program development, and outcomes monitoring.

· Goal 2: The SEOW will be responsible for facilitating interagency and community collaboration for the collection, analysis, interpretation, and utilization of mental health and substance abuse related data.

Deliverables:

Susan:
1. Charter, due at the end of January:

· Basic work plan. Lists individuals involved, the mission statement, activities planned, sources and forms of data. 
2. Meta-data report, due at the end of February:

· Documents what sources are available, what we can derive from them, what gaps we have, and how those gaps influence current work.

3. Coalition data needs survey, due at the end of March.

· Surveying regional support centers in the state, as well as 162 community coalitions that are registered with ADA.  What data do they have, what do they need, what do they not have but need?

4. Data gap assessment, due in April.

· Draws on the meta data report and the initial needs assessment.

· Not initially a Fed deliverable, however October’s deliverable will be built upon this.
5. State community assessment due at the end of February.

· During SPF-SIG, the Feds wanted to develop state-level infrastructure around prevention.

· At the beginning and end of the grant, key stakeholders were interviewed to assess the structure of MO at that time.

· The Feds would like to collect another data point, with similar questions to this grant, which would be given in survey form. No more than 30 questions.
6. Missouri Student Survey, due end of February.

· Given to public schools across the state every even year. Joint effort between DESE and the state.  Administered to ninth grade and any other grade of choosing between 6 and 12.
7. State epidemiological profile, due in April to feds.

· Builds upon infrastructure from ADA’s annual Status Report.

· Describes the current status, distribution and impact of substance abuse and mental health on the state’s populations.
8. Data Querying Tool:
· Attempt to develop a website where data users can access state and county level MH and SA data.  Would include both pre-generated reports and user-generated databases.

9. State Monitoring System, due in July to the Feds.  

· Must include indicator data around a few variables and describe our data sources.
· If our data is on a website, the Feds will get it themselves. All we would have to do is provide source information.
10. Dissemination Plan, due in August to the Feds.

· Confirms that users are getting the data.

· How will we adapt our methods to spread information to target audiences?  Monthly briefs, reports on the website, webinars, a few YouTube videos?
11. Data Gap Plan: Final deliverable in this year.

· Must choose 3 of our indicator data that we lack sufficient data on, then find a way to fill in the gap.

Review and Discussion of the Charter:

Mission/Purpose section:

Mary asked, in regards to behavioral health, if bullying would be included. Angie and Susan indicated it will be.

Goals/Objectives:

Liz:  First bullet should more explicitly say that the group is going to do an inventory of existing databases.

Bill wants the group to involve ITSD in the creation of the integrated system, unless the repository is housed within a single department.  Angie will look into it.
Activities:

Mike and Susan discussed difficulties with schools refusing to release data that identifies the individual school.  While some progress was made this past year, Angie expects further improvement to be difficult. Bill noted that the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) is the reason for the difficulty.  Data gathering needs to be presented so schools do not worry about confidentiality.
Mary wondered about building a list of districts which did not participate in the 2010 survey. Bill can create one – he noted that in that year, schools were not obligated to participate.
Liz and Mike agreed that “employment of systematic analytical thinking” should be rephrased to something like “employment of systemic analytical techniques or methods”. 
Christie noted that this will be submitted as a draft, followed by a round of feedback from the feds. Not final until everyone signs off on it.

Wrap Up and Future Meeting Scheduling:

Susan suggested first Thursday of the month or second Tuesday. Mike cannot make Thursdays. Therefore, Angie will look into Tuesdays or Monday afternoons for a regular meeting time, and will explore using other organization’s spaces.

