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Minutes

WELCOME AND INTROUDUCTIONS – Wayne Sugita

1. PBPP INFORMATION REPORTING SYSTEM STATUS REPORT – Richard Lugo
a. Richard Lugo distributed and discussed the PBPP Activity Report (as of 10/22/08). There have been technical issues with attempts to save data (the data won’t save or is skewed). Richard Lugo asked that program providers call ADPA if they encounter this issue or any other issues. 

b. Bill Dombrowski asked how long the clients will be left in the PBBB system after they are discharged.  ADPA and UCLA will study this question and provide an answer for discussion at the next workgroup meeting.  

c. Tarzana Treatment Center reported that they submitted their data on 10/23, but at this time, there are interpretation issues.   John Bacon responded that at this time interpretation of data may be an issue for providers and ADPA.  We will continue to work together on data collection and interpretation issues.  

2. PRESENTATION/ DICUSSION OF PBPP DEFINITIONS – Antonne Moore 

a. Final Version of Treatment Service Definitions

i. Antonne Moore opened the meeting indicating that baring any further discussion, the current treatment service definitions are the final version (with the exception of the group counseling definitions). There were no further comments. 

b. Workgroup Suggested “Group Counseling” Definitions
i. Antonne Moore reviewed the draft of the three group counseling definitions.  Bill Dombrowski commented that it may not be necessary to break group counseling into three parts.  It might be more economical to just look at educational groups and treatment groups. Treatment groups could include both skill-based sessions and process groups.  Al Senella asked, what harm would come from separating group into three categories? Bill Dombrowski responded that three categories are not necessary to have good data.  Furthermore, the three category definitions are not clear and will probably result in faulty data. He also said that it is likely the groups will be collapsed into one during analysis anyway. 

ii. Henry van Oudheusden commented that the definitions look generic. He suggested that a clearer definition for skill-based group may be to combine the second part of the educational definition (e.g., lecture, slides, videos, discussion, question & answer) with the existing skill-based definition. Bill Dombrowski responded that skill-based groups like all other groups have process. He added that the most useful distinction would be between drug and alcohol treatment groups and non-drug related groups (i.e. parenting groups, family relationships, etc.). 

iii. Ken Bachrach asked what the data will be used to measure.  He said that unless we have some idea of what kind of system we want to develop in the future, we need to determine what’s more important: documenting the types of groups or describing the content of those groups. John Bacon responded that the current challenge is to document what is occurring during treatment, in the black box.  During analyses of this information, various performance measures will be substantiated or identified and recommended. 

iv. Antonne Moore posed the question: What two categories will best capture the types of groups? Mickey McCann responded that “Educational” and “Treatment” would be the best way to capture that information. Darren Urada commented that part of the discomfort is that we are trying to make everything mutually exclusive. Are we trying to measure the way groups are being run or what is being discussed? After further discussion, the group decided to keep group defined by three types: Educational, Skill-Building (previously Skill-Based) and Process. The definitions will be added to the list with the other treatment service definitions.  

3. NEXT MEETING: Thursday, November 6, 2008

4. ADJOURNMENT

