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SUMMARY OF COMMUNITY PRIORITIES MINI-SURVEY 
 

Healthy Communities Conference Participants 
123 Survey Respondents 
 

Q1.  What community/RM do you live in?  
 

Table 1.  Number of respondents by community/RM, 2009. 
Community/RM Count 

Brandon 1 
Carman 2 
Central RHA 1 
Dauphin 1 
Dufferin 1 
Gillam 2 
Gladstone 33 
Headingley 1 
Kelwood 1 
Lakeview 1 
Langruth 1 
LaSalle 1 
Lavenham 1 
MacGregor 6 
Minnedosa 2 
Morden 4 
Morris 3 
Neepawa 3 
North Norfolk 6 
Notre Dame 4 
Plumas 9 
Portage la Prairie 18 
RM of Thompson 1 
Rosedale 2 
Rossendale 1 
Swan Lake FN 2 
Thompson 1 
Victoria 1 
Virden 1 
Westbourne 11 
Out of country 1 
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Q2.  How long have you lived there? 
 

Table 2.  Number of responses by time in community, 2009. 
Count  Percentage 

Less than 1 4 3.3% 
2 to 4 Years 8 6.5% 
5 to 7 Years 6 4.9% 
8 to 10 Years 7 5.7% 
More than 10 98 79.7% 

  
 

Q3.  How old are you? 
 

Table 3.  Number of respondents by age group, 2009. 
Count Percentage 

Under 18 16 13.0% 
18 to 24 4 3.3% 
25 to 34 11 8.9% 
35 to 44 22 17.9% 
45 to 60 44 35.8% 
Older than 60 26 21.1% 

  
 

Q4.  Gender 
 

Table 4.  Number of respondents by gender, 2009. 
Count Percentage 

Female 106 86.2% 
Male 17 13.8% 

 
 
Q5.  In general, how satisfied are you with health care services in Central Region?   
 

Table 5.  Satisfaction with health care services, 2009. 
  Count Percentage 

No Answer 3 2.4% 
Not Satisfied at all 1 0.8% 
Mostly Not Satisfied 11 8.9% 
Satisfied 48 39.0% 
Mostly Satisfied 51 41.5% 
Very Satisfied 9 7.3% 
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Figure 1.  Satisfaction with health care services, 2009. 

 
 
 
Q6.  In general, how accessible are health care services for you?   
 

Table 6.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009. 
  Count Percentage 
No answer 2 1.6% 
Not Accessible at all 1 0.8% 
Mostly Not 

Accessible 14 11.4% 
Accessible 35 28.5% 
Mostly Accessible 55 44.7% 
Very Accessible 16 13.0% 

 
Figure 2.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009

 

No Answer
2.4%

Not 
Satisfied at 

all
0.8%

Mostly Not 
Satisfied

8.9%

Satisfied
39.0%

Mostly 
Satisfied
41.5%

Very 
Satisfied

7.3%

No answer
1.6%

Not 
Accessible 

at all
0.8%

Mostly Not 
Accessible

11.4%

Accessible
28.5%

Mostly 
Accessible

44.7%

Very 
Accessible

13.0%



RHA CENTRAL – 2009 COMMUNITY HEALTH ASSESSMENT   APPENDIX 7 

  RHA Central Summary of Communities Priorities Mini‐Survey Results 
 

 
 

 4

Q7.  From what you see in your community, what priority should the RHA put into services for the following:   
 

Table 7.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 
Chronic 
Disease 

Mental 
Health Diabetes 

Sexual 
Health 

Maternal 
Health 

High Risk 
Families 

No Answer 9 (7.3%) 10 (8.1%) 11 (8.9%) 12 (9.8%) 14 (11.4%) 9 (7.4%) 
Lowest Priority 0 0 2 (1.6%) 8 (6.5%) 1 (0.8%) 0 
Low to Medium 

Priority 3 (2.4%) 6 (4.9%) 5 (4.1%) 8 (6.5%) 9 (7.3%) 7(5.7%) 

Medium Priority 
27 

(22.0%) 
25 

(20.3%) 
23 

(18.7%) 
45 

(36.6%) 46 (37.4%) 
31 

(25.4%) 
Medium to High 

Priority 
42 

(34.1%) 
48 

(39.0%) 45(36.6%) 
35 

(28.5%) 36 (29.3%) 
34 

(27.9%) 

Highest Priority 
42 

(34.1%) 
34 

(27.6%) 37(30.1%) 
15 

(12.2%) 17 (13.8%) 
41 

(33.6%) 
 

 
 
 
Figure 3.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 
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Q8.  From what you see in your community, how much of an impact will the following population changes have 
on the health services that are delivered in your community:   

  
Table 8.  Impact of population change, 2009. 

Current population Growth in 
all age groups 

Aging population/ Supporting 
seniors in their communities 

New 
Immigrants 

No Answer 9 (7.3%) 5 (4.1%) 6 (4.9%) 
Low Impact 0  0  7 (5.7%) 
Low to Medium 

Impact 7 (5.7%) 6 (4.9%) 20 (16.3%) 
Some Impact 32 (26.0%) 13 (10.6%) 27 (22.0%) 
Some to Lots of 

Impact 48 (39.0%) 40 (32.5%) 41 (33.3%) 
Lots of Impact 27 (22.0%) 59 (48.0%) 22 (17.9%) 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 4.  Impact of population change, 2009. 
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Q9.  From what you see in your community, to what degree are the following circumstances impacting the health 
of people living in your community:   

 
 Table 9.  Circumstances impacting health of community members, 2009. 

Inability to 
access RHA 

services 

Inability of RHA to 
address specific 
health needs of 

aboriginal residents 
Barriers related to 

jurisdictional issues 

Specific cultural 
needs of 

community 
Groups 

No Answer 10 (8.1%) 16 (13.0%) 10 (8.1%) 18 (14.6%) 
Low Impact 7 (5.7%) 13 (10.6%) 7 (5.7%) 6 (4.9%) 
Low to Medium 

Impact 15 (12.2%) 26 (21.1%) 15 (12.2%) 32 (26.0%) 
Some Impact 38 (30.9%) 36 (29.3%) 38 (30.9%) 36 (29.3%) 
Some to Lots of 

Impact 28 (22.8%) 23 (18.7%) 28 (22.8%) 20 (16.3%) 
Lots of Impact 25 (20.3%) 9 (7.3%) 25 (20.3%) 11 (8.9%) 

 
 

 
Figure 5.  Circumstances impacting health of community members, 2009. 
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RHA Central Board Members 
11 Survey Respondents 
 
Q1.  What community/RM do you live in?  
 

Table 1.  Number of respondents by community/RM,  2009. 
Community/RM Count 

La Salle 1 
Lakeview RM 1 
Montcalm 1 
Morden 1 
Notre Dame de Lourdes 1 
Portage la Prairie 3 
RM of Lorne 1 
Sanford 1 
Winkler 1 

 
 
 Q2.  How long have you lived there? 
 

 Table 2.  Number of responses by time in community, 2009. 
Count  Percentage 

2 to 4 Years 2 18.2% 
More than 10 9 81.8% 

 
 
Q3.  How old are you? 
 

Table 3.  Number of respondents by age group, 2009. 
Count Percentage 

25 to 34 1 9.1% 
45 to 60 7 63.6% 
Older than 60 3 27.3% 

 
 
Q4.  Gender 
 

Table 4.  Number of respondents by gender, 2009. 
Count Percentage 

Female 7 63.6% 
Male 4 36.4% 
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Q5.  In general, how satisfied are you with health care services in Central Region?   
 

 Table 5.  Satisfaction with health care services, 2009. 
  Count Percentage 

No Answer 0 0.0% 
Not Satisfied at all 0 0.0% 
Mostly Not Satisfied 0 0.0% 
Satisfied 0 0.0% 
Mostly Satisfied 7 63.6% 
Very Satisfied 4 36.4% 

 
 

Figure 1.  Satisfaction with health care services,  2009. 

 
 
 
Q6.  In general, how accessible are health care services for you?   
 

 Table 6.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009. 
  Count Percentage 
No answer 0 0.0% 
Not Accessible at all 0 0.0% 
Mostly Not Accessible 0 0.0% 
Accessible 1 9.1% 
Mostly Accessible 7 63.6% 
Very Accessible 3 27.3% 

Source:  RHA. 
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Figure 2.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009

 
 
 

Q7.  From what you see in your community, what priority should the RHA put into services for the following:   
 

 Table 7.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 

  
Chronic 
Disease 

Mental 
Health Diabetes 

Sexual 
Health 

Maternal 
Health 

High Risk 
Families 

No Answer 1 (9.1%) 0 0 0 0 0 
Lowest Priority 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Low to Medium 

Priority 0 0 2 (18.2%) 2 (18.2%) 1 (9.1%) 1 (9.1%) 
Medium Priority 1 (9.1%) 3 (27.3%) 2 (18.2%) 4 (36.4%) 3 (27.3%) 2 (18.2%) 
Medium to High 

Priority 4 (36.4%) 4 (36.4%) 3 (27.3%) 4 (36.4%) 5 (45.5%) 5 (45.5%) 
Highest Priority 5 (45.5%) 4 (36.4%) 4 (36.4%) 1 (9.1%) 2 (18.2%) 3 (27.3%) 
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Figure 3.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 

 
 
 
 

Q8.  From what you see in your community, how much of an impact will the following population  
changes have on the health services that are delivered in your community:   

  
Table 8.  Impact of population change, 2009. 

  
Current population Growth in 

all age groups 
Aging population/ Supporting 
seniors in their communities 

New 
Immigrants 

No Answer 1 (9.1%) 0 0 
Low Impact 1 (9.1%) 0 4 (36.4%) 
Low to Medium 

Impact 0 0 2 (18.2%) 
Some Impact 3 (27.3%) 0 1 (9.1%) 
Some to Lots of 

Impact 4 (36.4%) 3 (27.3%) 2 (18.2%) 
Lots of Impact 2 (18.2%) 8 (72.7%) 2 (18.2%) 
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Figure 4.  Impact of population change, 2009. 

 
 
 
 

Q9.  From what you see in your community, to what degree are the following circumstances impacting the health 
of people living in your community:   

 
 Table 9.  Circumstances impacting health of community members, 2009. 

Inability to 
access RHA 

services 

Inability of RHA to 
address specific 
health needs of 

aboriginal residents 
Barriers related to 
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Figure 5.  Circumstances impacting health of community members, 2009. 
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Summary of Community Priorities Mini-Survey 
134 Total Survey Respondents 
 

Q1.  What community/RM do you live in?  
 
Table 1.  Number of respondents by community/RM,  2009. 

Community/RM Count 
Brandon 1 
Carman 2 
Central RHA 1 
Dauphin 1 
Dufferin 1 
Gillam 2 
Gladstone 33 
Headingley 1 
Kelwood 1 
Lakeview 2 
Langruth 1 
LaSalle 2 
Lavenham 1 
MacGregor 6 
Minnedosa 2 
Montcalm 1 
Morden 5 
Morris 3 
Neepawa 3 
North Norfolk 7 
Notre Dame 4 
Plumas 9 
Portage la Prairie 21 
RM of Lorne 1 
RM of Thompson 1 
Rosedale 2 
Rossendale 1 
Sanford 1 
Swan Lake FN 2 
Thompson 1 
Out of country 1 
Victoria 1 
Virden 1 
Westbourne 11 
Winkler 1 
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 Q2.  How long have you lived there? 
 
 Table 2.  Number of responses by time in community, 2009. 

How long living 
here? Count  Percentage 

Less than 1 4 3.0% 
2 to 4 Years 10 7.5% 
5 to 7 Years 6 4.5% 
8 to 10 Years 7 5.2% 
More than 10 107 79.9% 

 
 
Q3.  How old are you? 
 
 Table 3.  Number of respondents by age group, 2009. 

Age Count Percentage 
Under 18 16 11.9% 
18 to 24 4 3.0% 
25 to 34 12 9.0% 
35 to 44 22 16.4% 
45 to 60 51 38.1% 
Older than 60 29 21.6% 

 
 
Q4.  Gender 
 
 Table 4.  Number of respondents by gender, 2009. 

Gender Count Percentage 
Female 113 84.3% 
Male 21 15.7% 

 
 
Q5.  In general, how satisfied are you with health care services in Central Region?   
 
 Table 5.  Satisfaction with health care services, 2009. 

  Count Percentage 
No Answer 3 2.2% 
Not Satisfied at all 1 0.7% 
Mostly Not Satisfied 11 8.2% 
Satisfied 48 35.8% 
Mostly Satisfied 58 43.3% 
Very Satisfied 13 9.7% 



RHA CENTRAL – 2009 COMMUNITY HEALTH ASSESSMENT   APPENDIX 7 

  RHA Central Summary of Communities Priorities Mini‐Survey Results 
 

 
 

 15

Figure 1.  Satisfaction with health care services,  2009. 

 
 
 
Q6.  In general, how accessible are health care services for you?   
 
 Table 6.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009. 

Count Percentage 
No answer 2 1.5% 
Not Accessible at all 1 0.7% 
Mostly Not Accessible 14 10.4% 
Accessible 36 26.9% 
Mostly Accessible 62 46.3% 
Very Accessible 19 14.2% 

 
Figure 2.  Accessibility of health care services, 2009 
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Q7.  From what you see in your community, what priority should the RHA put into services for the following:   
 
 Table 7.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 

  
Chronic 

Disease 
Mental 

Health Diabetes 
Sexual 

Health  
Maternal 

Health 
High Risk 

Families 
No Answer 10 (7.5%) 10 (7.5%) 11 (8.2%) 12 (9.0%) 14 (10.4%) 9 (6.8%) 
Lowest Priority 0 0 2 (1.5%) 8 (6.0%) 1 (0.7%) 0 
Low to Medium 

Priority 3 (2.2%) 6 (4.5%) 7 (5.2%) 10 (7.5%) 10 (7.5%) 8 (6.0%) 

Medium Priority 
28 

(20.9%) 
28 

(20.9%) 
25 

(18.7%) 
49 

(36.6%) 49 (36.6%) 33 (24.8%) 
Medium to High 

Priority 
46 

(34.3%) 
52 

(38.8%) 
48 

(35.8%) 
39 

(29.1%) 41 (30.6%) 39 (29.3%) 

Highest Priority 
47 

(35.1%) 
38 

(28.4%) 
41 

(30.6%) 
16 

(11.9%) 19 (14.2%) 44 (33.1%) 
 
Figure 3.  Prioritization of services, 2009. 
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Q8.  From what you see in your community, how much of an impact will the following population changes have 
on the health services that are delivered in your community:   

  
Table 8.  Impact of population change, 2009. 

Current population Growth in all 
age groups 

Aging population/ 
Supporting seniors in their 

communities 
New 

Immigrants 
No Answer 10 (7.5%) 5 (3.7%) 6 (4.5%) 
Low Impact 1 (0.7%) 0 11 (8.2%) 
Low to Medium 

Impact 7 (5.2%) 6 (4.5%) 22 (16.4%) 
Some Impact 35 (26.1%) 13 (9.7%) 28 (20.9%) 
Some to Lots of 

Impact 52 (38.8%) 43 (32.1%) 43 (32.1%) 
Lots of Impact 29 (21.6%) 67 (50.0%) 24 (17.9%) 

 
 
Figure 4.  Impact of population change, 2009. 
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Q9.  From what you see in your community, to what degree are the following circumstances impacting the health 
of people living in your community:   

 
Table 9.  Circumstances impacting health of all respondents, 2009. 

Inability to 
access RHA 

services 

Inability of RHA to 
address specific 
health needs of 

aboriginal residents 
Barriers related to 

jurisdictional issues 

Specific cultural 
needs of community 

Groups 
No Answer 10 (7.5%) 16 (11.9%) 10 (7.5%) 18 (13.4%) 
Low Impact 8 (6.0%) 15 (11.2%) 8 (6.0%) 8 (6.0%) 
Low to Medium 

Impact 18 (13.4%) 28 (20.9%) 18 (13.4%) 32 (23.9%) 
Some Impact 40 (29.9%) 38 (28.4%) 40 (29.9%) 40 (29.9%) 
Some to Lots of 

Impact 31 (23.1%) 26 (19.4%) 31 (23.1%) 24 (17.9%) 
Lots of Impact 27 (20.1%) 11 (8.2%) 27 (20.1%) 12 (9.0%) 

 
 

Figure 5.  Circumstances impacting health of all respondents, 2009. 
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