Can You Hear Me Now?

What is the Data Saying?

1. Review general strategies for interpreting
data

2. Introduce one approach for considering
data from multiple sources

3. Practice putting it all together to identify
opportunities for action
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Interpreting the Data

General strategies for interpreting data
— Look for extremes, outliers

— Compare to a standard

e Quatrtiles
 Healthy People 2020
e Best/worst

— Note the magnitudes

— Look at trends
« Changes over time? Getting better or worse?

— Consider subpopulations
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So What is “Important?”

One approach:

 Rough guideline — 15% or greater difference
netween health indicators

* Use the 15% rule to gauge:

 Comparisons between
— Standards
— Peer counties
— State, nation
— Areas of great improvement
— Problem areas




Putting it all together: ey )

Important Questions

 What makes your community (agency, system)
unique?

 What do these numbers mean for my community’s
health (or agency, system functioning)?

« How has my community (agency, system)
changed?

* Do recent changes affect the health of community
members? The work of health professionals,
agencies, service providers?

 What gaps in services did you identify?



Putting It all together:

Important Questions, continued

 Why are these risks or rates so high? So
low?

 Where did these problems come from?

e How has my community’s

development/history affected the health of
Its residents?



Interpreting the Data: g}

Health Status

Health status assessment or health profile report
o Community’s major health risks and problems
 Major causes of death

* Major causes of illness and disabillity

« Major causes of hospitalizations

 Health areas that are better/worse than peer
communities

* Health areas getting better/worse than they have
been In the past




Local System Assessment

Local public health system assessment results from
National Public Health Performance Standards

e Major strengths
 Major weaknesses
e Weaker, weakest Essential Services

« Areas of inconsistent performance (within
Essential Services or Model Standards)



Interpreting the Data:

Performance Snapshot

County Health Department Performance Snapshot
« Major strengths

 Major weaknesses

 Changes

 Emerging trends



Interpreting the Data: g}

Opinion Survey Data

Community themes and strengths assessment,
health perceptions surveys

« According to survey respondents:
— What areas seem to need attention in your community?
— What are the biggest health issues, health problems?
— What are some of your community’s health assets?

— What was the general opinion about quality of life in
your community?
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 |dentify key findings from each data source
— List 3-5 findings from each report

 For each key finding, use other data sources to
answer these questions:
— How does info from this source validate or support
finding?
— How does info challenge or contradict finding?
— How does info offer different perspective on finding?
— How does this source help to better understand finding?

Answer:. what story does the data tell?

ldentify 3 of your most significant opportunities for
action



« Health Profile reports High rates of
HIV, STDs

— Gadsden County, Florida
C H- "gl_? TS
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County Health Status Summary

County Healthy
County Quartile® Trend® People
1=most favorable | County State| (click to 2020
Indicator Year(s) |Rate Type 4=least favorable Rate Rate| view) Goals®©
Communicable & Infectious Diseases
. . 10 E ) N No Trend
Vaccine preventable diseases 2007-09 |Per 100,000 2.0 3.8 g
HIV cases reported? = er 100,000 . A —

AIDS cases r

2007-09 [Per 100,000 ]_ 30.3 22.9

IDS age-adjusted death rate’ 2007-09 |Per 100,000 ‘_ 12.9 7.4
{B cases reported!? 2007-09 [Per 100,000 I_ 9.2 4.9

ydia cases reported® 2007-09 [Per 100,000 I_ 1002.2| 357.3
2007-09 [Per 100,000 I_ 474.7| 119.7

Infectious syphilis cases repmtedm 2007- = r a5 5.3

HI

Ch

Gonorrhea case:




Exercise — Key FIndings

+ Health Profile reports MCH issues

1 | 1 1

-

LMaternal Infant & Young Child Health
|Early prenatal care (care began 1st

w] - 0, 0, 0,
Litinesteiy?s 12 2007-09 [Percent n 82.2%| 77.0% 77.9%
Low birth weight births (births < — j No Trend
2 - 0, a2
Lyams)? /ﬂ“/&O? 09 |Percent \1'1*8%\&!7 7 [—
wPremature births s < 37 weeks U No Trend
7 12007-09 |Percent 16.1% 14.1% - 11.4%
fgestatlon)
No TreMs]
Multlpl irths” 2007-09 |Percent _ 3.6% 3.2% gt
Better
e I T
7 2 g
/\{sto teens 15-19 2007-09 (" 500 69.9 404 |
No Trend
Repeat births to mothers 15-197 2007-09 [Percent E 22.7%| 22.7%| =i
bfecaaii 4 T
7 — .
Infant death rate 2007-09 births 11.9 7.1 4_ 6}0
| 7 ) g 5
NXonatal death rate 2007-09 f . 6.9 as | /l.l
Per 1,000 live No Trend
Postnedwatal death rate’ 2007-09 |, . _ 5.0 2.5 g / 2.0
l births /
Fetal death rat 2007-00 | o 1000 Ive | Y oa| 7.4 5.6
| - (-
| etal death rat 2 births 1 - '
[ . . e " n i No Trend
\iKlndergarten children fully i ized 2007-09 [Percent 97 91.5%] ity
e

T




Exercise — Key Findings

« Health Profile reports Rates of deaths from

1 |_—aasaen county| CNronic diseases
= H A§ R T . .
_— County Health Statud I m p rOVI n g
County Quartile® Trend® L =
1=most favorable County| State| (click to 20
ndicator 'Year(s) |Rate Type 4=least favorable Rate] Rate| view) Goals

Chronic Diseases
Coronary Heart Disease

; Ep—— Better

rcaot??"aw et discase age-adhested death. | oy e Ana.000 110.6f 1085 | 100.8

Coronary heart disease age-adjusted I

e : 8 2007-09 [Per 100,000 354.2| 440.4 l_
hospitalization rate
Stroke
: - No Trend

Stroke age-adjusted death rate 2007-09 [Per 100,000 54.2| 31.6| g 33.8

Better

Stroke age-adjusted hospitalization rate® 2007-09 |Per 100,000 290.7 268.6 ‘,

Heart Failure

No Trend
Heart failure age-adjusted death rate’ 2007-09 |Per 100,000 7.6 gmib
\,
C estive heart failure age-adjusted Better
i i 8 2007-09 [Per 100,000 142.0| 185.3] ,.,
hospitlization rate
Adults with nosed hypertension® 2007 Percent 30.6% 28.2% //

36.9% 37 13.5%

el I

Adults who have di sed high blood

1 2007 Percent
cholesterol
Adults who had their cholesteroM " . o
the past five years! ma0l [Percen 4% 3%
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Exercise — Key Findings

* Local Public Health System Assessment
EPHS 1. Monitor Health Status

1.1 Community Profile
1.2 Current Technology

1.3 Begistries
Lowest self-
rated capacity . _ . |
in community 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
health
assessment

Cverall
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Exercise — Key Findings

* Local Public Health System Assessment

EPHS 7. Link %0 Health Services

7.1 Pers Hith Svc Needs

i 2 Assure Linkage

Linking people to
services among
lower self-rated
capacities

% 20% 40% G60% B80% 100%
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Exercise — Key Findings

* Local Public Health System Assessment
EFHS 9. Evaluate Services

9.1 Eval of Pop Health

8 2 Eval of Pers Health

93 Eval of LPHS

Lower rated
capacity in
evaluating
personal health
services

Cverall
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
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Exercise — Key Findings

e Snapshot Report High rates
Gadsden County, Florida Of STDS,

Year: 2011

County Performance Snapshot H IV an d

Co
County Quartile T
1=most favorable County State|(cl} -
Measure Year(s) Rate Type 4=|least favorable Rate Rate| wi| ett I n
1 Product and Service Outcomes
1a Monitor health status and understand
health issues facing the community
worse
(1a.1) Heart Disease Deaths 2009 d ) 196.9 149.8
eath rate
; Eeyr=r
. B . Age-adjusted .
(1a.2) Cancer Deaths 2009 death rate n 152.6 160.1 4 158.7 ~
1a.3) Chronic Lower Respiratory Disease . Age-adjusted - No Trend
(CLRD) Deaths 2009 death rate n 26.7 37.5 e 34.8 v
intentional Injury Death 2 Protugivoimtnl | IR 1 2| 2|
(1a.4) Unintentional Injury Deaths 2009 death rate 55.2 42 = 45
1a.5) Stroke Death 009 Age-adjusted 52.5 30.3 Mo Trend 39
( .5) X s 2 2. . <
2 =troxe e death rate -
Rate per
(1a.6) Unintentional injury death rate for -009 100,000 j‘ o5 s No Trend 7.3
children ages 14 and under = children ages -
14 and under
. Rate per No Trend
seases 2009 1007 33.1 59.2 . 28.474
population
Rate per No Trend
2009 100,000 33.1 23.5|7 g 26.5
population N
Rate per Worse
1a.9) Bacterial STD rate in 15 - 24 vear old |2009 100,000 — 838.7| 2714.1 4 2628
population
Rate per / No Trend
2009 100,000 9.7 a4l o 3.5
population

\ /




Exercise — Key Findings  [S1ENBEGI

* Snapshot Report | Strategic planning,
community health
Improvement planning
potential weaknesses

;5 Process Effectiveness Outcomes

i5d Develop public health policies and
plans

| 5 : ]
;(Sd.l) Degree to which a strateaic planning
|process is implemented

N/A

Worse
CY 2010 Score 2.0 ‘

|

|5 Process Effectiveness Outcomes
'Se Engage the community to identify
?and solve health problems
lwmmmwmmm No Trend
is:szmm11n1I:y_bsaa1th_1m:1|;mmmf:nt_p.lannum CY 2010 Score 2.0 => N/A
|process is implemented




Exercise — Key Finding:

High HIV, STD rates

* Local Public Health System Assessment Data Support Key Finding:

EPHS 3. Educate/Empower

3.1 Health Ed./Promotion 100
3.2 Health Communication 100
3.3 Risk Communication 100
Communicate |rall 100
testing 0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
message




Exercise — Key Finding:

High HIV, STD rates
e Snapshot Report Data Support Finding

Gadsden County, Florida ‘
Year: 2011

County Performance Snapshot H I g h rates

Coun|
County Quartile Tren|
1=most favorable County State|(click O S
Measure Year(s) Rate Type 4=|least favorable Rate Rate| wview| y
1 Product and Service Outcomes
1a Monitor health status and understand
health issues facing the community H IV an
(12.1) Heart D Death 2009 Age-adjusted | SR [ ocof 1408
a. ear isease Deaths 2 death rate . . 4,
-
= Betts
. ) - Age-adjusted - ett I n
(1a.2) Cancer Deaths 2009 death rate n 152.6 160.1 4
1a.3) Chronic Lower Respiratory Disease . Age-adjusted n - No Tr
(CLRD) Deaths 2009 death rate 26.7 37.5 ’j'_'
) unintentional intury Death 2 Pt E— ) [ == WOrse
(1a.4) Unintentional Injury Deaths 2009 death rate 55.2 42.6 <=
1a.5) Stroke Death 009 Age-adjusted 52.5 30.3 S 39
( .5) X s 2 2. . <
2 =troxe e death rate -
Rate per
(1a.6) Unintentional injury death rate for -009 100,000 j‘ o5 o5 No Trend 7.3
children ages 14 and under = children ages : : - .
14 and under
Rate per No Trend
iseaceg 2009 1007 33.1 59.2 . 28.474
population
Rate per No Trend
2009 100,000 33.1 23.5| e 26.5
population N
Rate per Worse
1a.9) Bacterial STD rate in 15 - 24 vear old |2009 100,000 — 838.7| 2714.1 4 2628
population
Rate per / No Trend
2009 100,000 9.7 a4l o 3.5
population

\ /




Exercise — Key Finding: mmssm=ag

High HIV, STD rates
« BRFSS County Report Data Support Finding

2010 Florida BRFSS Data Report Gadsden
HIV/AIDS
Percentage of adults less than 65 years of age who have ever been tested for HIV
2010 County 2010 State 2007 County
Measure 95% CI Measure 95% CI Measure
ALL Overall 568 494 642 484 468 50.0 522
SEX Men 528 396 660 453 427 478 364
Women 602 525 679 515 495 535 66.1
RACE/ETHNICITY Non-Hisp. White 414 308 521 424 407 441 391
Non-Hisp. Black 138 840 02208 £20 619 720 68.1
Spanic 562 510 614 306 — H I V
CE/ETHNICITY Non-Hisp. White Men 468 283 654 406 379 432 249
Non-Hisp. White Women 369 254 484 444 422 465 55.0 .
Non-Hisp. Black Men 701 520 882 58.6 497 6715 648 t eS t I n g
isp. Black Women 76.1 673 848 737 684 789 705 e
Hispanic Men =TT 230 008 r at e S
Hispanic Women 599 537 66.1
AGE GROUP 1844 714 60.3 825 Sr0* 545 596 616 .
4564 454 358 550 406 385 427 378 h | g h f O I
EDUCATION LEVEL <High School 428 194 663 477 415 540 526
H.S./GED 612 495 728 438* 407 469 546
>High School 585 488 682 50.3 483 523 497 S O m e
ANNUAL INCOME <$25,000 647 530 764 547 513 581 543
$25,000-$49,999 468 312 624 55 480 551 62.7
$50,000 or More 56.6 430 703 46.1 437 485 466 g r O u p S
MARITAL STATUS Married/Couple 496 389 603 469 449 489 479
Not Married/Couple 66.3 56.8 758 51.3* 485 542 574




Exercise — Key Finding:

High HIV, STD rates

« BRFSS County Report Data Support Finding

Percentage of adults less than 65 years who think they can get AIDS virus from mosquitos

2010 County 2010 State 2007 County
Measure 95% CI Measure 95% Cl Measure
ALL Overall 299 218 381 193 » 178 206
SEX Men 392 244 540 206+ 184 228
Women 219 149 290 178 161 195
RACE/ETHNICITY Non-Hisp. White 206 10.8 305 174 160 189
Non-Hisp. Black 350 215 484 2r5 24 325
Hi i ra s
Non-Hisp. White Men 294 114 474 194 171 21.8
Non-Hisp. White Women 126 47 206 15.5 13.7 173
Non-Hisp. Black Men 309 216 402
Non-Hisp. Black Waomen 250 139 360 250 195 305
Hispanic e — — g
Hispanic Women 220 164 276
AGE GROUP 18-44 430 282 578 209+ 186 231
4564 215 133 296 17.8 161 1986
EDUCATION LEVEL <High School 422 349 495
H.S./GED 399 255 542 2
=High School 211 106 317 1 . :
ANNUAL INCOME <$25,000 478 334 622 3 M I S C O n C e pt I O n S
$25,000-%$49,999 1686 62 270 2
$50,000 or More 177 01 353 1 ab ou t H IV
MARITAL STATUS Married/Couple 233 125 340 14
Not Married/Couple 394 273 514 2573 e Ny,
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 |dentify key findings from each data source
— List 3-5 findings from each report

 For each key finding, use other data sources to
answer these questions:
— How does info from this source validate or support
finding?
— How does info challenge or contradict finding?
— How does info offer different perspective on finding?
— How does this source help to better understand finding?

Answer:. what story does the data tell?

ldentify 3 of your most significant opportunities for
action



