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Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006 
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:

APR Process

The process to develop Hawaii’s Annual Performance Report for FFY 2006 included:

1. HDOH identified a Part C Lead Agency Quality Assurance Team (LAQuAT) member to be responsible for specific indicators as identified in the approved State Performance Plan.

2. On-going meetings with the identified LAQuAT members were held to prepare them for the statewide Stakeholders’ Meeting. 

3. There was broad dissemination regarding the Stakeholders’ Meeting to determine interest by agency, HEICC, and community members. 

4. Due to the available room, the number of attendees was limited to 75 and a cross-representation of participants was desired to ensure appropriate input into the review process. 

5. Based on the interest received and available space, invitations were sent to specific individuals to attend the APR Stakeholder meeting on December 18, 2007.  

6. Groups were separated based on the specific indicator.  Each group was provided with copies of the SPP, the FFY 2005 APR, and the FFY 2006 data so that the group could determine: 

· The extent of progress/slippage for each indicator.

· Whether target data, if a performance indicator, should be changed.

· Whether Improvement Activities were appropriate as originally written or whether they needed to be revised, deleted, or if new activities were needed.

7. Final recommendations by indicator were presented to all stakeholders.

8. The LAQuAT met to discuss recommendations made and to determine which recommendations to include in the APR.

9. Each LAQuAT drafted their specific indicator(s) for both the APR and the SPP if changes were made that required SPP changes. 

10. The APR draft was reviewed and revised, as necessary, by the Part C Coordinator.

11. The APR was reviewed and approved by the HEICC Executive Committee which was authorized by the full HEICC.  The HEICC Chairperson signed the APR certification form.

12. The APR was sent to the Director of Health to review, approve, and sign the cover letter to accompany the APR to OSEP.  While the report does not need to be signed by the Director of Health, it was decided that the Director should sign as the APR includes recommendations that could result in early intervention policy changes.

13. The APR was submitted to OSEP as required.

Broad Representation

A stakeholder group of approximately seventy-five (75) individuals provided recommendations to the development of the APR and changes to the SPP.  Because of Hawaii’s broad eligibility and geography, it was important that there was broad representation that included:  Part C service providers and family members from all islands, from urban and rural areas, and the different ethnic and cultural groups that represent Hawaii’s population. The stakeholders were from the islands of Oahu, Hawaii, Maui, Kauai, and Molokai and included:  

· Members of the Hawaii Early Intervention Coordinating Council (HEICC), Hawaii’s interagency coordinating council

· Members of the Part C Design Team which is responsible for directing Hawaii’s “What Counts” Early Childhood Outcomes grant (Indicators 3 and 4)

· Department of Health (DOH) administrators, service coordinators, direct service providers, quality assurance specialists, data staff, and personnel training staff from: 

· Family Health Services Division

· Children with Special Needs Branch

· Public Health Nursing Branch

· Maternal Child Health Branch

· Early Intervention Section 

· Early Childhood Services Programs

· Healthy Start Programs

· Department of Human Services administrators

· Department of Education, Part B, Section 619 State and District Coordinators and Homeless representative

· Purchase of Service Contracted Early Intervention Providers, including:

· Early Intervention Section contracted providers

· Healthy Start contracted providers 

· Community Members, including representatives from:

· American Academy of Pediatrics (Hawaii Chapter)
· Exceptional Family Member Program (military support program)
· Foster Parent Association 

· Parent Information and Training Center

· Head Start

· Early Head Start

· University of Hawaii

· Parents 

Reporting to the Public

The APR will be broadly disseminated in the State through:  posting on the EIS website, providing information in various newsletters that reach providers and families (e.g., Hawaii’s Zero-to-Three newsletter, the Special Parent Information Network (SPIN) newsletter, and newsletters of Part C providers (e.g., Easter Seals Hawaii, Imua Family Services).  Information will include the State’s progress and/or slippage in meeting the measurable and rigorous targets identified in the SPP and the performance of each early intervention program on the SPP targets.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006 
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Early Intervention Services In Natural Environments


Indicator 1:  Percent of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who receive the early intervention services on their IFSPs in a timely manner.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(A) and 1442)
	Measurement:  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who receive the early intervention services on their IFSPs in a timely manner) divided by the (total # of infants and toddlers with IFSPs)] times 100.  Account for untimely receipt of services.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Hawaii’s definition of timely services is consistent with OSEP’s direction as included in the FAQ document of 10/13/06.  Timely services are defined as:  “within 30 days from when the parent provides consent for the IFSP service or as projected based on the date provided in the IFSP and identified by the IFSP team.”  

Monitoring Process

A total of 662 children were monitored within the time period 7/1/06 – 6/30/07 across the Part C programs, including the Early Intervention Section (20 programs), Public Health Nursing Branch (10 sections), and Healthy Start (16 sites).  All programs/sections/sites utilized the Early Intervention Self Assessment Monitoring Tool which was developed by HDOH.  Agency administrators of EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start were first provided with drafts of the Early Intervention Self Assessment Monitoring Tool and provided an opportunity to give feedback as to format, readability, etc.  When the tool was finalized, training was provided to Agency Administrators who in turn trained program managers and site supervisors.  

Identification of Children.  To ensure a random selection of children, the following criteria were followed: 
· Names of all children with an Initial, Review or Annual IFSP between 7/1/06 – 4/1/07 were forwarded to HDOH.  The timeframe was chosen to ensure that there were 3 months to confirm that services were provided in a timely manner within FFY 2006.

· HDOH identified 10% of children at each program/section/site, or a minimum of fifteen (15) children to be monitored, unless there were an insufficient number of children who met the above criteria.  If there were an insufficient number of children, all were chosen to ensure as complete monitoring as possible.

Determination of Timeliness  


Each program manager/supervisor was instructed to complete the Early Intervention Self Assessment Monitoring Tool for each selected child using the specified IFSP (Initial, Review, Annual).  To be considered timely:

· For each child, all services on the Initial IFSP or all new service(s) on a Review or Annual IFSP must have met the above definition of “timely.”

.

For each child’s service:

· There must be confirmation via anecdotal notes in the official child’s record that the service(s) was provided and was timely.

· If the service was not timely due to a “family reason,” there must be confirmation of the family reason via an anecdotal note in the official child’s record (e.g., “child was sick; SLP cancelled.”)
· If the service was late, and there was no documented family reason (only a date of when the service occurred), “program reason” was checked and it was considered non-compliant with the provision of timely services.

· If there was no documentation that the service was provided, “program reason” was checked and it was considered non-compliant with the provision of timely services.

Self-Assessment Results 

· Data were inputted into a database which was developed by HDOH and provided to each program/section/site.

· Each program/section/site forwarded their database with the self-monitoring results to HDOH as well as to their Agency administrator.

· HDOH analyzed the data for both correction of non-compliance with Timely Services (see Table 2 in Indicator 9) and to give back to each program/section/site as part of the identification of findings for FFY 2006.

· Any immediate corrective action needed (e.g., FERPA Notice not provided) was indicated on the monitoring form and shared with the appropriate individual with a due date for correction and follow-up. 

Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

	Timely Services (FFY 2006)

	No. of Children Who Received Services on their IFSP in a Timely Manner
	469

	No. of Children with IFSPs


	662

	Percent Timely
	71% (469/662)


Discussion of Data Results

· Family Circumstances for Documented Delays 
Eighty-five (85) of the 469 children did not receive timely services, due to family reasons that were documented in the child’s chart.  They are included in both the above numerator and denominator.  Because many children received multiple services, these 85 children had 129 services that were late for the following family reasons:  

	Family Circumstances 
	#

	Family cancellation
	25

	Family/child sick
	24

	Family missed appointment
	23

	Family did not return calls
	20

	Family schedule
	16

	Family request
	10

	Family vacation
	6

	Other
	3

	Family reason not explained
	2

	                                                               Total
	129



Untimely Reasons for Delay

· Program Reasons for Delays


One hundred ninety-three (193) children (29%) did not receive timely services due to program reasons.  Because many children received multiple services, there were 322 program reasons for delays in service provision:  

	Program Reasons
	#

	Lack of documentation in child’s chart
	268

	Staff vacancy
	16

	Staff not available
	15

	Staff on extended leave
	8

	Staff sick
	5

	Obtained prescription late
	2

	Schedule confusion
	1

	Other
	7

	                                                               Total
	322


Data Results by Service – Timely Services (83%)

Data on timeliness by service was also analyzed in order to better understand the possible reasons for lack of timeliness, as the majority of children generally have multiple services on their IFSP.  The 662 children monitored had a total of 1,819 services listed on their IFSPs, of which 83% were timely (1,504/1,819) which includes the services late due to a family reason.  
· Data Results by Service - Delays due to Program Reasons (17%)




322 services were not timely due to program reasons: 

· 268 of the 322 (83%) late services were due to lack of documentation.

· 74 of the 268 (28%) late services due to lack of documentation were service 
coordination services.


Previously Identified Non-Compliance

FFY 2005 monitoring (on-site chart reviews) resulted in 6 findings for Timely Services (See Table 2 in Indicator 9).  FFY 2006 monitoring (self-assessment) of these 6 findings resulted in correction of 1 finding. 
Reasons for continuing non-compliance for the remaining 5 findings were analyzed both by Reason and by Type of Provider to determine if the reasons were specific based on Type of Provider.

The 5 findings included 42 separate services that were not timely. Reasons for non-compliance were:

· No documentation – 27

· Conflict with providers’ schedule – 5

· Position vacancy or contracted provider not available – 5

· Service scheduled late – 2

· Staff sick – 2

· Other – 1

Non-Compliance based on type of provider found that:

· Analyzing the above reasons by provider (Service Coordinator, SLP, OT, PT, Special Instructor, Assistive Technology staff, and Nurse) found similarities across providers; all were inconsistent in documenting the delivery of services.  

· Monitoring instructions required that documentation must be in the child’s chart or in order to be counted as “timely served.”  

· Documentation that was only found as part of the billing system was not sufficient.  

Therefore, because of the lack of sufficient documentation, many services were counted as “late,” when in fact they might have been timely.

Corrective Actions:
For each of the 5 programs that did not correct their non-compliance for Timely Services, they must:

        1.  Analyze the reasons for lack of timely services.

        2.  Develop a Corrective Action Plan (CAP) specific to the reasons identified and submit it to both their Agency and HDOH for approval. The plan must include timelines and if necessary, identify technical assistance to support their correction. 

        3.  Provide monthly documentation on Timely Services in each child’s Initial, Review, or Annual IFSP to its Agency.

        4.  HDOH will review monthly data to determine progress toward correction and provide feedback to support correction.  CAP must be revised after 3 months if data does not show progress.

  5.  HDOH will do on-site chart reviews quarterly to assure progress.

Next year’s APR will include data on the correction of these 5 findings from FY 2005.  In addition, data will be provided on the correction of any non-compliance resulting from the FFY 2006 monitoring process related to Timely Services.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

The current data on provision of Timely Services shows slight improvement over last year’s data.  

· FFY 2005 compliance was at 69%.

· FFY 2006 compliance was at 71%.

Consistent with last year’s monitoring, the major issue this year was lack of consistent documentation.

Results of this year’s monitoring, including the analysis of the reported data, will be shared with all program managers/supervisors to emphasize the importance and urgency of timely services.  Issues will continue to be discussed to problem-solve the around the lack of documentation as well as other identified issues that impact the delivery of timely services.

A current Improvement Activity has been revised to support the provision of Timely Services, specifically in the areas of increased self-monitoring and training in appropriate documentation.
Improvement Activities Completed

· Review and revise current guidelines for families moving from out-of-state to Hawaii and between programs regarding the use of their current IFSP:  
· Guidelines for families moving to Hawaii with an IFSP and between programs were revised in March 2006 and have been incorporated into the mandatory EI Orientation Training.  The guidelines were developed in response to a concern that there was a delay in services of children moving to Hawaii with an IFSP and children moving between EI programs.
Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of infants and toddlers receiving timely services.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress.  
· Develop centralized database to use with all Part C eligible children to avoid duplication of programs serving children:  

· The Lead Agency has developed a system in which the Hawaii Keiki Information Service System (H-KISS), its central point of contact, has access to referral information on all children that are referred to the Hawaii Part C system.  

· When H-KISS receives a referral for a child who may be Part C eligible, H-KISS will first check the EIS database, PHNB database, and Healthy Start database to determine if the child is already in service.  If already enrolled, H-KISS will provide updated referral information to the program currently serving the child.  Due to confidentiality, H-KISS will not inform the referral agent that the child is already in services, but will treat it as a new referral. 

· Identify issues, develop strategies, and provide training to support timely services: 
· The major issue identified in this year’s monitoring was lack of consistent documentation.  While some programs verbally reported that many of the services were actually provided on time, because they were not documented, HDOH did not consider them timely.  Below are additional challenges for proper documentation.  Also refer to the revised Improvement Activity to support these challenges.

1.  Some children receive services from more than one agency.  Documenting and tracking services provided by other agencies is more challenging.

2.  There are currently no guidelines requiring service providers to give the service coordinator information regarding the timeliness of services they provide to the child.

3.  Vacant EIS Quality Assurance positions impacts supporting programs with documentation issues.

· High workload due to lack of staff contribute to lack of timely services.  

.         

· Review professional standard requirements in the current Early Intervention State Plan for adequacy in meeting service needs of Hawaii’s Part C population, and update if determined necessary: 
· HDOH is encouraging the hiring of Certified Occupational Therapy Assistants and Physical Therapy Assistants to increase staff to provide early intervention services.  
· Identify recruitment incentives for “difficult to serve” areas:
· Discussions were held with potential Purchase of Service agencies on their ability to provide increased salaries and recruitment bonuses, with justifications, for “difficult to serve” areas.

· Actions are in place to implement the “hire above minimum” protocol for state programs that have long-term vacancies.

· Continue to explore opportunities through the legislature to create incentives for “difficult to serve” areas.
· Explore staffing options (e.g., “loan” staff to other programs; collaborate with DOE/Head Start, etc): 
· HDOH is partnering with Easter Seals Society to support a legislative bill for a loan forgiveness program to encourage Hawaii students on the mainland to return and work in Hawaii after receiving their professional therapy degrees.
· Evaluate the effectiveness of the improvement activities designed to support 100% compliance in providing timely services: 
· The current Improvement Activities have been minimally effective as there has been limited increase in achieving compliance. 

· Identify, implement, and evaluate new strategies as needed:
· Revised Improvement Activities have been developed to support increased compliance.  The effectiveness of the new strategies will be evaluated and revised yearly, as indicated by the data on timeliness.  
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007.
Revised Improvement Activities:

	Improvement Activities
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:  
Identify issues, develop strategies, and provide training to support timely services.  
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:  
Identify issues, develop strategies, and provide training to support timely services.  Strategies, including training, are: 

· Include definition of “timely services” in EI Part C Orientation to assure that all staff is aware of the definition.

· Set up a schedule of, at a minimum, semi-annual self-monitoring utilizing the current monitoring tools.  

· For any program/section with a finding, self-monitoring is increased to quarterly review.

· Include requirements for contracting agencies to regularly report to service coordinators on dates of when services were provided.

· Provide training to Managers, supervisors, QA staff on how to properly utilize the tools to ensure all are following the correct protocol.  

· Develop and provide training to all Part C programs on acceptable documentation of provision of services
	
	
	X

X

X

X

X

X


	X

X

X

X

X

X


	X

X

X

X

X

X


	X

X

X

X

X

X


Justification:

Because data shows slight progress towards compliance, additional strategies were developed to support continued correction of non-compliance and to support increased compliance.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006 
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Early Intervention Services In Natural Environments


Indicator 2:  Percent of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who primarily receive early intervention services in the home or programs for typically developing children.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(A) and 1442)
	Measurement:  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who primarily receive early intervention services in the home or programs for typically developing children) divided by the (total # of infants and toddlers with IFSPs)] times 100.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	74.5%  


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

The following data is the percent of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who primarily received early intervention services in the home or community settings which for this reporting period is the same as programs for typically developing children, based on Section 618 Child Count data of 12/1/06: 
	Early Intervention Services in Natural Environments

Based on Child Count Data of 12/1/06



	Part C Agencies
	%
	N

	Early Intervention Section Programs
	89%  
	1,383/1,552

	Public Health Nursing Branch Sections
	96%
	480/500

	Healthy Start Sites
	100%   
	1,874/1,874

	All Part C Children
	95%
	3,737/3,926


Based on this data, the target of 74.5% for FFY 2006 was surpassed for All Children in Hawaii’s Part C program.   Further breakdown of the data showed that all Part C Agencies (EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start) also surpassed the target. 

Related Requirements


A related requirement and included as a Hawaii priority is ensuring that justifications are included in the IFSPs if services are not provided in a natural environment.  Hawaii continues to monitor IFSPs to determine to what extent appropriate justifications are included in IFSPs when the children are not served in the natural environment.  See Indicator 9 for data on timely correction in this area.  

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

In addition to surpassing the target, based on Child Count data, there was also an increase, when compared to last year’s data, in the percentage of all infants and toddlers with IFSPs who primarily received early intervention services in the home or programs for typically developing children.  Data was also analyzed for children by Agency, including EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start.  

· All Children:       Current data = 95%, an increase from the previous year’s 90%.

· EIS programs:    Current data = 89%, an increase from the previous year’s 81%.

· PHNB sections:  Current data = 96%, an increase from the previous year’s 92%. 

· Healthy Start:     Current data = 100%, the same as last year.

Healthy Start data continues to show 100% as children who are at environmental risk for developmental delays are always served in the home or through community activities.
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The following table shows the on-going increase since 2000.
Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of infants and toddlers served in natural environments this year.  The following provides information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

· Closely analyze program data in order to target state efforts to improve services in natural 
Environments (NE):  
· The analysis of the data shows continual increases in EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start.
· Of particular importance is the increase in EIS children served in NE (from 81.1% to 89.1%), as these children were traditionally served in center-based programs for children with developmental delays.

· HDOH will continue to analyze the Child Count data to track trends.

· Develop guidelines and training on what it means to provide services in NE, including the
definition and philosophy of NE (e.g., not just a change in location but a change in professional practice):  

· The required Part C Orientation for all new Part C staff includes information on the definition of NE, including the concept of how to utilize services to support family routines. 

· During FFY 2006, a total of 105 staff participated in the Part C Orientation training. 

· “Points of Clarification” on this topic have been developed and disseminated to all Part C programs and will be included on the EIS website. 

· Develop partnerships with families to enhance their knowledge and ability to support their 
child’s development:  

· Service coordinators continue to be trained in the concept of NE so they can discuss this concept at Intake with families. 

· Provide training in NE guidelines:  

· As noted above, 105 staff participated in training on NE definitions and guidelines.

·  Part of the training included what are appropriate justifications for services not provided in NE.  Appropriate justifications for services not provided in NE is a Hawaii monitoring priority.  

· Provide training on “location of services” indicator, as part of the Child Count data: 
· Each year the instructions for the Child Count data are reviewed and updated to ensure that they are interpreted correctly by all programs/sections/sites and accurate data is reported.

· If questions are received as part of the collection of Child Count data in NE, the instructions are reviewed and updated the following year to clarify data collection procedures.  

· Identify and provide support needed by community programs that serve the 0-3 population 
(e.g., community preschools) to support their ability to serve children with special needs:  
· By providing training via the Inclusion Project to community preschools and child care providers on how to successfully include infants and toddlers with special needs in their programs, the number served in these NE settings increased, which impacted the total number of children served in NE. 

· The Inclusion Project, through financial support from the Hawaii Department of Human Services Child Care Development Block Grant (CCDBG), provides tuition support so Part C children with developmental delays can attend a community preschool or receive child care from a community provider.

· During FFY 2006, 46 children received tuition support to attend either a community preschool or receive child care from a community provider. 

· During FFY 2006, 2 trainings were conducted to community programs on including children with special needs in their programs.

· During FFY 2006, the Inclusion Project provided 7 consultations to community programs on creating inclusive environments for children with special needs.

· Evaluate the effectiveness of the improvement activities designed to increase the 
provision of services in NE:  The effectiveness of the improvement activities is evaluated by the increase in compliance in meeting the target.  Based on the increased percentages, the activities appear effective.  
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets:
The Proposed Targets have been revised as follows:

· FFY 2007:  from 75% to 80%

· FFY 2008:  from 75% to 85%

· FFY 2009:  from 75.5% to 90%

· FFY 1010:  from 76% to 90%

Justification:

Because there has been a continual increase in serving children in their natural environment, the stakeholders recommended that the targets be revised to be consistent with the NE requirements as outlined in Early Intervention Program Purchase-of-Service contracts.

Revised Improvement Activities and Timelines

	Improvement Activities
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:

Develop guidelines and training on what it means to provide services in Natural Environment (NE), including definition and philosophy of NE, (e.g., not just a change in location, but a change in professional practice).   
	X
	X
	
	
	
	

	Revised:

Develop guidelines and training on what it means to provide services in Natural Environment (NE), including definition and philosophy of NE, (e.g., not just a change in location, but a change in professional practice), and what is an “appropriate” justification if services are not provided in the natural environment.
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
The above Improvement Activity has been revised to address the issue of “appropriate” justifications that must be included on the IFSP if services are not provided in the NE.  Discussion on “appropriate” justifications will be part of the ongoing Part C Orientation.  Because of the continued change in staff, the training on providing services in natural environments needs to continue yearly through 2010.  

	Improvement Activities
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:
Identify and provide support to community programs that serve the 0-3 population (e.g., community preschools) to support their ability to serve children with special needs.
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:
Identify and provide training/support, utilizing available resources (i.e., EI program staff, Inclusion Project) to community programs that serve the 0-3 population (e.g., community preschools) to support their ability to serve children with special needs.
	
	
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:

The Improvement Activity has been revised to increase the specificity of this activity and highlight the use of available resources to provide training/support to community programs.

Deleted Improvement Activity

	Improvement Activities
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:

Provide training in NE guidelines   
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:
Delete Improvement Activity
	
	
	
	
	
	


Justification:
This has been deleted because it is encompassed in the above Improvement Activity, “Develop guidelines and provide training…”
New Improvement Activities:
	Improvement Activities
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
Review and revise the EI brochure to include natural environments as part of the EI philosophy.
	X
	
	
	

	New:
Create a DVD for families about EI that staff may use as part of the intake process.
	
	X
	
	

	New:
Develop and provide training to Service Coordinators on how to share about EI to families during intake, which would include an explanation of providing services in the natural environments.
	X
	X
	X
	X

	New:
Provide technical assistance as requested by Part C programs.
	X
	X
	X
	X

	New:

Provide training on interpreting “natural environment” questions on monitoring tools/self-assessments/data base.  
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification for all new Improvement Activities:
New improvement activities have been added to support individual programs in maintaining and/or meeting the new state targets.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Early Intervention Services In Natural Environments


Indicator 4:  Percent of families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family:

A.
Know their rights;

B.
Effectively communicate their children's needs; and

C.
Help their children develop and learn.

(20 USC 1416(a)(3)(A) and 1442)
	Measurement:

A.
Percent = # of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family know their rights divided by the # of respondent families participating in Part C times 100.

B.
Percent = # of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family effectively communicate their children's needs divided by the # of respondent families participating in Part C times 100.

C.
Percent =  # of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family help their children develop and learn divided by the # of respondent families participating in Part C times 100.


	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Targets

	2006
	A.   78%
	B.  74%
	C.  89%




Actual Target Data for FFY 2006

	Statewide Family Survey Results

July 2006 – June 2007

	Family Survey Question
	%
	#

	A. Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family know their rights.
	91%
	479/526

	B. Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family effectively communicate their children's needs.
	93%
	485/522

	C. Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family help their children develop and learn.
	93%
	487/526


Discussion of Survey Results

Based on FFY 2006 Family Survey results, which were used to develop the above targets, it appears that all targets were met and surpassed.  However, due to the change in survey form (from the NSEAM Survey to the ECO Survey), a valid comparison of data results cannot be made as the processes to determine the percentage of families who agreed were different. 

Survey Return Rates

Following are the return rates for each Part C Agency:

	Statewide Family Survey Return Rates

July 2006 – June 2007

	Agency
	%
	#

	Early Intervention Section
	44%
	288/660

	Public Health Nursing
	27%
	95/359

	Healthy Start
	22%
	186/860

	Statewide Total
	30%
	569/1,879


Survey Distribution Process

· The Family Survey was distributed to parents or primary caregivers of each child enrolled in Part C for at least 6 consecutive months.  

· Surveys were either hand-delivered or mailed to parents/caregivers by care coordinators. 

· The parent/caregiver was provided a self-addressed, stamped envelope with the survey in order to facilitate return it to SMS, the company which scanned results and created a database.

· SMS then sent the data to the Lead Agency Quality Assurance Team for analysis. 

· All surveys are anonymous. ,Numbers on each survey form identify the program which distributed the survey, but not the individual care coordinator or family, allowing families to respond without fear of compromising their relationship with their service providers, as well as providing program specific data and the tracking of return rates by program.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for 2006:

Explanation of Progress

	Comparison of Family Survey Results FFY 2005 and FFY 2006

	Family Survey Question
	FFY 2005
	FFY 2006

	A.  Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family know their rights.
	78%
	91%

	B.  Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family effectively communicate their children's needs.
	74%
	93%

	C.  Percent of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family help their children develop and learn.
	89%
	93%


As noted above, different surveys were used in FFY 2005 and FFY 2006, so while the above results appear to show progress, a true and valid comparison cannot be made as the differences may be due to survey form and analysis. 
Explanation of Activities Completed

Investigate the Avatar scoring protocol to determine if it is appropriate for continued use in Hawaii.  

· The Design Team reviewed the methodology used to score the NCSEAM Family Survey in relation to the three family outcome goals and the potential use of the results for program improvement.  
· The NCSEAM survey was not initially designed to measure the three Family Goals specified in A, B, and C above. 
· Avatar developed an experimental technique for analyzing data from the NCSEAM survey to reflect status on Family Goals A, B and C.  While the analysis technique was based on measurement methods appropriate to academic test score analysis, the results were difficult for programs to use for program improvement.  
· The Design Team decided that the ECO Family Survey would be used to measure the three Family Goals in FFY 2006. 
· The ECO Family Survey includes questions specifically developed to measure the three Family Goals.
· The results of the ECO Family Survey are based on percentages, which is easier for programs to use for program improvement.
Improvement Activities On-Going

· Disseminate program specific family survey return rates and results to each program/section/site:  

· Results for the Family Survey were given to each program/site/section to allow for program improvement. 

· Programs should use their data as well as statewide results to see where they are in relation to other programs, what specific areas they can target for improvement, and in what areas they are doing well.

· Review dissemination materials for consistent language.  

· The cover letter for families was reviewed for ease of understanding for families with low literacy.  
· The cover letters to programs were also reviewed for completion of instructions as well as ease of understanding. 

· Develop, disseminate, and train on guidelines to support service coordinators and other team members in discussing with families about their rights, how to effectively communicate their child’s needs and how to help their children develop and learn.  
· As part of the Early Intervention Orientation Training, new staff participated in group activities designed to help teach them ways to talk to families and assist them in advocating for their child.  

· Family rights in the “Dear Family” brochure were also reviewed during the orientation training.  

· Identify programs with exceptionally high and low family survey return rates and facilitate information exchange to help improve return rates.

· Based on the return rates for the Family Survey, several sites that were identified as having higher than average return rates were approached and queried as to what method(s) they used to improve their return rates.  
· Data shared revealed that informing families about the survey prior to its dissemination and reminding them at subsequent visits seemed to support higher than average return rates.  
· Programs with high return rates also shared that they followed up with families once surveys were distributed to remind them to complete and send in the survey if they had not done so.   
· Information on how higher return rates were achieved will be summarized and disseminated to all programs/section/sites to help improve overall return rates statewide. 
· Review appropriateness of survey format to determine potential impact on return rates (e.g., readability, survey length, language barriers, and family-friendliness) and revise survey if indicated.  

· The Design Team discussed the appropriateness of the NCSEAM Family Survey and determined that it did not meet Hawaii’s needs because of the difficulty in interpreting the results to programs as well as family feedback on the difficulty in understanding and completing the survey.  
· It was then determined that Hawaii would utilize the ECO Family Survey.
· Evaluate and revise improvement activities as identified to meet targets as appropriate.

· Improvement activities were discussed at the Annual Stakeholders’ Meeting and subsequent activities were added.
· Review method of distribution of family surveys to improve return rates.  
· Distribution of family surveys was discussed at the Stakeholders’ Meeting and suggestions were given on how to improve return rates.  

· These suggestions will be taken into consideration by the Design Team in planning for next year’s family survey distribution.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for 2007:


Previous Targets

	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Targets

	2007

(2007-2008)
	A.  78%
	B.  74%
	C.  89%

	2008

(2008-2009)
	A.  78.5%
	B.  74.5%
	C.  89.5%

	2009

(2009-2010)
	A.  79%
	B.  75%
	C.  90%

	2010

(2010-2011)
	A.  79.5%
	B.  75.5%
	C.  90.5%


Revised Targets

	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Targets

	2007

(2007-2008)
	A.  91%
	B.  93%
	C.  93%

	2008

(2008-2009)
	A.  91%
	B.  93%
	C.  93%

	2009

(2009-2010)
	A.  91.5%
	B.  93.5%
	C.  93.5%

	2010

(2010-2011)
	A.  92%
	B.  94%
	C.  94%


Justification:

Due to the change from the NCSEAM Family Survey to the ECO Family Survey, new baseline data has been established.  Targets have been adjusted based on results from the ECO Survey.  Targets for FFY 2007 and 2008 will remain the same to track results and get a better understanding of whether the results from FFY 2006 accurately represented family consensus.

New Improvement Activities:

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:  
Disseminate family survey to ALL families receiving early intervention services, clarifying length of time family has been receiving services by adding a question to the survey.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification: 
 In an effort to improve return rates statewide, it was determined that the family survey would be distributed to all families receiving early intervention services, regardless of length of time in the program.  It was felt that this would simplify the distribution process as programs would not have to determine which families had received early intervention services for 6 months.  A question will be added to the survey asking length of time family has been receiving services to differentiate new families from those that have been in the program for at least 6 months.

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:  
Acquire/develop survey in additional languages as needed.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:  
Although the ECO Family Survey was available in several different languages, including Spanish, Simplified Chinese, Vietnamese, and Laotian, the surveys were not translated into the languages most needed by Hawaii families such as any of the Micronesian languages, Japanese, Samoan, Ilocano, or Tagalog.  Additional surveys will be translated into those languages or acceptable alternatives for families to complete the survey in their native language will be offered to families.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / Child Find


Indicator 5:  Percent of infants and toddlers birth to 1 with IFSPs compared to:

A.
Other States with similar eligibility definitions; and 

B.
National data.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: 

A.  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers birth to 1 with IFSPs) divided by the (population of infants and toddlers birth to 1)] times 100 compared to the same percent calculated for other States with similar (narrow, moderate, or broad) eligibility definitions.

B.  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers birth to 1 with IFSPs) divided by the (population of infants and toddlers birth to 1)] times 100 compared to National data.




	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	Excluding environmentally at risk = 2.9%; including environmentally at risk = 7.1%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Based on 2006 Child Count data (see table below), Hawaii served:

· 1.97% (346/17,529) of infants under age 1, excluding infants at environmentally at risk

· 6.98% (1,224/17,529) of infants under age 1, including infants at environmental risk 

A. Compared to States with Similar Eligibility (based on OSEP 2006 data tables)

Hawaii is one of 23 states included in the “Broad Eligibility” category.  Compared to other states with similar eligibility, Hawaii’s Part C program was:

· Ranked second of all states, serving 1.97% of infants 0-1, when infants at environmental risk were excluded. 

· Ranked first of all states, serving 6.98% of infants 0-1, when infants at environmental risk were included. 

B. Compared to National Data (based on OSEP 2006 data tables)

Hawaii’s Part C program was:

· Ranked second in the nation, serving 1.97% of infants 0-1, when infants at environmental risk were excluded.

· Ranked first of all states, serving 6.98% of infants 0-1, when infants at environmental risk were included.  

Although the current data does not reach the proposed target in the excluding at-risk category, Hawaii is in the top two States, percentage-wise, serving infants and toddlers 0-1 compared both with states with similar eligibility and national data.  

The table below shows the trend of children, since 1999, under the age of 1 receiving services: 
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006):

Explanation of Progress and Slippage

Progress

Including Environmentally At-Risk

· An increase from 5.67% in FFY 2005 to 6.98% (1,224/17,529) in FFY 2006.

Data Analysis

Based on information reported in the above section, “Actual Target Data for FFY 2006,” Hawaii continues to be ranked first in the percentage of 0-1 infants served, including children at environmental risk, and second in the nation excluding environmental risk. ,This is in comparison with states having similar eligibility and compared to national data.  Progress was made this year with an increase in the number of children that were served, 0-1, including those environmentally at-risk.  The percentage is an increase of approximately 1.3% in 2006 as compared to FFY 2005 data.


The overall 1.3% increase from FFY 2005 is due in part to corrections in Healthy Start’s data categorization in counting children environmentally at-risk as biologically at-risk (further discussed under the Slippage section below).  The increase is largely due to public awareness activities with Child Welfare Service providers in coordinating mandated referrals from Child Welfare Services for children environmentally at-risk under the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (CAPTA).  

Under CAPTA, these children are required to receive a developmental evaluation and related therapy and support services.

· Total FFY 2005 Child Welfare Services Referrals to Part C:  23

· Total FFY 2006 Child Welfare Services Referrals to Part C:  361

With this new influx of children involved in Child Welfare Services, there was a corresponding increase in the number of children served by Healthy Start who were environmentally at-risk.

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 1 served by Healthy Start:  709

· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 1 served by Healthy Start:  892

Slippage

Excluding Environmentally At-Risk
· A decrease 2.41% from FFY 2005 to 1.97% (346/17,529) in FFY 2006. 

Data Analysis

The percentage served, based on FFY 2006 Child Count data, was slightly lower than last year excluding children at-risk.  The overall .44% decrease in children counted with developmental delay and biological risk is largely due to FFY 2005 erroneous counts by the Healthy Start program of children as biologically at-risk.

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 1 counted as biologically at-risk by Healthy Start: 121

· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 1 counted as biologically at-risk by Healthy Start: 17


For FFY 2006 data, the Part C Data Manager worked closely with Healthy Start programs to ensure that children were counted under the correct risk or delay category.  Therefore, children previously incorrectly counted as biologically at-risk were accurately counted as environmentally at-risk.  

Also, the number of children birth to one counted with biological risk by Public Health Nursing decreased slightly due to the advent of a more accurate triaging and referral process.  Children referred to Part C by Child Welfare Services are now referred to the most appropriate Part C program depending on the health and developmental needs of the child and not directly to a public health nurse as in the past.  This has reduced the number of referrals going to Public Health Nursing, reserving referrals to PHNB for those children with complex medical needs. 

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 1 served by Public Health Nursing: 179
· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 1 served by Public Health Nursing: 163
Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided below on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of infants and toddlers, 0-1, receiving early intervention services. 

· Review Hawaii’s Part C eligibility criteria for continued appropriateness:  

· 
Some participants at the December 2007 Part C Stakeholders’ Meeting were concerned that Part C in Hawaii is under funded and proposed adopting a more narrow eligibility criteria.  Further discussion is needed related to the pros and cons of this change.

·    Other participants at the December 2007 Part C Stakeholders’ Meeting felt that Hawaii needs to continue to be committed to providing prevention as well as early intervention services to a broad population of infants and toddlers under age 1.

· Analyze data to identify new populations not currently served and underserved:  

· 
From gathering community input at the December 2007 Stakeholders’ Meeting and reviewing information on referrals to Part C, new populations include Micronesian, Homeless, Spanish speaking, and Military populations.

· 
Further analysis is needed to identify populations by geographic area so that public awareness activities can be focused in the geographic areas of need. 

· Analyze Child Count data by geographic area:  

· 
Comparative census data is not available for infants 0-1 by island; it has only been analyzed by island for the entire 0-3 population (see Indicator #6).  

·    Feedback from the December 2007 Stakeholders’ Meeting and analyzing Child Count data, identified the following geographic areas that may be underserved:  Oahu’s Leeward coast and the neighbor islands of Hawaii, Maui, Molokai, and Kauai. 

· 
Public awareness activities for the above geographic areas, from July 1, 2006-June 30, 2007, included:  public presentations to community groups; participation in community health fairs and conferences; and ongoing training and support to staff working in those specific geographic areas.
· Target referral groups and geographic areas:
· 
Early Intervention staff target individuals working in the identified communities and geographic areas to support increased referrals by identifying appropriate public relations activities they might initiate in their specific geographic areas.

· Review current EI public awareness materials to determine additional brochures, etc. needed to support information to families about EI services:
· 
The current brochures have been reviewed for needed changes.

·    Additional translations of brochures are in process to support the communication needs of the Micronesian and Spanish speaking populations.

· Brainstorm and implement strategies to work with identified target groups and specific geographic areas:
·    Public awareness activities for the above geographic areas, from July 1, 2006-June 30, 2007, included:  public presentations to community groups; participation in community health fairs and conferences; and ongoing training and support to staff working in those specific geographic areas.

· Evaluate the effectiveness of the improvement activities and revise as necessary: 
· 
Improvement activities appear to be somewhat effective because of the increase in children served including at-risk.

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities, or Timelines.  Hawaii prides itself on having a broad definition of Part C eligibility and expects to continue serving a high percentage of 0-1 age children.  Although there has been a slight decrease in the percentage of children served excluding environmental risk, it is premature to revise the targets at this time.  Targets will be reviewed next year for appropriateness.  The current Improvement Activities continue to be appropriate to address any decrease in the number/percentage of children served.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.
	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / Child Find


Indicator 6:  Percent of infants and toddlers birth to 3 with IFSPs compared to:

A.
Other States with similar eligibility definitions; and 

B.
National data.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: 

A.  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers birth to 3 with IFSPs) divided by the (population of infants and toddlers birth to 3)] times 100 compared to the same percent calculated for other States with similar (narrow, moderate or broad) eligibility definitions.

B.  Percent = [(# of infants and toddlers birth to 3 with IFSPs) divided by the (population of infants and toddlers birth to 3)] times 100 compared to National data.




	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	Excluding environmentally at risk = 4.4%; including environmentally at risk = 7.3%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Based on FFY 2006 Child Count data (see table below), Hawaii served:

· 4.2% (2,206/53,063) of infants and toddlers, birth through age 2, excluding those at environmental risk 

· 7.48% (3,970/53,063) of infants and toddlers, birth through age 2, including those at environmental risk

A.  Compared to States with Similar Eligibility (based on OSEP 2006 data tables)

Hawaii is one of 23 states included in the “Broad Eligibility” category.  Compared to other states with similar eligibility, Hawaii’s Part C program was:

· Ranked third of all states, serving 4.2% of infants and toddlers, 0-3, when environmental risk was excluded.  
· Ranked first of all states, serving 7.48% of infants and toddlers, 0-3, when environmental risk was included. 
B. Compared to National Data (based on OSEP 2006 data tables)

Hawaii’s Part C program was: 

· Ranked third in the nation, serving 4.2% of infants and toddlers, 0-3 when infants at environmental risk were excluded.

· Ranked first in the nation, serving 7.48% of infants and toddlers, 0-3  when infants at environmental risk were included. 

Although the current data does not reach the proposed target in the excluding at-risk category, Hawaii is in the top three States, percentage-wise, serving infants and toddlers 0-3 compared both with states with similar eligibility and national data.  The chart below provides trend data since 1999.


[image: image2.wmf]PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 

THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES 

(Based on Child Count Data)

3.0%

3.5%

3.4%

3.8%

4.4%

4.4%

4.3%

4.2%

6.4%

7.7%

8.5%

9.2%

7.7%

7.3%

6.7%

7.48%

0%

1%

2%

3%

4%

5%

6%

7%

8%

9%

10%

1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

Year

Percentage 

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk



2006 National Average 

2.43%


Additional Data: The following charts compare the percentage of children, 0-3, served by island, for FFY 2005 and FFY 2006 (See discussion under Improvement Activities).
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress and Slippage

Progress

Including Environmentally At-Risk
· An increase from 6.7% in FFY 2005 to 7.48% (3970/53,063) in FFY 2006. 


Data Analysis


Based on information reported in the above section, “Actual Target Data for FFY 2006,” Hawaii continues to be ranked first in the percentage of 0-3 infants and toddlers served, including children at environmental risk, compared with states with similar eligibility as well as compared to national data.  Hawaii is also ranked third in the percentage of infants and toddlers served, excluding children at environmental risk, compared with states with similar eligibility as well as compared to national data.


The overall .78% increase from FFY 2005 is due in part to corrections in Healthy Start’s data categorization in counting children environmentally at-risk as biologically at-risk (further discussed under the Slippage section below).  The increase is largely due to public awareness activities with Child Welfare Service providers in coordinating mandated referrals from Child Welfare Services for children environmentally at-risk under the Child Abuse Prevention and Treatment Act (CAPTA).  Under CAPTA, these children are required to receive a developmental evaluation and related therapy and support services.

· Total FFY 2005 Child Welfare Services Referrals to Part C: 23

· Total FFY 2006 Child Welfare Services Referrals to Part C: 361

With this new influx of children involved in Child Welfare Services, there was a corresponding increase in the number of children served by Healthy Start who were environmentally at-risk.

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 3 served by Healthy Start:  1,655

· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 3 served by Healthy Start:  1,874

Slippage

Excluding Environmentally At-Risk
· A very slight decrease from 4.3% in FFY 2005 to 4.2% (2,206/53,063) in FFY 2006. 

Data Analysis


The overall .1% decrease in children counted with developmental delay and biological risk is largely due to 2005 erroneous counts by the Healthy Start program of children as biologically at-risk.

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 3 counted as biologically at-risk by Healthy Start:  310

· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 3 counted as biologically at-risk by Healthy Start:  43


For FFY 2006’s data, the Part C Data Manager worked closely with Healthy Start programs to ensure that children were counted under the correct risk or delay category. Therefore, children previously incorrectly counted as biologically at-risk are being accurately counted as environmentally at-risk.  

Also, the number of children birth to one counted with biological risk by Public Health Nursing decreased slightly due to the advent of a more accurate triaging and referral process.  Children referred to Part C by Child Welfare Services are now referred to the most appropriate Part C program depending on the health and developmental needs of the child and not directly to a public health nurse as in the past.  This has reduced the number of referrals going to Public Health Nursing, reserving referrals to PHNB for those children with complex medical needs. 

· Total FFY 2005 number of children birth to 3 served by Public Health Nursing:  564
· Total FFY 2006 number of children birth to 3 served by Public Health Nursing:  500
Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of infants and toddlers, birth through age 2, receiving early intervention services. 

· Review Hawaii’s Part C eligibility criteria for continued appropriateness:  

· 
Some participants at the December 2007 Part C Stakeholders’ Meeting were concerned that Part C in Hawaii is under funded and proposed adopting a more narrow eligibility criteria.  Further discussion is needed related to the pros and cons of this change.

·    Other participants at the December 2007 Part C Stakeholders’ Meeting felt that Hawaii needs to continue to be committed to providing prevention as well as early intervention services to a broad population of infants and toddlers under age 1.

· Analyze data to identify new populations not currently served and underserved:  

· 
From gathering community input at the December 2007 Stakeholders’ Meeting, and reviewing information on referrals to Part C, new populations include Micronesian, Homeless, Spanish speaking, and Military populations.

· 
Further analysis is needed to identify populations by geographic area so that public awareness activities can be focused in the geographic areas of need. 

· Analyze Child Count data by geographic area:  A comparison by geographic areas (by islands) between 2005 and 2006 data (see above charts) found that there do not appear to be significant changes in percentages of children served by island.  

·    For children with a developmental delay/biological risk, there was a decrease in percentage served on the following islands:

· Molokai from 7% to 6%, or from 24 to 18 children

· Hawaii from 6% to 5%, or from 332 to 253 children

· Lanai from 4% to 3%, or from 5 to 4 children

·    For children at environmental risk, there was a decrease in children served on the following island:

· Lanai from 1% to 0%, or from 2 to 0 children

· 
For children at environmental risk, the following increases in children served were found: 

· Oahu from 3% to 4%, or 925 to 1195

· Kauai from 3% to 4%, or 66 to 82

· Hawaii from 3% to 5%, or 168 to 293

· Maui from 3% to 4%, or 133 to 164

·    Data will continue to be analyzed. 

·    Feedback from the December 2007 Stakeholders’ Meeting and analyzing Child Count data identified the following geographic areas that may be underserved:  Oahu’s Leeward coast and the neighbor islands of Hawaii, Maui, Molokai, and Kauai. 

· 
Public awareness activities for the above geographic areas, from July 1, 2006-June 30, 2007, included:  public presentations to community groups; participation in community health fairs and conferences; and ongoing training and support to staff working in those specific geographic areas.
· Target referral groups and geographic areas:
· 
Early Intervention staff targeted individuals working in the identified communities and geographic areas to support increased referrals by identifying appropriate public relations activities they might initiate in their specific geographic areas.

· Review current EI public awareness materials to determine additional brochures, etc. needed to support information to families about EI services:
· 
The current brochures have been reviewed for needed changes.

·    Additional translations of brochures are in process to support the communication needs of the Micronesian and Spanish speaking populations.

· Brainstorm and implement strategies to work with identified target groups and specific geographic areas:
·    Public awareness activities for the above geographic areas, from July 1, 2006-June 30, 2007, included:  public presentations to community groups; participation in community health fairs and conferences; and ongoing training and support to staff working in those specific geographic areas.
· Evaluate the effectiveness of the improvement activities and revise as necessary: 
· 
Improvement activities appear to be somewhat effective because of the increase in children served including at-risk.

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:


It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities or Timelines.  Hawaii prides itself on having a broad definition of Part C eligibility and expects to continue serving a high percentage of 0-3 age children.  Although there has been a slight decrease in the percentage of children served excluding environmental risk, it is premature to revise the targets at this time.  Targets will be reviewed next year for appropriateness.  The current Improvement Activities continue to be appropriate to address any decrease in the number/percentage of children served.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / Child Find


Indicator 7:  Percent of eligible infants and toddlers with IFSPs for whom an evaluation and assessment and an initial IFSP meeting were conducted within Part C’s 45-day timeline.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: 

Percent = [(# of eligible infants and toddlers with IFSPs for whom an evaluation and assessment and an initial IFSP meeting was conducted within Part C’s 45-day timeline) divided by the (# of eligible infants and toddlers evaluated and assessed)] times 100.  

Account for untimely evaluations.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

The following data, gathered from agencies’ database, for the time period July 1, 2006 – June 30, 2007,  is the percent of eligible infants and toddlers with IFSPs for whom an evaluation and assessment and an initial IFSP meeting were conducted within Part C’s 45-day timeline:
	Evaluation and Assessment and IFSP within Part C’s 45-day timeline



	Part C Agencies
	%
	N

	Early Intervention Section Programs
	99%  
	1,582/1,600

	Public Health Nursing Branch Sections
	95%
	260/274

	Healthy Start Sites
	97%   
	1,057/1,090

	All Part C Children
	98%
	2,899/2,964


Late Initial IFSPs Due to Untimely Evaluations 

For Early Intervention programs statewide, 13 Initial IFSPs were not completed within the Part C 45‑day timeline due to late evaluations.  

Late Initial IFSPs Due to Other Reasons

There were 52 other documented delays including, staff sick or on vacation, scheduling errors, and poor documentation that were responsible for other late Initial IFSPs.

Documented Delays due to Family Circumstances
Of the 2,964 IFSPs, there were 446 documented family reasons identified in the Agencies’ databases for late IFSPs (included in both the numerator and denominator):

	Reason
	#

	Family not available/difficult to engage/no show
	126

	Family schedule conflict (e.g., work, personal reason, etc.) 
	115

	Family did not return phone calls
	49

	Child and/or family member sick
	44

	Family cancelled IFSP meeting
	43

	Family on vacation
	26

	Family initially refused/not interested, then changed mind
	19

	Other
	24

	TOTAL
	446


Correction of Previously Identified Non-Compliance

FFY 2005 monitoring resulted in 8 findings for IFSPs within Part C’s 45-day timeline.  As a result of the review of the databases in FFY 2006, all of the findings were corrected to 100% (see Indicator 9). 

Previously identified non-compliance was corrected through the following improvement activities and resources: 

· Through training and technical support, EI programs have an increased awareness of the Part C 45-day timeline.  

· EI programs are able to query their databases for IFSP 45-day due dates.    

· Quality Assurance Specialists worked with EIS programs to develop program procedures to ensure that IFSPs were done within the 45-day timeline.

· EI programs implemented strategies such as tentatively scheduling the IFSP meeting at intake.  
FFY 2005 monitoring resulted in 4 findings for Evaluation and Assessments within Part C’s 45-day timeline.  As a result of the review of the databases in FFY 2006, all of the findings were corrected to 100% (see Indicator 9).

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

· 98% compliance was maintained for July 1, 2006 – June 30, 2007, which is the same as was reported in last year’s APR.  While not at 100% compliance, Hawaii continues to have substantial compliance and correction of previous findings of non-compliance.

Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities developed for FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities continue yearly to support the improved compliance with timely IFSPs.   

· Refine the statewide system to provide written clarification on IDEA Part C requirements for CDEs and IFSPs to all Agencies and Programs:  
· Written policies and procedures on Hawaii’s Part C system have been drafted and will be finalized for public review when the new regulations are finalized.
· “Points of Clarification” are provided to all Early Intervention Agencies and Programs to ensure all are regularly updated with system revisions and clarifications related to CDEs and IFSPs.  A “Points of Clarification” was distributed to address questions that arose during the CDE statewide training.
· “Points of Clarification” will be posted on the EIS web-site.
· Develop and implement a mentoring system to support CDE providers:  

· Two-day CDE trainings occurred statewide and 194 staff were trained to increase the pool of available evaluators.  Newly trained staff participates in the mentoring process to complete their training in becoming evaluators.   
· Identify training needs related to CDEs and IFSPs:  

· Based on feedback from staff, the CDE training was expanded from a 1-day training to a 2-day training to provide more hands-on opportunities to practice specific skills in conducting an evaluation.  
· To support therapy and other staff who may not have received sufficient child development training as part of their educational process, training in child development was provided to all staff by EIS and to all Public Health Nurses by a Pediatrician. The PHN training is available on DVD for all staff to view.  
· The CDE process is embedded into the 4-day EI Orientation that all EI staff attends within 6 months of their hire date.  
· Determine and develop strategies to support infrastructure needed that will result in timely CDEs and IFSPs:  

· Service Coordination ratios have been lowered to 1:35.
· The fee-for-service provider contract is available to complete CDEs to ensure that CDEs and IFSPs are done within the 45-day timeline.
· The billable activities/reimbursement has been revised to support the mentoring process for newly trained evaluators.  
· Ensure that the statewide Part C data system is sufficiently sensitive to collect required CDE and IFSP data:  

· All three agencies (EIS, PHNB, Healthy Start) are able to provide data regarding CDE and IFSP timelines as well as reasons if it is late.  
· Evaluate the effectiveness of the improvement activities designed to support 100% compliance in CDE and IFSP requirements:  The effectiveness of the improvement activities is evaluated by the increase in compliance in meeting the target.  Based on the increased data, the activities appear effective.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

.Revised Improvement Activities:
	Improvement Activities
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:

Ensure that the statewide Part C data system is sufficiently sensitive to collect required CDE & IFSP data.
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:

Explore options to develop a statewide Part C data system for all Part C providers to collect required CDE & IFSP data.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
The above improvement activity has been revised from “ensure” to “explore options to develop” because currently all three agencies have their own databases.  Although each database can provide the required data, it would be more efficient to have one database that all three agencies utilize.  If it’s not possible to have one statewide system, HDOH needs to assure a process to collect the data from the separate systems and assure that the data remains accurate and valid.   

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / Effective Transition


Indicator 8:  Percent of all children exiting Part C who received timely transition planning to support the child’s transition to preschool and other appropriate community services by their third birthday including:

A. IFSPs with transition steps and services;

B. Notification to LEA, if child potentially eligible for Part B; and

C.
Transition conference, if child potentially eligible for Part B.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: 

A.  Percent = [(# of children exiting Part C who have an IFSP with transition steps and services) divided by the (# of children exiting Part C)] times 100.

B.  Percent = [(# of children exiting Part C and potentially eligible for Part B where notification to the LEA occurred) divided by the (# of children exiting Part C who were potentially eligible for Part B)] times 100.

C.  Percent = [(# of children exiting Part C and potentially eligible for Part B where the transition conference occurred) divided by the (# of children exiting Part C who were potentially eligible for Part B)] times 100.




	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Data was collected via the EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start databases for the months of July 1, 2006 – June 30, 2007 on:  Complete Transition Plans, Transition Notices, and Timely Transition Conferences:

	Statewide Timely Transition Planning 

July 1, 2006 – June 30, 2007

	Transition Activity
	%
	N

	A.  Transition Plan (IFSP with transition steps and services).  

      Numerator = number of children who exited Part C with a complete Transition Plan.

      Denominator = All children who exited Part C.
	99%
	1,462/1,477

	B.  Transition Notice (Notification to LEA)

      Numerator = number of children who exited Part C who were potentially eligible for Part B with notification to the LEA. 

      Denominator = number of children who  exited Part C who were potentially eligible for Part B.
	100%
	811/811

	C.  Transition Conference

     Numerator = number of children who exited Part C with a timely Transition Conference.

      Denominator = number of children who exited Part C with a Transition Conference.
	96%
	576/600


Analysis of Data:  July 1, 2006-June 30, 2007

Transition Plan

All children in Hawaii’s Part C program are required to have a Transition Plan, which is a part of the IFSP.  Transition planning, with steps on the IFSP, is an on-going process and begins during Intake and is documented at the Initial IFSP meeting.  At each subsequent IFSP meeting, the Transition Plan is updated, leading up to the Transition Conference.

·   There were 1,477 children who exited Part C between July 1, 2006 - June 30, 2007.

· Ninety-nine percent (99% or 1,462/1,477) of the children exiting Part C had a complete Transition Plan.

· The difference between the numerator and the denominator (11 or 1%) was because theTransition Plans were not considered complete, based on Hawaii’s requirements for a complete Transition Plan.

· The data is from each Agency’s database, EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start, from the most recent IFSP prior to transitioning out of Hawaii’s Part C program. 

Transition Notices (Notification to LEA)

Notification to DOE Part B is required for any child in Hawaii’s Part C program who is potentially Part B eligible, unless the parent opted out of notifying DOE.  Notification is provided to Part B via the Transition Notice form.

· There were 1,162 children who exited Part C who were considered potentially Part B eligible between July 1, 2006 – June 30, 2007.  This includes families who opted out of sending the Transition Notice (see below).

· Three hundred fifty-one (351) parents elected to “opt out” of sending the Transition Notice to DOE.

· The LEA was informed regarding 100% (811/811) of the above children exiting Hawaii’s Part C program who were potentially eligible for DOE’s Part B program. 
· The data is from each Agency’s database, EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start, at the time of exit from Hawaii’s Part C program.


Following is a description of the opt-out options used in Hawaii:
The following options are included in the Part C Transition Notice to DOE, which meets the above federal requirement of notification to the LEA of the child’s potential eligibility for preschool services under Part B of IDEA, P.L. 108-446:

1.
Federally required directory information that includes the child’s name, birth date, and parent(s) contact information is sent to the DOE;

2.
Federally required directory information, as well as the child’s diagnosis/areas of concern, is sent to the DOE.

3.
No information is sent to the DOE.

            The Transition Notice is shared with the family and explained at the IFSP meeting that is closest to the child’s 2nd birthday.


If the family chooses not to provide any information to the DOE, the family must check the appropriate box and sign as indicated on the Transition Notice form.  In addition, the family’s service coordinator will provide the parent with the DOE “Operation Search” brochure (Part B’s Child Find brochure) to ensure that the family is aware of DOE Part B services.  This brochure provides information and contact numbers to the family should they have questions or concerns at a later time regarding their child’s education.  The parent initials receipt of the DOE brochure on the Transition Notice as indicated.


The family has ten (10) days to opt-out of sending the Transition Notice.  After the 10-day period, which is referenced on the form, the required information will be sent to the DOE.

A new Improvement Activity has been developed to further investigate reasons for the high number of families opting out of the Transition Notice in order to determine how to increase the number of Transition Notices that are sent to DOE. 

Transition Conferences

Hawaii’s policy is to offer a Transition Conference for all children exiting from Hawaii’s Part C program, regardless of the child’s potential eligibility for preschool services under Part B of IDEA, P.L. 108-446:
· A total of 1,477 families of children exiting Hawaii’s Part C program were offered a Transition Conference.  

· Six hundred (600) families agreed to holding a Transition Conference, of which 576 (96%) were timely (at least 90 days prior to exit from Part C.) unless there were documented delays due to family circumstances.

· There were were102 documented delays (included in the numerator and denominator above) due to family circumstances:
· Difficult to schedule (e.g., family did not return calls, meetings cancelled and re-scheduled) (45)
· Late referral to Part C – child older than 33 months at time of referral to Part C (32)
· Family originally declined, then changed their mind (25)
· Eight hundred seventy-seven (877) parents declined a Transition Conference out of the 1,477 families that were offered a Transition Conference.  Analysis of data regarding declines found that:
· 642 children were in EIS programs and potentially eligible for preschool services under Part B of IDEA, P.L. 108-446.
· 235 children were in Healthy Start programs.  While the majority of children exiting Healthy Start are not eligible for DOE Preschool Special Education Programs, the Transition Conference is offered with programs for children at environmental risk (e.g., Head Start) and community preschools.

· The data is from each Agency’s database, EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start, at the time of exit from Hawaii’s Part C program. 

A new Improvement Activity has been developed to further investigate reasons for the high number of families declining the Transition Conference in order to determine how to increase the number of Transition Conferences that are scheduled and completed. 

The current data shows a steady improvement toward reaching compliance. 

Correction of Previously Identified Non-Compliance

FFY 2005 monitoring resulted in no findings for either Transition Notice (8b) or Transition Conference (8c).  Three (3) findings did occur for the monitoring item “Discussion re: transition out of EI,” which was a required component of the Transition Plan (8a).  These 3 findings were corrected to 100% within one year. (See Indicator 9). 

Previously identified non-compliance was corrected through the following improvement activities and resources: 

· Through training and technical support, EIS programs have an increased understanding of when and how to develop timely transition plans with families.  

· EIS programs are able to query their databases for transition timelines.    

· Additional resources for service coordinators on the transition process and timelines include visual diagrams which were developed and disseminated by the Hawaii STEPS Project.  These resources are:  1) Statewide Recommended Practice Guidelines: Transition Timeline for Children Possibly Eligible for DOE Preschool Special Education; and 2) Statewide Recommended Practice Guidelines:  To Ensure Services by 3rd Birthday for Children Possibly Eligible for DOE Preschool Special Education.  
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:
Explanation of Progress

The current data on Timely Transition Planning shows continued compliance as compared to last year’s APR.  

· Timely Transition Plans:

Maintained compliance at 99% 

· Timely Transition Notices:

Met compliance (100%). 

· Timely Transition Conferences:
An increase from 94% to 96%

Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of infants and toddlers receiving timely transition planning.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

· Provide written information to families on DOE preschool special education eligibility requirements to support families to better understand their options:  
· The “Steps to Transition” guide has been updated and is in the process of being added to the EIS website to support access to transition materials.  

· Many EIS programs have revised and updated their written information about “Transition Options” that is shared with families.  “Transition Options” includes information about preschool options, financial assistance for preschool/childcare, therapy service options at age 3 and older, and other resources.  

· A presentation on the transition process was developed and will soon be available on the DOE SIG II website, as well as the EIS website. 

· Review and adapt current data systems to include “tickler” system to alert service coordinators on transition timelines:  

· EIS programs are now able to query their databases for transition timelines.  However, the need to report “Declines” separately (instead of included with “Family Reasons”) has resulted in further review of the Agencies’ databases to make this task easier.  

· Identify additional training needs, review current training modules, adapt them as necessary to meet identified training needs, and implement training:  

· Based on identified training needs, there are continued opportunities to gain support and/or new information through:  formal training, transition question/answer sessions, EI Orientations, STEPS meetings, Program Manager meetings, etc.  These activities also provide an opportunity to identify new training needs.  

· A newly identified need is based on the high numbers of families declining the Part C Transition Conference and/or “opting out” of sending the Transition Notice to DOE.  Further review of the reasons, as well as possible correlation to late referrals to DOE, will help determine how to adapt current transition training activities to support staff and families in timely transitions.  

· Evaluate the effectiveness of improvement activities designed to support 100% compliance in transition requirements:  
· The effectiveness of the improvement activities is evaluated by the increase in compliance in meeting the target.  
· One improvement activity is revised, two improvement activities’ timelines are extended, and two new improvement activities are added to better support the current needs.  
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

Revised Improvement Activity and Timeline:
	Improvement Activity
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:  
Collaborate with DOE to identify common data needs to support transition from EI to Part B.
	X
	X
	X
	
	
	

	Revised:  
Collaborate with DOE (State level Part B, Section 619) to compare transition data, procedures, and align training content and activities around Part C to Part B transition. 
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:

This revision aligns Part C with Part B’s APR Improvement Activity and better reflects the on-going discussions with DOE Section 619 state and district staff that occur.  

Revised Timeline:
	Improvement Activity
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:  
Revise the Focused Monitoring tool to reflect transition requirements.
	X
	X
	X
	
	
	

	Revised:  
Revise the Focused Monitoring tool to reflect transition requirements.
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	


Justification:

EIS developed a new monitoring tool to be implemented as a self-assessment tool.  An additional two years in the timeline for implementation and review will ensure the tool’s appropriateness.  

New Improvement Activities:
	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:  
Investigate reasons for high number of “opt outs” for the Transition Notice and determine how to increase the number of Transition Notices sent to the DOE.
	X
	X
	X
	X

	New:  
Investigate reasons for high number of “declines” for the Transition Conference and determine how to increase the number of scheduled and completed Transition Conferences.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:

Recent stakeholder discussions identified the need to investigate the reasons why so many families are “opting out” of sending the Transition Notice to DOE and/or declining the Transition Conference.  In addition, investigation is needed to determine if the data on these families can be linked to late referrals to DOE.  
Revised Resources:

Previous:  STEPS, STEPS “Transition to K Tool Kit”, NECTAC, WRRC, HI DOE Preschool Special Education staff. 

Revised:  STEPS, STEPS “Transition to K Tool Kit”, NECTAC, WRRC, HI DOE Early Childhood Special Education (ECSE) staff. 

Justification:  This revision aligns Part C language with Part B language.
Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 9:  General supervision system (including monitoring, complaints, hearings, etc.) identifies and corrects noncompliance as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from identification.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: 

Percent of noncompliance corrected within one year of identification:

a. # of findings of noncompliance.

b. # of corrections completed as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from identification.

Percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100.

For any noncompliance not corrected within one year of identification, describe what actions, including technical assistance and/or enforcement, that the State has taken.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Monitoring Process

Hawaii’s Part C monitoring for FFY 2005 (July 1, 2005-June 30, 2006) consisted of both database analyses and on-site chart reviews (between 6 and 10 charts per program) of 21 EIS programs, 10 PHNB sections, and 6 Healthy Start contract sites.  The monitoring resulted in a total of 82 “findings,” as defined by OSEP guidance, across 17 SPP/APR indicators and Hawaii priority areas (from now on called “monitoring priorities”).   

To support the correction of these 82 findings across 17 monitoring priorities, HDOH met monthly with administrators from EIS, PHNB, and MCHB (which is responsible for the Healthy Start contracts) and: 

· Reviewed the data from the data systems;

· Discussed the progress or slippage for each monitoring priority; and

· Identified appropriate and acceptable corrections of non-compliance.

Each finding by program/section/site was analyzed by HDOH to determine if could be immediately corrected (e.g., start date of IFSP left off), if it could not be immediately corrected (e.g., evaluation late), and/or whether the finding was systemic (e.g., happened only one time in a program or happened multiple times in a program).  Rules were developed and shared with EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start on the appropriate and acceptable corrections of non-compliance.  This included:

· If the finding could be immediately corrected (e.g., start date of IFSP left off), the IFSP page with the correction had to be faxed to the Agency administrator with the parent’s signature to confirm an IFSP meeting was called to make the correction.

· If the finding could not be immediately corrected but was not systemic (e.g., evaluation late on one chart), a specific number of evaluations had to be faxed to the Agency from that program that indicated timely evaluations. 

· If the finding was considered systemic (e.g., evaluation late on 9 of 10 charts), 3 additional consecutive months of data was collected that required 100% compliance.  If 100% was not met in the first three months, the corrective action was extended to 3 consecutive months.

At subsequent HDOH meetings, EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start presented data to support the correction of the non-compliance.  Data was presented for 16 of the 17 priority areas.  The only priority area without data was the SPP/APR Indicator 1, Timely Services.  Results from the FFY 2006 monitoring were analyzed and utilized to determine if the previously identified non-compliance for Timely Services was corrected.

Actual Target Data for FFY 2006

	Table 1.  Correction of Non-Compliance (FFY 2005)



	a.  No. of Findings of Non-Compliance
	82

	b.  No. of Corrections Completed within   One Year of Identification
	77

	                   Percent Corrected 
	94% (77/82)


Discussion of Data Results 

· FFY 2005 monitoring resulted in a total of 82 findings across 17 monitoring priorities.  Ninety-four percent ( 94% or 77/82) were corrected within one year of identification.

· Of the 17 monitoring priorities, only 1, Timely Services, was not corrected to 100%.  

· Of the 6 findings in Timely Services, 1 was corrected, leaving 5 not corrected within one year of identification.

Table 2 below provides detailed correction of non-compliance data on:

· The number of findings per monitoring priority, by each Agency and Statewide.

· The number of findings per monitoring priority that were corrected within one year of identification, by each Agency and Statewide.

· The number of finds per monitoring priority that were not corrected within one year of identification, by each Agency and Statewide.

	Table 2.  Correction of Non-Compliance (FFY 2005)

	SPP/APR Indicators
	Monitoring Priorities

(that resulted in Findings of 

Non-Compliance)


	No. of Corrections & Findings of Non-Compliance

EIS
	No. of Corrections & Findings of Non-Compliance

PHNB
	No. of Corrections & Findings of Non-Compliance

Healthy Start
	No. of Corrections & Findings of Non-Compliance

Statewide

	1
	Timely Services
	0/3 = 0%
	1/3 = 33%
	No Findings
	1/6 = 17%

	7
	IFSP within 45 days of referral
	3/3 = 100%
	5/5 = 100%
	No Findings
	8/8 = 100%

	8a
	Discussion re: transition out of EI
	2/2 = 100%
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	3/3 = 100%

	Hawaii Priority
	Timelines
	

	1a
	Evaluation w/in 45 days of referral
	1/1 = 100%
	3/3 = 100%
	No Findings
	4/4 = 100%

	1b
	1st Annual IFSP within 1 year of initial

IFSP
	4/4 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%
	No Findings
	5/5 = 100%

	
	IFSP Development
	

	2a
	Complete present levels of development
	No Findings
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%

	2b
	Frequency, intensity, method, location, & payment
	2/2 = 100%
	4/4 = 100%
	3/3 = 100%
	9/9 = 100%

	2c
	IFSP objectives complete
	2/2 = 100%
	6/6 = 100%
	4/4 = 100%
	12/12 = 100%

	2d
	Justification for services in non-natural environments
	No Findings
	3/3 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%
	4/4 = 100%

	2e
	Statement that present levels of development based on clinical opinion
	No Findings
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%

	2f
	Start date included
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	3/3 = 100%
	4/4 = 100%

	2g
	Duration of service included
	No Findings
	3/3 = 100%
	3/3 = 100%
	6/6 = 100%

	2h
	IFSP contains documentation that non-mandated services are listed
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%
	2/2 = 100%

	2i
	Documentation of funding sources for non-mandated services
	1/1 = 100%
	2/2 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%
	4/4 = 100%

	2j
	Complete service coordination information
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	Compliant
	1/1 = 100%

	2k
	Team members listed
	No Findings
	No Findings
	1/1 = 100%
	1/1 = 100%

	2l
	Means by which team members participated
	No Findings
	6/6 = 100%
	5/5 = 100%
	11/11 = 100%

	
	TOTAL
	15/18 = 83%
	37/39 = 95%
	25/25 =100%
	77/82 = 94%


The State’s Plan for Correcting Non-Compliance

The following actions were taken for correcting non-compliance of Timely Services within one year of identification.  This included providing technical assistance and support and analyzing the reasons for late services.  Within the 5 programs (3 EIS, 2 PHNB) that had findings, there were 42 services that were late.  Reasons for non-compliance were analyzed both by Reason and by Type of Provider to determine if there were reasons specific based on a type of provider.


Reasons for non-compliance were:

· No documentation – 27

· Conflict with providers’ schedule – 5

· Position vacancy or contracted provider not available – 5

· Service scheduled late – 2

· Staff sick – 2

· Other – 1

Non-Compliance based on type of provider found that:

· Analyzing the above reasons by provider – Service Coordinator, SLP, OT, PT, Special Instructor, Assistive Technology staff, and Nurse found similarities across providers; all were inconsistent in documenting the delivery of services.  

· Monitoring instructions required that documentation must be in the child’s chart or elsewhere in the program’s notes in order to be counted as “timely served.”  

· Documentation that was only found as part of the billing system was not sufficient.  

Therefore, because of the lack of sufficient documentation, many services were counted as “late,” when in fact they might have been timely.  The discovery of the lack of sufficient documentation will drive revisions to our Improvement Activities.

Corrective Actions:
For each of the 5 programs that did not correct their non-compliance for Timely Services, they must: 

        1.  Analyze the reasons for lack of timely services.

        2.  Develop a Corrective Action Plan (CAP) specific to the reasons identified and submit it to both their Agency and HDOH for approval.  The plan must include timelines and if necessary, identify technical assistance to support their correction. 

        3.  Provide monthly documentation on Timely Services in each child’s Initial, Review, or Annual IFSP to its Agency.

        4.  HDOH will review monthly data to determine progress toward correction and provide feedback to support correction.  CAP must be revised after 3 months if data does not show progress.

  5.  HDOH will do on-site chart reviews quarterly to assure progress.

Next year’s APR will include data on the correction of these 5 findings in the monitoring priority of Timely Services.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress/Slippage

Correction of non-compliance in FFY 2005 was 97%.  

Correction of non-compliance in FFY 2006 was 94%.

While the data appears to show slippage between the FFY 2005 and FFY 2006 data results, a valid comparison is difficult.  The 97% correction of FFY 2005 data was based on charts corrected (as required by the Special Conditions designation), whereas the 94% correction of findings of FFY 2006 data was based on programs corrected, which is consistent with the current OSEP guidance.  Because the basis of the analysis was not consistent across the two monitoring years, a true comparison of the correction of findings cannot be made.

However, there was actually significant progress in correction of findings of non-compliance as there was only one specific area, Timely Services, which resulted in a finding.

Reasons for progress:  

· Increased program/section/contract monitoring 

· On-going chart and IFSP review by the EIS Quality Assurance team to identify issues related to non-compliance and help problem-solve with their specific EIS programs
· Regular meetings with EIS, PHNB and Healthy Start Agency administrators to review corrective actions to determine when they were met
· Regular meetings with EIS Program Managers to discuss areas of non-compliance and problem-solve corrective actions
· Revision and updating of the monitoring tool to be consistent with the revised IFSP, with clear instructions
· Consistent training of all monitors to ensure accuracy of monitoring results
· Development of a database, to be used by all EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start sites, to collect monthly data on OSEP identified priority areas
· Increased training of all Part C providers on Part C regulations
· Use of the Lead Agency Quality Assurance Team to verify data
· Development of new forms to support verification process
Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in increasing the percentage of non-compliance identified and corrected within one year of identification.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 
· Develop and implement a process to ensure all Part C providers are knowledgeable of Hawaii’s implementation procedures related to Part C requirements:   There has been an intensive process to ensure that all Part C providers are knowledgeable of Part C requirements.  The process included but was not limited to:
· Extensive, required training on Part C requirements as part of the Part C Orientation, to all Part C providers.
· Expansion of the training team to include staff from EIS, PHNB, and Healthy Start to ensure there is Agency “buy-in” to the training, which also provides an “in-house” expert to answer questions
· Expansion of the Part C training to include a separate day focused on IFSP development, especially in writing functional objectives
· Regular “Question and Answer” sessions to support staff knowledge
· Development and dissemination of “Points of Clarification” that provide consistent written information to all providers
· Place “Points of Clarification” on the EIS website to support increased knowledge by providers.
· Continue to develop Hawaii’s Part C procedural guidelines to support increased knowledge by providers.
· Review monitoring systems of other state for information of how Hawaii can improve its monitoring system.

· NECTAC provided Hawaii with copies of monitoring systems from other states to assist Hawaii in developing its monitoring system.  To date the information provided has been helpful in the continuing development of an appropriate system for Hawaii.

· Review and refine the monitoring process (CQIS), including HDOH and Agency and requirements.

· HDOH revised its monitoring process for FFY 2006.  

· In addition to the required indicators, HDOH identified new priority areas that were monitored this year.  HDOH will continue to review and refine its system.  An area not yet implemented is to include quality indicators.

· Begin training Agencies on revised monitoring process to ensure accuracy of monitoring data and evaluate for effectiveness.
· HDOH meets monthly with Agencies responsible for ensuring accuracy of monitoring data.  
· Data is reviewed and discussed and decisions are made on what is needed to ensure correction of non-compliance.
· The results of the recently completed self-assessment will be shared with the Agencies.  Results will be compared with last year’s monitoring to determine areas of continued compliance, new compliance, continued non-compliance, and new non-compliance.
· Corrective procedures will be determined and Agencies will develop Corrective Action Plans based on the results.
· Implement statewide revised monitoring procedures.
· New monitoring procedures were implemented for FFY 2006.  The data results are being summarized and will be shared with each specific program/section/site with a finding of non-compliance. 
· Each program/section/site must develop a Corrective Action Plan and have it approved by its Agency lead (i.e., EIS, PHNB, Healthy Start).
· Agencies have one year to ensure that their programs/sections/sites have corrected their areas of non-compliance.
· Develop a statewide Part C data system for all Part C providers, to support monitoring and other data requirements:   
· The Lead Agency developed a database to collect required monitoring data from all programs/sections/sites.  Each Agency (EIS, PHNB, Healthy Start) was required to collect the identified data, either via the Lead Agency database or their own database.  Additional modifications to the database (and to be shared with Agencies) will be made to ensure consistency with any new data requirements.
· EIS is developing a new database system to collect all required data which includes newly identified OSEP data.
· Although a new statewide database system is the goal for all Part C providers, at this time it is unknown whether such a system is workable.
· Therefore the Improvement Activity was revised to focus on “exploring options to develop a statewide data system.”  Strategies need to be developed to determine how to successfully develop such a system.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

Revised Improvement Activities:

	Improvement Activity
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	 Previous:  
Begin training Agencies on revised monitoring process to ensure accuracy of monitoring data and evaluate for effectiveness.
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:  
Provide on-going training to agencies on revised monitoring process to ensure accuracy of monitoring data and evaluate for effectiveness.
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
Language was changed as training on the revised monitoring process had already started and was on-going.

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous: 
Implement a monitoring cycle based on monitoring results.
	X
	X
	X
	X

	Revised:  
Explore options to utilize a monitoring cycle based on monitoring results.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
HDOH needs to re-look at whether a monitoring cycle will be implemented.  Therefore HDOH needs to explore options in this area.

	Improvement Activity
	‘05
	‘06
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	Previous:  
Develop statewide Part C data system for all Part C providers to support monitoring and other data requirements.
	X
	X
	X
	
	
	

	Revised:  
Explore options to develop a statewide Part C data system for all Part C providers to support monitoring and other data requirements.
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
There currently is not a statewide data system for all Part C agencies, and it is doubtful if there will be a statewide system by the end of next year.  Therefore HDOH needs to explore options to determine if a statewide system is possible, and if not, how to assure that the separate systems will provide accurate and valid data.
New Improvement Activities: 


	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
Develop a process to provide on-going updates of all procedural changes.
	X
	X
	
	


Justification:
To ensure consistency, it is important that as changes are made to procedures, all Part C Agencies and their programs/sections/site are provided this information.  Therefore a process is needed to assure that this occurs.

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
Define, develop, and implement different levels of sanctions, based on monitoring results, to support timely correction of non-compliance.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
Currently, the major sanction for non-compliance is to provide assistance and technical assistance to the programs/sections/sites.  However, based on the recent monitoring results, it is evident that assistance and technical assistance alone are not sufficient to correct non-compliance.  HDOH must develop a system of sanctions that is successful and results in correction of non‑compliance.
	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
Gather and analyze data to determine reasons for vacancies, and make recommendations to support recruitment and retention.
	X
	X
	
	


Justification:
It appears that some of the reasons for lack of timely services are due to the lack of appropriate personnel.  By analyzing vacancies (by discipline, geography, etc.), HDOH can make recommendations to the DOH administrative staff on what is needed to support recruitment and retention.

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
For any finding not corrected within 1 year of identification, identify reasons for lack of correction and identify appropriate sanctions.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
Before a sanction is implemented, it is necessary to determine why the non-compliance was not corrected, to ensure the sanction and the area of concern is appropriately matched.

	Improvement Activity
	‘07
	‘08
	‘09
	‘10

	New:
Develop and implement a process to acknowledge programs for their improvement and/or compliance with Part C regulations.
	X
	X
	X
	X


Justification:
The focus of the monitoring has been to identify non-compliance and ensure corrections are made within one year.  It was determined by the Stakeholders that there needs a system of acknowledging both compliance as well as improvement toward compliance.  Building on success supports continued success.

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 10:  Percent of signed written complaints with reports issued that were resolved within 60-day timeline or a timeline extended for exceptional circumstances with respect to a particular complaint.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: Percent = [(1.1(b) + 1.1(c)) divided by 1.1] times 100.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

There were no signed written complaints during FFY 2006.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

The data for this year is consistent with last year’s data – there were no signed written complaints issued; therefore there was no need to resolve them.

Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in continuing to have no signed written reports.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

·    Develop and implement process to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
· The Family Survey included questions to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
·    Review training to ensure that it includes information on Part C complaint procedures so families and Part C staff are knowledgeable about this process.

· The required Part C Orientation has been reviewed and does include information about Hawaii’s Part C compliant process.
·   Design and implement various creative strategies (e.g., videotapes, CDs, etc.) to support training on Part C requirements for families, including at parent conferences. 

· Additional training on facilitating conversations with families is being developed.

·   Develop and implement written guidelines to support Care Coordinators and other staff in explaining Part C procedural guidelines (including complaint procedures) to families.
· Written guidelines on how to successfully support families in understanding Part C procedural guidelines is being developed.

·   Collaborate with the “What Counts” Design Team to ensure that the family survey includes questions that focus on the degree families understanding their rights under Part C.
· The Family Survey includes questions on the degree families understand their rights under Part C.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities, or Timelines as the data shows that 100% compliance was met. 

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 11:  Percent of fully adjudicated due process hearing requests that were fully adjudicated within the applicable timeline.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: Percent = [(3.2(a) + 3.2(b)) divided by 3.2] times 100.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

There were no due process hearing requests.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

The data for this year is consistent with last year’s data – there were no due process requests; therefore there were no due process requests that had to be adjudicated within the applicable timeline.

Improvement Activities Continuing

The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in continuing to have no due process hearings.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

·    Develop and implement process to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
· The Family Survey included questions to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
·    Review training to ensure that it includes information on Part C due process hearing procedures so Part C staff are knowledgeable about this process.

· The required Part C Orientation has been reviewed and does include information about Hawaii’s Part C due process hearing procedures.
·   Develop and implement written guidelines to support Care Coordinators and other staff in explaining Part C procedural guidelines (including due process hearing procedures) to families.
· Written guidelines on how to successfully support families in understanding Part C procedural guidelines, including due process hearing procedures, is being developed.

·   Collaborate with the “What Counts” Design Team to ensure that the family survey includes questions that focus on the degree families understanding their rights under Part C.
· The Family Survey includes questions on the degree families understand their rights under Part C.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:

It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities, or Timelines as the data shows that 100% compliance was met. 

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 12:  Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution sessions that were resolved through resolution session settlement agreements (applicable if Part B due process procedures are adopted).

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)

	Measurement: Percent = (3.1(a) divided by 3.1) times 100.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	Not Applicable


Actual Target Data for FFY 2005:

Not applicable, as Part B due process procedures were not adopted.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Not Applicable

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:


Not Applicable
Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:  Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.

	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 13:  Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement: Percent = [(2.1(a)(i) + 2.1(b)(i)) divided by 2.1] times 100.



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	N/A, as Hawaii does not have 10 or more mediation requests.


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

Continues to be N/A, as Hawaii continued to have 0 mediation requests.

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FY 2006:

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in continuing to have no mediation agreements.   Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

·    Develop and implement process to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
· The Family Survey included questions to gather information on family concerns related to service delivery and other Part C requirements.
·    Review training to ensure that it includes information on Part C mediation procedures so all Part C staff are knowledgeable about this process.

· The required Part C Orientation has been reviewed and does include information about Hawaii’s Part C mediation procedure. 
·   Develop and implement written guidelines to support Care Coordinators and other staff in explaining Part C procedural guidelines (including mediation procedures) to families.
· Written guidelines on how to successfully support families in understanding Part C procedural guidelines, including mediation procedures, is being developed.

·   Revise the “Dear Family” brochure and add the Parent Training Institute as a contact if families have questions about early intervention services.
· The “Dear Family” brochure is being reviewed for necessary changes.

· At the next update of the “Dear Family” brochure, the Parent Training Institute will be added as a contact for families if they have questions about early intervention services.  

·   Collaborate with the “What Counts” Design Team to ensure that the family survey includes questions that focus on the degree families understanding their rights under Part C.
· The Family Survey includes questions on the degree families understand their rights under Part C.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FY 2007:


It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities, or Timelines as the data shows that there continues to be no requests for mediation. 

Part C State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2006
Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development:   Refer to Overview, pages 1-2.
	Monitoring Priority:  Effective General Supervision Part C / General Supervision


Indicator 14:  State reported data (618 and State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report) are timely and accurate. 

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B) and 1442)
	Measurement:  State reported data, including 618 data, State performance plan, and annual performance reports, are:

a. Submitted on or before due dates (February 1 for child count, including race and ethnicity, settings and November 1 for exiting, personnel, dispute resolution); and

      b.    Accurate (describe mechanisms for ensuring error free, consistent, valid, and reliable data and evidence that these standards are met).



	FFY
	Measurable and Rigorous Target

	2006
	100%


Actual Target Data for FFY 2006:

The following required tables demonstrate that Hawaii’s Part C program met 100% compliance for timely and accurate data.  

	SPP/APR Data - Indicator 14
	
	
	

	APR Indicator
	Valid and Reliable
	Correct Calculation
	Followed Instructions
	Total

	1
	1
	1
	1
	3

	2
	1
	1
	1
	3

	3
	1
	1
	1
	3

	4
	1
	1
	1
	3

	5
	1
	1
	1
	3

	6
	1
	1
	1
	3

	7
	1
	1
	1
	3

	8a
	1
	1
	1
	3

	8b
	1
	1
	1
	3

	8c
	1
	1
	1
	3

	9
	1
	1
	1
	3

	10
	1
	1
	1
	3

	11
	1
	1
	1
	3

	12
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A
	0

	13
	1
	1
	1
	3

	
	
	
	Subtotal
	42

	APR Score Calculation
	
	Timely Submission Points -  If the FFY2006 APR was submitted  on-time, place the number 5 in the cell on the right.
	5

	
	
	Grand Total - (Sum of subtotal and Timely Submission Points) =
	47


	618 Data - Indicator 14
	
	
	
	

	Table
	Timely
	Complete Data
	Passed Edit Check
	Responded to Data Note Requests
	Total

	Table 1 -  Child Count

Due Date:  2/1/07
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4

	Table 2 -  Program Settings

Due Date:  2/1/07
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4

	Table 3 -  Exiting

Due Date:  11/1/07
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4

	Table 4 -  Dispute Resolution

Due Date:  11/1/07
	1
	1
	1
	1
	4

	
	
	
	
	Subtotal
	16

	618 Score Calculation
	
	
	Grand Total (Subtotal X 3) = 
	48


	Indicator #14 Calculation
	
	
	

	A. APR Grand Total
	
	
	47
	

	B. 618 Grand Total
	
	
	48
	

	C. APR Grand Total (A) + 618 Grand Total (B) =
	95
	

	Total NA or N/A in APR
	
	3
	

	Total NA or N/A in 618
	
	
	0
	

	Base
	
	
	95
	

	D. Subtotal (C divided by Base*) =
	1.000
	

	E. Indicator Score (Subtotal D x 100) =
	100.0
	


*Note any cell marked as N/A will decrease the denominator by 1 for APR and 3 for 618.






Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2006:

Explanation of Progress

Progress

· FY 2005 data showed 84% compliance.

· FY 2006 data shows 100% compliance, an increase from the 84% compliance reported in FFY 2005 APR. 

Improvement Activities Continuing

Information is provided on the Improvement Activities included in the SPP and were implemented in FFY 2006.  The following Improvement Activities supported the progress in having timely and accurate data.  Following is information for each Improvement Activity and how it supported progress. 

· Review and revised training for all Part C programs on 618 data submission, based on 618 data requirements: 
· Instructions on submitting the 618 data requirements were reviewed prior to distribution and revised based on feedback from last year’s instructions.
· Hawaii’s Part C Data Manager responded personally to all questions regarding appropriate completion of the Part C Child Count table. 
· Develop and implement a process to ensure reliability and validity of data submitted:  
· The data table for this indicator was completed as required to determine accuracy and validity of data reported. 
· Self-assessment results were reviewed by each Agency.  Programs/sections/sites were contacted if concerned were raised regarding self-assessment results. 
· Develop a statewide Part C database to replace current individual Agency databases (EIS, PHNB, Healthy Start):  

· A statewide Part C database has not been developed due to costs and available funds.  There are continuing discussions about the viability of a statewide, centralized database.
· EIS is developing a database to better support OSEP requirements.  The specifics of the database are being shared with the other Agencies to support compliance with OSEP requirements. 
· A self-assessment database was developed by HDOH and shared with all Agencies to utilize during the self-assessment process to ensure data was being reported in a uniform manner.
Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2007:
It was determined that there is no need at the current time for revisions of Proposed Targets, Improvement Activities, or Timelines as compliance was met.  Additional strategies to support Improvement Activities are identified as needed.  
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� At the time of the release of this package, revised forms for collection of 618 State reported data had not yet been approved.  Indicators will be revised as needed to align with language in the 2005-2006 State reported data collections.
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(1) Written, signed complaints total

0

        (1.1) Complaints with reports issued

                   (a) Reports with findings

                   (b) Reports within timelines

                   (c) Reports with extended timelines

        (1.2) Complaints withdrawn or dismissed

        (1.3) Complaints pending

                   (a) Complaint pending a due process hearing

(2) Mediation requests total

0

        (2.1) Mediations

                (a) Mediations related to due process

                       (i) Mediation agreements

                (b) Mediations not related to due process

                       (i) Mediation agreements

        (2.2) Mediations not held (including pending)

(3) Hearing requests total

0

        (3.1) Resolution sessions

                (a) Settlement agreements

        (3.2) Hearings (fully adjudicated)

                (a) Decisions within timeline

                (b) Decisions within extended timeline

        (3.3) Resolved without a hearing

2006-07

SECTION A:  WRITTEN, SIGNED COMPLAINTS

SECTION B:  MEDIATION REQUESTS

SECTION C:  HEARING REQUESTS

TABLE 4



REPORT OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION UNDER PART C, OF THE

INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT

_1260593477.xls
Chart1

		1999		1999

		2000		2000

		2001		2001

		2002		2002

		2003		2003

		2004		2004

		2005		2005

		2006		2006



2006 National Average 2.43%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)

0.03

0.064

0.0351202275

0.077

0.033789863

0.0853

0.0375422139

0.0924953096

0.0443268947

0.0770053082

0.0440319965

0.072544972

0.0430620268

0.0671228888

0.0415732243

0.0748167273



Exit Data 2

		Number of Part B Eligible

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		345		319		361		436

		Not Eligible		259		266		373		332

		Not Determined		109		198		267		269

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		285		286		304		384

		Not Eligible		210		211		239		282

		Not Determined		71		69		69		84

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		49		33		45		52

		Not Eligible		49		55		134		50

		Not Determined		7		6		2		7

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		11		0		12		0

		Not Eligible		0		0		0		0

		Not Determined		31		123		196		178

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Exit Data 2

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined

Year

Number of Children

Number of Children Eligible for Part B 
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Exit Data

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined

Year

Number of Children

EIS  PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Transition

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined

Year

Number of Children

PHNB  PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Setting Data

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined

Year

Number of Children

HEALTHY START PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



Setting Data (2)

		Total Completion of IFSP *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		15.8%		17.9%		24.1%		17.0%

		PHNB		22.2%		23.1%		27.6%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		13.8%		10.5%		2.2%		2.9%

		Total Part B Eligible  *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		PHNB		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		Not Eligible		23.1%		21.6%		21.0%		22.0%

		Not Determined		7.8%		7.1%		6.1%		6.6%

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Not Eligible		16.0%		22.7%		30.9%		19.3%

		Not Determined		2.3%		2.5%		0.5%		2.7%

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		Not Eligible		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%

		Not Determined		4.0%		13.3%		14.6%		9.3%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Setting Data (2)

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined
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Percentage

EIS Part B Eligibility:  Percentage of Children 
Eligible, Not Eligible, and Not Yet Determined
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Ethnicity

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0

		0		0		0



Part B Eligible
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PHNB Part B Eligibility:  Percentage of Children Eligible, Not Eligible, and Not Yet Determined
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Year

Percentage

Healthy Start Part B Eligibility:  Percentage of Children Eligible, Not Eligible, and Not Yet Determined
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Svcs. Under 3 by Risk Category
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start
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Percentage

COMPLETION OF IFSP PRIOR TO REACHING AGE 3 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Svcs. Under 1 by Risk Category
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN ELIGIBLE FOR PART B 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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% of children receiving service

		Withdrawal - Parent

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		5.9%		10.2%		9.1%		11.6%

		PHNB		18.6%		19.8%		15.4%		14.3%

		Healthy Start		53.6%		50.9%		51.8%		65.8%

		Attempt Unsuccess

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		4.4%		5.2%		4.5%		4.1%

		PHNB		12.7%		7.0%		7.1%		11.2%

		Healthy Start		22.8%		17.4%		23.8%		19.0%

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		10.3%		15.4%		13.6%		15.7%

		PHNB		31.3%		26.8%		22.5%		25.5%

		Healthy Start		76.4%		68.3%		75.6%		84.8%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





% of children receiving service
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year

Percentage

Total Percentage of Children 
Leaving Program due to Parent Withdrawal
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Under age 1 and Under 3
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year

Percentage

Total Percentage of Children Leaving Program due to Unsuccessful Attempts to Contact Parent
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Child Count by island
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year

Percentage

Total Percentage of Children Leaving Program due to 
Parent Withdrawal and Unsuccessful Attempts to Contact Parent
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0
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0

0

0

0

0
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Referral Data

				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Referral Data

		0		0
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		0		0

		0		0



Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN EIS PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Sources of Referrals
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN PHNB SECTIONS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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0

0
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0

0

0

0



		0		0

		0		0

		0		0
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN HEALTHY START PROGRAM FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF  CHILDREN SERVED IN ALL EI PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		EIS		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%		74.3%		81.1%

		PHNB		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%		91.3%		91.7%

		Healthy Start		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%		100.0%		100.0%

		Statewide		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%		88.6%		90.2%
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN EIS PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN PHNB SECTIONS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN HEALTHY START PROGRAM FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF  CHILDREN SERVED IN ALL EI PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

By Agency/Statewide

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS FROM 2000-2003
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Statewide

CHILD COUNT YEAR

PERCENTAGE

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
FROM 2000-2005
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		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		15		9		12		20		20		12		13

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		2596		3080		3406		4337		3544		3255		3010

		Black (non-Hispanic)		70		84		78		100		83		78		80

		Hispanic		69		97		90		118		124		145		121

		White (non-Hispanic)		335		302		375		424		407		446		464

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		0.5%		0.3%		0.3%		0.4%		0.5%		0.3%		0.4%

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		84.1%		86.2%		86.0%		86.8%		84.8%		82.7%		81.6%

		Black (non-Hispanic)		2.3%		2.4%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.2%

		Hispanic		2.2%		2.7%		2.3%		2.4%		3.0%		3.7%		3.3%

		White (non-Hispanic)		10.9%		8.5%		9.5%		8.5%		9.7%		11.3%		12.6%
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Ethnicity

Number

Hawaii Number of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Race/Ethnicity

Percentage

Hawaii Percentage of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity (Based on Child Count Data)



		1a:  Formal Complaints

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Complaints		(3) Number of Complaints with Findings		(4) Number of Complaints with No Findings		(5) Number of Complaints not investigated - Withdrawn or No Jurisdication		(6) Number of Complaints Completed/Addressed with Timeliness		(7) Number of Complaints Pending as of:  06/30/2003

		TOTALS		0

		1b:  Mediations

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__

				(2) Not related to Hearing Requests		(3) Related to Hearing Requests		(4) Not Related to Hearing requests		(5) Related to Hearing

		TOTALS

		1c:  Due Process

		(1) July 1, 2002 -June 30, 2003 (or specify alternate period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Hearing Requests		(3) Number of Hearing Held (Fully adjudicated)		(4) Number of Decisions Issued after Timelines and Extension Expired

		TOTALS





		Under 3 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		494		510		522		528		505		512

		Environmental  At-Risk		216		142		166		51		59		52

		Total		710		652		688		579		564		564

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		4		129		335		481		420		388

		Environmental  At-Risk		1679		2069		2744		1634		1488		1267

		Total		1683		2198		3079		2115		1908		1655

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1079		1016		1131		1380		1428		1423

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		3		0		3

		Total		1079		1016		1131		1383		1428		1426

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		53		35		14		16		36		43

		Environmental  At-Risk		47		60		87		85		0		0

		Total		100		95		101		101		36		43

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental  At-Risk		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.1%		0.5%		1.5%		46,412		494		216

		2001		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		50,015		510		142

		2002		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		53,300		522		166

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		54,256		528		51

		2004		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,256		505		59

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,944		512		52

		% of EIS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		0.0%		2.3%		46,412		1,079		0

		2001		2.0%		0.0%		2.0%		50,015		1,016		0

		2002		2.1%		0.0%		2.1%		53,300		1,131		0

		2003		2.5%		0.0%		2.5%		54,256		1,380		3

		2004		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,256		1,428		0

		2005		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,944		1,423		3

		% of HS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		3.6%		3.6%		46,412		4		1679

		2001		0.3%		4.1%		4.4%		50,015		129		2069

		2002		0.6%		5.1%		5.8%		53,300		335		2744

		2003		0.9%		3.0%		3.9%		54,256		481		1634

		2004		0.8%		2.7%		3.5%		54,256		420		1488

		2005		0.7%		2.3%		3.0%		54,944		388		1267

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		46,412		53		47

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		50,015		35		60

		2002		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		53,300		14		87

		2003		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		54,256		16		85

		2004		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,256		36		0

		2005		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,944		43		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		3.5%		4.2%		7.7%		46,412		1,630		1,942

		2001		3.4%		4.5%		7.9%		50,015		1,690		2,271

		2002		3.8%		5.6%		9.4%		53,300		2,002		2,997

		2003		4.4%		3.3%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1,773

		2004		4.4%		2.9%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1,547

		2005		4.3%		2.4%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1,322
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Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to Three Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Public Health Nursing
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Number of Children Birth to Three Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Healthy Start
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Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to Three Statewide 
Care Coordinated by the Early Intervention Section
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Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to Three Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Early Head Start, DOE, and Home Reach Services
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Risk Category

Number of Children

Total Number of Children Birth to Three Care Coordinated Statewide
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Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by Public Health Nursing
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Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Early Intervention Section
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2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Healthy Start Program
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		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Early Head Start, Department of Education, and Home Reach Programs
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Risk Category
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Total Percentage of Children Birth to Three Care Coordinated Statewide



		Under 1 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		190		190		203		180		202		166

		Environmental  At-Risk		102		54		56		17		23		13

		Total		292		244		259		197		225		179

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		2		77		152		191		185		141

		Environmental  At-Risk		941		1470		1649		798		738		568

		Total		943		1547		1801		989		923		709

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		149		103		125		185		152		124

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		0		0		1

		Total		149		103		125		185		152		125

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		10		8		1		5		0		0

		Environmental  At-Risk		21		17		18		10		0		0

		Total		31		25		19		15		0		0

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental  At-Risk		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.2%		0.7%		1.9%		15,464		190		102

		2001		1.2%		0.3%		1.6%		15,476		190		54

		2002		1.1%		0.3%		1.4%		18,773		203		56

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		18,514		180		17

		2004		1.1%		0.1%		1.2%		18,514		202		23

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		0.9%		18,956		166		13

		% of EIS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		15,464		149		0

		2001		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		15,476		103		0

		2002		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,773		125		0

		2003		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		18,514		185		0

		2004		0.8%		0.0%		0.8%		18,514		152		0

		2005		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,956		124		1

		% of HS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		6.1%		6.1%		15,464		2		941

		2001		0.5%		9.5%		10.0%		15,476		77		1470

		2002		0.8%		8.8%		9.6%		18,773		152		1649

		2003		1.0%		4.3%		5.3%		18,514		191		798

		2004		1.0%		4.0%		5.0%		18,514		185		738

		2005		0.7%		3.0%		3.7%		18,956		141		568

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,464		10		21

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,476		8		17

		2002		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,773		1		18

		2003		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,514		5		10

		2004		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,514		0		0

		2005		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,956		0		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		6.9%		9.2%		15,464		351		1064

		2001		2.4%		10.0%		12.4%		15,476		378		1541

		2002		2.6%		9.2%		11.7%		18,773		481		1723

		2003		3.0%		4.5%		7.5%		18,514		561		825

		2004		2.9%		4.1%		7.0%		18,514		539		761

		2005		2.3%		3.1%		5.3%		18,956		431		582
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						% of Children under the age of 3 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		3.0%		6.4%		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.

		2000		3.5%		7.7%		46,412		1,630

		2001		3.4%		8.5%		50,015		1,690

		2002		3.8%		9.2%		53,300		2,001		2929		5.5%

		2003		4.4%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1773		3.3%

		2004		4.4%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1547		2.9%

		2005		4.3%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1322		2.4%

		2006		4.2%		7.48%		53,063		2,206		1764		3.3%

		4.5%		Corrected Calculation

						% of Children under the age of 1 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		1.8%		6.0%		16734

		2000		2.3%		9.2%		15464

		2001		2.4%		12.4%		15476

		2002		2.6%		11.5%		18773		479		1,683		9.0%

		2003		3.0%		7.5%		18514		561		825		4.5%

		2004		2.9%		7.0%		18514		539		761		4.1%

		2005		2.4%		5.7%		17880		431		582		3.3%

		2006		1.97%		6.98%		17529		346		878		5.01%

		Average for Under 1 year excluding risk

		469.25		2.68%

		Average for Under 1 year at risk only

		761.50		4.34%

		Average for Under 1 year at-risk and dev. delayed

		7.02%

						Only DD under 3 (excludes at-risk)

						00		3.51

						01		3.38

						02		3.76

						03

						DD and At risk under 3 (includes at-risk)

						99		6.41

						00		7.7

						01		8.53

						02		9.38

						DD under age 1

						00		2.27

						01		2.44

						02		2.6

						DD and at risk under age 1

						01		12.4

						02		12.4
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		Children under age one receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		296		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental At-Risk		703		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		999		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Children under age three receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1464		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental At-Risk		1621		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Year				Developmentally Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		2000				1630		1942		3572

		2001				1690		2271		3961

		2002				2002		2997		4999

		2003				2405		1773		4178

		2004				2389		1547		3936

		2005				2366		1322		3688
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EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
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		2002

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total						200000.0%		Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		Oahu		4%		6%		10%		33,923		Oahu		1354		2101		3455						Oahu		121600.0%		137200.0%		258800.0%

		Kauai		8%		3%		11%		2,081		Kauai		163		66		229						Kauai		9300.0%		10400.0%		19700.0%

		Hawaii		5%		9%		14%		5,354		Hawaii		272		465		737						Hawaii		21000.0%		43300.0%		64300.0%

		Maui		4%		7%		10%		4,594		Maui		169		308		477						Maui		14200.0%		31300.0%		45500.0%

		Molokai		13%		18%		30%		325		Molokai		42		57		99						Molokai		2600.0%		4800.0%		7400.0%

		Lanai		1%		0%		1%		135		Lanai		2		0		2						Lanai		300.0%		100.0%		400.0%

														2002		2997		4999

		2003

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,664		1,141		2,805

		Kauai		5%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		95		88		183

		Hawaii		7%		7%		13%		5,354		Hawaii		349		360		709

		Maui		5%		3%		9%		4,594		Maui		252		150		402

		Molokai		12%		10%		23%		325		Molokai		40		34		74

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		0		5

		2004

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,685		1,022		2,707

		Kauai		6%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		121		76		197

		Hawaii		6%		5%		11%		5,354		Hawaii		297		283		580

		Maui		5%		3%		8%		4,594		Maui		242		124		366

		Molokai		12%		13%		25%		325		Molokai		39		42		81

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		- 0		5

		2005

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,701		925		2,626

		Kauai		6%		3%		9%		2,081		Kauai		129		66		195

		Hawaii		6%		3%		9%		5,354		Hawaii		332		168		500

		Maui		4%		3%		7%		4,594		Maui		175		133		308

		Molokai		7%		9%		16%		325		Molokai		24		28		52

		Lanai		4%		1%		5%		135		Lanai		5		2		7

																		3688

		*Based on 2000 Census Data
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																REVISED!!!10/10/05

		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Number of Calls		1579		1532		2054		2116		2172		2098		Number of Referrals		1143		1439		1314		1362		1482		1726

																Number Not Referred				158		170		207		220		395
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				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006								1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Physicians		40.0%		43.0%		48.0%		42.3%		41.3%		43.0%		34.8%		31.4%						Physicians		40%		43%		48%		42%		41%		43%		35%		31%

		Family Members		32.0%		19.0%		11.0%		5.7%		11.5%		14.0%		34.9%		34.8%						Family Members		32%		19%		11%		6%		12%		14%		35%		35%

		Therapists		19.0%		10.0%		2.0%		1.9%		1.7%		2.0%		0.9%		0.6%						Therapists		19%		10%		2%		2%		2%		2%		1%		1%

		Hospitals		3.0%		18.0%		8.0%		21.9%		19.9%		18.0%		17.3%		11.8%						Hospitals		3%		18%		8%		22%		20%		18%		17%		12%

		Child Welfare Services		0.3%		0.4%		0.3%		1.3%		0.8%		1.5%		1.3%		16.7%						Community Agencies		3%		5%		7%		8%		9%		10%		9%		20%

		Other Community Agencies		3.0%		5.0%		7.0%		7.0%		8.2%		8.0%		7.9%		2.9%						Others		3%		5%		24%		21%		17%		15%		3%		2%

		Others		3.0%		5.0%		24.0%		21.0%		17.0%		15.0%		2.9%		1.8%						Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%

		Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%
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Table 1A, 1B, 1C & 1D

		PROGRAM		DEVELOPMENTALLY DELAYED																				BIOLOGICALLY AT-RISK																				DD/BR Total		ENVIRONMENTALLY AT-RISK																				TOTAL

				0-1		1-2		2-3		Total		AI/AN		AS/PI		BL/AA		HS/LT		WT		Total		0-1		1-2		2-3		Total		AI/AN		AS/PI		BL/AA		HS/LT		WT		Total				0-1		1-2		2-3		Total		AI/AN		AS/PI		BL/AA		HS/LT		WT		Total		0-1		1-2		2-3		Total		AI/AN		AS/PI		BL/AA		HS/LT		WT		Total

		EIS CARE COORDINATORS

		Care Coordination Unit		2		17		73		92		0		59		4		2		27		92		1		1		0		2		0		2		0		0		0		2		94		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		18		73		94		0		61		4		2		27		94

		TOTAL		2		17		73		92		0		59		4		2		27		92		1		1		0		2		0		2		0		0		0		2		94		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		18		73		94		0		61		4		2		27		94

		EARLY CHILDHOOD SERVICES PROGRAMS

		Lanakila ECSP		2		12		34		48		0		19		9		2		18		48		1		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		49		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		12		34		49		0		19		9		2		19		49

		Leeward ECSP		4		13		43		60		1		43		2		2		12		60		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		60		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		13		43		60		1		43		2		2		12		60

		Kona ECSP		3		13		23		39		0		17		0		3		19		39		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		39		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		13		23		39		0		17		0		3		19		39

		Wahiawa ECSP		1		9		26		36		0		13		4		2		17		36		0		0		2		2		0		1		1		0		0		2		38		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		9		28		38		0		14		5		2		17		38

		Windward ECSP		1		3		36		40		0		30		1		1		8		40		4		0		5		9		0		5		0		1		3		9		49		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		5		3		41		49		0		35		1		2		11		49

		TOTAL		11		50		162		223		1		122		16		10		74		223		5		0		7		12		0		6		1		1		4		12		235		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		16		50		169		235		1		128		17		11		78		235

		POS EARLY INTERVENTION PROGRAMS

		Hilo Easter Seals		7		17		31		55		0		47		1		1		6		55		10		18		10		38		0		30		1		3		4		38		93		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		17		35		41		93		0		77		2		4		10		93

		Ikaika		0		4		6		10		0		10		0		0		0		10		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		10		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		6		10		0		10		0		0		0		10

		Imua Rehab Maui		9		42		66		117		1		70		1		6		39		117		1		4		2		7		1		4		0		1		1		7		124		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		10		46		69		125		2		74		1		7		41		125

		Imua Rehab Lanai		0		4		0		4		0		4		0		0		0		4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		0		4		0		4		0		0		0		4

		KMCWC Central EIP		3		21		84		108		0		93		3		1		11		108		1		0		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		109		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		4		21		84		109		0		94		3		1		11		109

		KMCWC Early Inter. Services Program		8		19		22		49		0		42		1		0		6		49		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		49		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		8		19		22		49		0		42		1		0		6		49								2006 Child Count Data by Island Birth to 36 months

		Kailua Easter Seals		8		20		47		75		1		36		0		6		32		75		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		75		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		8		20		47		75		1		36		0		6		32		75						Dec. 1, 2006		Developmentally Delayed		Biologically At-Risk		Total DD and BR		Environmentally at-risk		Total

		Kapolei Early Inter. Program		34		62		92		188		4		112		13		14		45		188		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		188		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		34		62		92		188		4		112		13		14		45		188						Oahu		1,416		236		1,652		1,195		2,847

		Kauai Easter Seals		1		14		29		44		0		32		1		2		9		44		13		11		13		37		0		32		0		0		5		37		81		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		14		25		42		81		0		64		1		2		14		81						Kauai		56		62		118		82		200

		North HI Child Development Program		3		8		23		34		1		27		0		1		5		34		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		34		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		8		23		34		1		27		0		1		5		34						Hawaii		173		80		253		293		546

		Waianae Parent Child Dev. Center		2		10		22		34		0		29		0		0		5		34		5		3		6		14		1		13		0		0		0		14		48		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		7		13		28		48		1		42		0		0		5		48						Maui		143		18		161		164		325

		Salvation Army Therapeutic Nursery		0		3		0		3		0		2		0		0		1		3		11		0		0		11		0		10		0		0		1		11		14		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		11		3		0		14		0		12		0		0		2		14						Molokai		13		5		18		30		48

		Sultan Easter Seals School		20		63		179		262		0		192		6		7		57		262		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		262		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		20		63		179		262		0		192		6		7		57		262						Lanai		4		0		4		0		4

		United Cerebral Palsy		0		1		5		6		0		3		0		0		3		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		6		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		5		6		0		3		0		0		3		6						Totals		1,805		401		2,206		1,764		3,970

		Waipahu Easter Seals		14		33		78		125		0		107		3		2		13		125		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		125		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		14		33		78		125		0		107		3		2		13		125

		TOTAL		109		321		684		1114		7		806		29		40		232		1114		41		36		31		108		2		90		1		4		11		108		1222		0		0		1		1		0		0		0		0		1		1		150		357		716		1223		9		896		30		44		244		1223

		PUBLIC HEALTH NURSING BRANCH																																																																																										2006 Child Count Data by Island Birth to 12 months

		Central Oahu PHN		15		17		18		50		1		38		4		3		4		50		13		7		1		21		0		19		0		1		1		21		71		0		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		28		24		20		72		1		58		4		4		5		72						Dec. 1, 2006		Developmentally Delayed		Biologically At-Risk		Total DD and BR		Environmentally at-risk		Total

		East Hawaii PHN		1		4		4		9		0		8		0		0		1		9		5		7		1		13		0		10		0		1		2		13		22		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		6		11		5		22		0		18		0		1		3		22						Oahu		148		108		256		609		865

		East Honolulu PHN		4		9		8		21		0		20		0		0		1		21		17		23		9		49		0		40		1		0		8		49		70		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		21		33		17		71		0		61		1		0		9		71						Kauai		2		17		19		36		55

		Kauai PHN		1		2		6		9		0		7		0		1		1		9		4		8		6		18		0		16		0		0		2		18		27		1		2		2		5		0		4		0		0		1		5		6		12		14		32		0		27		0		1		4		32						Hawaii		15		31		46		146		192

		Lanai PHN		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0						Maui		18		6		24		85		109

		Leeward Oahu PHN		20		21		38		79		1		73		2		0		3		79		11		11		9		31		1		26		1		0		3		31		110		2		1		0		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		33		33		47		113		2		102		3		0		6		113						Molokai		0		1		1		2		3

		Maui PHN		9		13		1		23		0		17		2		3		1		23		5		3		3		11		0		10		0		0		1		11		34		0		2		1		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		14		18		5		37		0		30		2		3		2		37						Lanai		0		0		0		0		0

		Molokai PHN		0		2		1		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		1		3		1		5		0		5		0		0		0		5		8		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		1		5		2		8		0		8		0		0		0		8						Totals		183		163		346		878		1,224

		West Hawaii PHN		1		0		3		4		0		4		0		0		0		4		11		5		3		19		0		16		1		0		2		19		23		2		1		2		5		0		5		0		0		0		5		14		6		8		28		0		25		1		0		2		28

		West Honolulu PHN		1		5		7		13		0		13		0		0		0		13		16		12		9		37		0		35		1		0		1		37		50		1		3		1		5		0		5		0		0		0		5		18		20		17		55		0		53		1		0		1		55

		Windward PHN		4		7		11		22		1		15		0		1		5		22		16		9		7		32		0		21		1		4		6		32		54		2		4		2		8		0		7		0		0		1		8		22		20		20		62		1		43		1		5		12		62

		TOTAL		56		80		97		233		3		198		8		8		16		233		99		88		49		236		1		198		5		6		26		236		469		8		14		9		31		0		29		0		0		2		31		163		182		155		500		4		425		13		14		44		500

		HEALTHY START

		Catholic Charities Ka Malama Punua Healthy Start North Shore		0		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		41		21		8		70		0		56		1		5		8		70		41		22		9		72		0		58		1		5		8		72

		Catholic Charities KMP Healthy Start Hawaii Kai		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		18		14		3		35		0		26		0		1		8		35		18		14		3		35		0		26		0		1		8		35

		Catholic Charities KMP Healthy Start Queen Emma		0		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		0		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		14		19		6		39		0		35		1		0		3		39		14		19		8		41		0		37		1		0		3		41

		CFS Kauai Healthy Start		0		0		3		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		0		4		3		7		0		7		0		0		0		7		10		35		26		16		77		1		70		1		1		4		77		35		30		22		87		1		80		1		1		4		87

		CFS Leeward Healthy Start		1		4		8		13		0		12		0		1		0		13		1		1		0		2		0		2		0		0		0		2		15		82		48		20		150		0		132		6		4		8		150		84		53		28		165		0		146		6		5		8		165

		CFS Waianae Healthy Start		0		2		4		6		0		6		0		0		0		6		1		1		4		6		0		6		0		0		0		6		12		74		58		44		176		1		168		1		4		2		176		75		61		52		188		1		180		1		4		2		188

		CFS-Central Healthy Start		1		2		9		12		0		12		0		0		0		12		0		0		2		2		0		2		0		0		0		2		14		67		38		27		132		0		111		4		4		13		132		68		40		38		146		0		125		4		4		13		146

		Maui FSS Healthy Start/Family Focus		0		2		1		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		85		49		26		160		3		134		1		14		8		160		85		51		27		163		3		137		1		14		8		163

		Molokai Healthy Start		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		2		14		14		30		0		29		0		0		1		30		2		14		14		30		0		29		0		0		1		30

		PACT Hana like Diamond Head Healthy Start		0		2		1		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		4		2		1		7		0		7		0		0		0		7		10		62		25		23		110		0		98		2		2		8		110		66		29		25		120		0		108		2		2		8		120

		PACT Healthy Start Prg. Hana Like W. Hon		3		4		17		24		1		21		0		0		2		24		4		0		0		4		0		3		0		1		0		4		28		187		80		62		329		1		310		4		4		10		329		194		84		79		357		2		334		4		5		12		357

		PACT Healthy Start Prg. Windward Team		0		0		1		1		0		1		0		0		0		1		2		1		0		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		4		36		38		16		90		0		83		1		2		4		90		38		39		17		94		0		87		1		2		4		94

		PACT Koolauloa Healthy Start		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		23		15		8		46		0		41		0		0		5		46		23		15		8		46		0		41		0		0		5		46

		West Hawaii FSS Healthy Start		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		3		2		2		7		0		5		0		2		0		7		7		50		52		22		124		0		105		1		11		7		124		53		54		24		131		0		110		1		13		7		131

		YWCA Hilo Healthy Start		0		13		3		16		0		14		0		0		2		16		2		1		0		3		0		3		0		0		0		3		19		57		18		16		91		2		82		1		4		2		91		59		32		19		110		2		99		1		4		4		110

		YWCA Puna Healthy Start		0		5		11		16		0		14		1		0		1		16		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		16		37		24		12		73		2		63		0		4		4		73		37		29		23		89		2		77		1		4		5		89

		TOTAL		5		34		60		99		1		91		1		1		5		99		17		13		13		43		0		40		0		3		0		43		142		870		539		323		1,732		10		1,543		24		60		95		870		892		586		396		1874		11		1674		25		64		100		1874

		DOE

				0		0		44		44		0		33		2		1		8		44		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		44		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		44		44		0		33		2		1		8		44

		Cumulative Total		183		502		1,120		1,805		12		1,309		60		62		362		1,805		163		138		100		401		3		336		7		14		41		401		2,206		878		553		333		1,764		10		1,572		24		60		98		1,764		1,224		1,193		1,553		3,970		25		3,217		91		136		501		3,970

		Cumulative Number of Children served FY 2006:				5944

				D. GENDER OF INFANTS AND TODDLERS, AGES BIRTH THROUGH 2, RECEIVING EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES

										Total

				TOTAL BIRTH THROUGH 2						3970

				1. MALE						2275

				2. FEMALE						1695

		Aggregate Total		5		34		60		99		1		91		1		1		5		99		17		13		13		43		0		40		0		3		0		43		142		870		539		323		1732		10		1543		24		60		95		1732		892		586		396		1874		11		1674		25		64		100		1874



&C&"Arial,Bold"&16Part C Table 1 Sections A-D:  December 1, 2006 Child Count



Table 1E

		ECSP's								Public Health Nursing

		Kona ECSP		90						Central Oahu PHN		132

		Lanakila ESCP		80						East Hawaii PHN		32

		Leeward ECSP		175						East Honolulu PHN		106

		Wahiawa ECSP		175						Kauai PHN		53

		Windward ECSP		54						Lanai PHN		0

		Total		574						Leeward Oahu PHN		174

										Maui PHN		58

		CC Unit								Molokai PHN		7

		Total		234						West Hawaii PHN		38

										West Honolulu PHN		70

		Healthy Start								Windward PHN		74

		CC North Shore								Total		744

		CC Hawaii Kai

		CC Queen Emma

		CFS Central

		CFS Kauai

		CFS Leeward								Grand Total		5944

		CFS Waianae

		PACT W. Hono

		PACT DH

		PACT Koolauloa

		PACT Windward

		YWCA Hilo

		YWCA Puna

		Maui FSS

		PPAS Molokai

		FSSWH

		Aggregate Total		2305

		Total		2305

		Private EI Programs

		Hilo Easter Seals		195

		Ikaika (Molokai)		23

		Imua Rehab (Lanai)		8

		Imua Rehab (Maui)		356

		KMCWC EIP		82

		KMCWC Central		136

		Kailua Easter Seals		171

		Kapolei Easter Seals		237

		Kauai ES		81

		North HI CDP		75

		Salvation Army		49

		Sultan Easter Seals		383

		UCP		15

		Waianae PCDC		116

		Waipahu ES		116

		Total		2043

		Department of Education

		Total		44



&C&"Arial,Bold"&16 2006 Child Count Cummulative Total for Table 1 Section E
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Exit Data 2

		Number of Part B Eligible

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		345		319		361		436

		Not Eligible		259		266		373		332

		Not Determined		109		198		267		269

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		285		286		304		384

		Not Eligible		210		211		239		282

		Not Determined		71		69		69		84

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		49		33		45		52

		Not Eligible		49		55		134		50

		Not Determined		7		6		2		7

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		11		0		12		0

		Not Eligible		0		0		0		0

		Not Determined		31		123		196		178

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Setting Data (2)

		Total Completion of IFSP *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		15.8%		17.9%		24.1%		17.0%

		PHNB		22.2%		23.1%		27.6%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		13.8%		10.5%		2.2%		2.9%

		Total Part B Eligible  *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		PHNB		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		Not Eligible		23.1%		21.6%		21.0%		22.0%

		Not Determined		7.8%		7.1%		6.1%		6.6%

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Not Eligible		16.0%		22.7%		30.9%		19.3%

		Not Determined		2.3%		2.5%		0.5%		2.7%

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		Not Eligible		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%

		Not Determined		4.0%		13.3%		14.6%		9.3%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Svcs. Under 3 by Risk Category
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(Based on Child Count Data)



Svcs. Under 1 by Risk Category

		



EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN ELIGIBLE FOR PART B 
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% of children receiving service

		Withdrawal - Parent

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		5.9%		10.2%		9.1%		11.6%

		PHNB		18.6%		19.8%		15.4%		14.3%

		Healthy Start		53.6%		50.9%		51.8%		65.8%

		Attempt Unsuccess

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		4.4%		5.2%		4.5%		4.1%

		PHNB		12.7%		7.0%		7.1%		11.2%

		Healthy Start		22.8%		17.4%		23.8%		19.0%

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		10.3%		15.4%		13.6%		15.7%

		PHNB		31.3%		26.8%		22.5%		25.5%

		Healthy Start		76.4%		68.3%		75.6%		84.8%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Under age 1 and Under 3
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Child Count by island

		



EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year
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Total Percentage of Children Leaving Program due to 
Parent Withdrawal and Unsuccessful Attempts to Contact Parent



Referral Data

				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Sources of Referrals
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN HEALTHY START PROGRAM FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)



		



Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF  CHILDREN SERVED IN ALL EI PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)



				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		EIS		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%		74.3%		81.1%		89.1%

		PHNB		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%		91.3%		91.7%		96.0%

		Healthy Start		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%		100.0%		100.0%		100.0%

		Statewide		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%		88.6%		90.2%		95.2%		Does not include DOE children in the count
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		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		15		9		12		20		20		12		13

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		2596		3080		3406		4337		3544		3255		3010

		Black (non-Hispanic)		70		84		78		100		83		78		80

		Hispanic		69		97		90		118		124		145		121

		White (non-Hispanic)		335		302		375		424		407		446		464

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		0.5%		0.3%		0.3%		0.4%		0.5%		0.3%		0.4%

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		84.1%		86.2%		86.0%		86.8%		84.8%		82.7%		81.6%

		Black (non-Hispanic)		2.3%		2.4%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.2%

		Hispanic		2.2%		2.7%		2.3%		2.4%		3.0%		3.7%		3.3%

		White (non-Hispanic)		10.9%		8.5%		9.5%		8.5%		9.7%		11.3%		12.6%
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Hawaii Number of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity 
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Hawaii Percentage of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity (Based on Child Count Data)



		1a:  Formal Complaints

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Complaints		(3) Number of Complaints with Findings		(4) Number of Complaints with No Findings		(5) Number of Complaints not investigated - Withdrawn or No Jurisdication		(6) Number of Complaints Completed/Addressed with Timeliness		(7) Number of Complaints Pending as of:  06/30/2003

		TOTALS		0

		1b:  Mediations

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__										(6) Number of Mediations Pending as of:  6/30/2003 (enter closing date for dispositions)

				(2) Not related to Hearing Requests		(3) Related to Hearing Requests		(4) Not Related to Hearing requests		(5) Related to Hearing

		TOTALS

		1c:  Due Process

		(1) July 1, 2002 -June 30, 2003 (or specify alternate period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Hearing Requests		(3) Number of Hearing Held (Fully adjudicated)		(4) Number of Decisions Issued after Timelines and Extension Expired				(5) Number of Hearings Pending as of:  __/__/__ (enter closing date for dispositions)

		TOTALS





		Under 3 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		494		510		522		528		505		512

		Environmental  At-Risk		216		142		166		51		59		52

		Total		710		652		688		579		564		564

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		4		129		335		481		420		388

		Environmental  At-Risk		1679		2069		2744		1634		1488		1267

		Total		1683		2198		3079		2115		1908		1655

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1079		1016		1131		1380		1428		1423

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		3		0		3

		Total		1079		1016		1131		1383		1428		1426

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		53		35		14		16		36		43

		Environmental  At-Risk		47		60		87		85		0		0

		Total		100		95		101		101		36		43

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental  At-Risk		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.1%		0.5%		1.5%		46,412		494		216

		2001		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		50,015		510		142

		2002		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		53,300		522		166

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		54,256		528		51

		2004		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,256		505		59

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,944		512		52

		% of EIS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		0.0%		2.3%		46,412		1,079		0

		2001		2.0%		0.0%		2.0%		50,015		1,016		0

		2002		2.1%		0.0%		2.1%		53,300		1,131		0

		2003		2.5%		0.0%		2.5%		54,256		1,380		3

		2004		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,256		1,428		0

		2005		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,944		1,423		3

		% of HS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		3.6%		3.6%		46,412		4		1679

		2001		0.3%		4.1%		4.4%		50,015		129		2069

		2002		0.6%		5.1%		5.8%		53,300		335		2744

		2003		0.9%		3.0%		3.9%		54,256		481		1634

		2004		0.8%		2.7%		3.5%		54,256		420		1488

		2005		0.7%		2.3%		3.0%		54,944		388		1267

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		46,412		53		47

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		50,015		35		60

		2002		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		53,300		14		87

		2003		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		54,256		16		85

		2004		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,256		36		0

		2005		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,944		43		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		3.5%		4.2%		7.7%		46,412		1,630		1,942

		2001		3.4%		4.5%		7.9%		50,015		1,690		2,271

		2002		3.8%		5.6%		9.4%		53,300		2,002		2,997

		2003		4.4%		3.3%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1,773

		2004		4.4%		2.9%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1,547

		2005		4.3%		2.4%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1,322
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Total Percentage of Children Birth to Three Care Coordinated Statewide



		Under 1 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		190		190		203		180		202		166

		Environmental  At-Risk		102		54		56		17		23		13

		Total		292		244		259		197		225		179

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		2		77		152		191		185		141

		Environmental  At-Risk		941		1470		1649		798		738		568

		Total		943		1547		1801		989		923		709

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		149		103		125		185		152		124

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		0		0		1

		Total		149		103		125		185		152		125

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		10		8		1		5		0		0

		Environmental  At-Risk		21		17		18		10		0		0

		Total		31		25		19		15		0		0

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental  At-Risk		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.2%		0.7%		1.9%		15,464		190		102

		2001		1.2%		0.3%		1.6%		15,476		190		54

		2002		1.1%		0.3%		1.4%		18,773		203		56

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		18,514		180		17

		2004		1.1%		0.1%		1.2%		18,514		202		23

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		0.9%		18,956		166		13

		% of EIS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		15,464		149		0

		2001		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		15,476		103		0

		2002		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,773		125		0

		2003		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		18,514		185		0

		2004		0.8%		0.0%		0.8%		18,514		152		0

		2005		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,956		124		1

		% of HS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		6.1%		6.1%		15,464		2		941

		2001		0.5%		9.5%		10.0%		15,476		77		1470

		2002		0.8%		8.8%		9.6%		18,773		152		1649

		2003		1.0%		4.3%		5.3%		18,514		191		798

		2004		1.0%		4.0%		5.0%		18,514		185		738

		2005		0.7%		3.0%		3.7%		18,956		141		568

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,464		10		21

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,476		8		17

		2002		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,773		1		18

		2003		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,514		5		10

		2004		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,514		0		0

		2005		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,956		0		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		6.9%		9.2%		15,464		351		1064

		2001		2.4%		10.0%		12.4%		15,476		378		1541

		2002		2.6%		9.2%		11.7%		18,773		481		1723

		2003		3.0%		4.5%		7.5%		18,514		561		825

		2004		2.9%		4.1%		7.0%		18,514		539		761

		2005		2.3%		3.1%		5.3%		18,956		431		582
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						% of Children under the age of 3 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		3.0%		6.4%		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.

		2000		3.5%		7.7%		46,412		1,630

		2001		3.4%		8.5%		50,015		1,690

		2002		3.8%		9.2%		53,300		2,001		2929		5.5%

		2003		4.4%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1773		3.3%

		2004		4.4%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1547		2.9%

		2005		4.3%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1322		2.4%

		2006		4.2%		7.48%		53,063		2,206		1764		3.3%

		4.5%		Corrected Calculation

						% of Children under the age of 1 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		1.8%		6.0%		16734

		2000		2.3%		9.2%		15464

		2001		2.4%		12.4%		15476

		2002		2.6%		11.5%		18773		479		1,683		9.0%

		2003		3.0%		7.5%		18514		561		825		4.5%

		2004		2.9%		7.0%		18514		539		761		4.1%

		2005		2.4%		5.7%		17880		431		582		3.3%

		2006		1.97%		6.98%		17529		346		878		5.01%

		Average for Under 1 year excluding risk

		469.25		2.68%

		Average for Under 1 year at risk only

		761.50		4.34%

		Average for Under 1 year at-risk and dev. delayed

		7.02%

						Only DD under 3 (excludes at-risk)

						00		3.51

						01		3.38

						02		3.76

						03

						DD and At risk under 3 (includes at-risk)

						99		6.41

						00		7.7

						01		8.53

						02		9.38

						DD under age 1

						00		2.27

						01		2.44

						02		2.6

						DD and at risk under age 1

						01		12.4

						02		12.4





		



2006 National Average 2.43%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)



		



Projected Target 2%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN 
UNDER THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)



		



Projected Target 1%

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		Children under age one receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		296		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental At-Risk		703		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		999		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Children under age three receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1464		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental At-Risk		1621		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Year				Developmentally Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		2000				1630		1942		3572

		2001				1690		2271		3961

		2002				2002		2997		4999

		2003				2405		1773		4178

		2004				2389		1547		3936

		2005				2366		1322		3688



Projected Target 1%

Projected Target 1%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN 
UNDER THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)

Projected Target 1%

2006  projected 
National Average 1.06%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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NUMBER OF CHILDREN STATEWIDE UNDER 
AGE ONE RECEIVING EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
 (Based on Child Count Data)
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Number of Children

NUMBER OF CHILDREN STATEWIDE UNDER AGE THREE RECEIVING 
EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		2002

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total						200000.0%		Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		Oahu		4%		6%		10%		33,923		Oahu		1354		2101		3455						Oahu		121600.0%		137200.0%		258800.0%

		Kauai		8%		3%		11%		2,081		Kauai		163		66		229						Kauai		9300.0%		10400.0%		19700.0%

		Hawaii		5%		9%		14%		5,354		Hawaii		272		465		737						Hawaii		21000.0%		43300.0%		64300.0%

		Maui		4%		7%		10%		4,594		Maui		169		308		477						Maui		14200.0%		31300.0%		45500.0%

		Molokai		13%		18%		30%		325		Molokai		42		57		99						Molokai		2600.0%		4800.0%		7400.0%

		Lanai		1%		0%		1%		135		Lanai		2		0		2						Lanai		300.0%		100.0%		400.0%

														2002		2997		4999

		2003

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,664		1,141		2,805

		Kauai		5%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		95		88		183

		Hawaii		7%		7%		13%		5,354		Hawaii		349		360		709

		Maui		5%		3%		9%		4,594		Maui		252		150		402

		Molokai		12%		10%		23%		325		Molokai		40		34		74

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		0		5

		2004

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,685		1,022		2,707

		Kauai		6%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		121		76		197

		Hawaii		6%		5%		11%		5,354		Hawaii		297		283		580

		Maui		5%		3%		8%		4,594		Maui		242		124		366

		Molokai		12%		13%		25%		325		Molokai		39		42		81

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		- 0		5

		2005

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,701		925		2,626

		Kauai		6%		3%		9%		2,081		Kauai		129		66		195

		Hawaii		6%		3%		9%		5,354		Hawaii		332		168		500

		Maui		4%		3%		7%		4,594		Maui		175		133		308

		Molokai		7%		9%		16%		325		Molokai		24		28		52

		Lanai		4%		1%		5%		135		Lanai		5		2		7

																		3688

		2006

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		4%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,652		1,195		2,847

		Kauai		6%		4%		10%		2,081		Kauai		118		82		200

		Hawaii		5%		5%		10%		5,354		Hawaii		253		293		546

		Maui		4%		4%		7%		4,594		Maui		161		164		325

		Molokai		6%		9%		15%		325		Molokai		18		30		48

		Lanai		3%		0%		3%		135		Lanai		4		- 0		4

																		3970

		*Based on 2000 Census Data
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																REVISED!!!10/10/05

		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Number of Calls		1579		1532		2054		2116		2172		2098		Number of Referrals		1143		1439		1314		1362		1482		1726

																Number Not Referred				158		170		207		220		395





		



Number of Calls

Number of Calls Received

Year

NUMBER OF CALLS TO H-KISS FOR 
REFERRAL AND INFORMATION



		



Number of Referrals

Number Not Referred

FISCAL YEAR July 1 - June 30

Number of Referrals
 Sent to Programs

NUMBER OF REFERRALS FROM H-KISS TO 
EARLY INTERVENTION PROGRAMS



				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006								1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Physicians		40.0%		43.0%		48.0%		42.3%		41.3%		43.0%		34.8%		31.4%						Physicians		40%		43%		48%		42%		41%		43%		35%		31%

		Family Members		32.0%		19.0%		11.0%		5.7%		11.5%		14.0%		34.9%		34.8%						Family Members		32%		19%		11%		6%		12%		14%		35%		35%

		Therapists		19.0%		10.0%		2.0%		1.9%		1.7%		2.0%		0.9%		0.6%						Therapists		19%		10%		2%		2%		2%		2%		1%		1%

		Hospitals		3.0%		18.0%		8.0%		21.9%		19.9%		18.0%		17.3%		11.8%						Hospitals		3%		18%		8%		22%		20%		18%		17%		12%

		Child Welfare Services		0.3%		0.4%		0.3%		1.3%		0.8%		1.5%		1.3%		16.7%						Community Agencies		3%		5%		7%		8%		9%		10%		9%		20%

		Other Community Agencies		3.0%		5.0%		7.0%		7.0%		8.2%		8.0%		7.9%		2.9%						Others		3%		5%		24%		21%		17%		15%		3%		2%

		Others		3.0%		5.0%		24.0%		21.0%		17.0%		15.0%		2.9%		1.8%						Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%

		Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%
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Exit Data 2

		Number of Part B Eligible

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		345		319		361		436

		Not Eligible		259		266		373		332

		Not Determined		109		198		267		269

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		285		286		304		384

		Not Eligible		210		211		239		282

		Not Determined		71		69		69		84

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		49		33		45		52

		Not Eligible		49		55		134		50

		Not Determined		7		6		2		7

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		11		0		12		0

		Not Eligible		0		0		0		0

		Not Determined		31		123		196		178

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Exit Data 2
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Part B Eligible

Not Eligible

Not Determined
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Number of Children

EIS  PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Number of Children

PHNB  PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN 
ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Setting Data
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Part B Eligible

Not Eligible
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Number of Children

HEALTHY START PART B ELIGIBILITY:  NUMBER OF CHILDREN ELIGIBLE, NOT ELIGIBLE, AND NOT YET DETERMINED
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Setting Data (2)

		Total Completion of IFSP *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		15.8%		17.9%		24.1%		17.0%

		PHNB		22.2%		23.1%		27.6%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		13.8%		10.5%		2.2%		2.9%

		Total Part B Eligible  *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		PHNB		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		Not Eligible		23.1%		21.6%		21.0%		22.0%

		Not Determined		7.8%		7.1%		6.1%		6.6%

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Not Eligible		16.0%		22.7%		30.9%		19.3%

		Not Determined		2.3%		2.5%		0.5%		2.7%

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		Not Eligible		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%

		Not Determined		4.0%		13.3%		14.6%		9.3%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Setting Data (2)
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Healthy Start Part B Eligibility:  Percentage of Children Eligible, Not Eligible, and Not Yet Determined
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Svcs. Under 3 by Risk Category
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EIS
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COMPLETION OF IFSP PRIOR TO REACHING AGE 3 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Svcs. Under 1 by Risk Category
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year
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PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN ELIGIBLE FOR PART B 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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% of children receiving service

		Withdrawal - Parent

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		5.9%		10.2%		9.1%		11.6%

		PHNB		18.6%		19.8%		15.4%		14.3%

		Healthy Start		53.6%		50.9%		51.8%		65.8%

		Attempt Unsuccess

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		4.4%		5.2%		4.5%		4.1%

		PHNB		12.7%		7.0%		7.1%		11.2%

		Healthy Start		22.8%		17.4%		23.8%		19.0%

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		10.3%		15.4%		13.6%		15.7%

		PHNB		31.3%		26.8%		22.5%		25.5%

		Healthy Start		76.4%		68.3%		75.6%		84.8%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





% of children receiving service
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Child Count by island
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EIS

PHNB

Healthy Start

Year
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Total Percentage of Children Leaving Program due to 
Parent Withdrawal and Unsuccessful Attempts to Contact Parent
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Referral Data

				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.





Referral Data
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COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN EIS PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Natural Environment
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COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN PHNB SECTIONS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment
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COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN HEALTHY START PROGRAM FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment
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Percentage

COMPARISON OF  CHILDREN SERVED IN ALL EI PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		EIS		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%		74.3%		81.1%

		PHNB		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%		91.3%		91.7%

		Healthy Start		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%		100.0%		100.0%

		Statewide		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%		88.6%		90.2%
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(Based on Child Count Data)
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COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN HEALTHY START PROGRAM FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Developmental Delayed

Natural Environment

Year

Percentage

COMPARISON OF  CHILDREN SERVED IN ALL EI PROGRAMS FOR DEVELOPMENTAL DELAY AND NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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2000
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By Agency/Statewide

Percentage

COMPARISON OF CHILDREN SERVED IN NATURAL ENVIRONMENTS FROM 2000-2003
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		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		15		9		12		20		20		12		13

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		2596		3080		3406		4337		3544		3255		3010

		Black (non-Hispanic)		70		84		78		100		83		78		80

		Hispanic		69		97		90		118		124		145		121

		White (non-Hispanic)		335		302		375		424		407		446		464

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		0.5%		0.3%		0.3%		0.4%		0.5%		0.3%		0.4%

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		84.1%		86.2%		86.0%		86.8%		84.8%		82.7%		81.6%

		Black (non-Hispanic)		2.3%		2.4%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.2%

		Hispanic		2.2%		2.7%		2.3%		2.4%		3.0%		3.7%		3.3%

		White (non-Hispanic)		10.9%		8.5%		9.5%		8.5%		9.7%		11.3%		12.6%
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Hawaii Number of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity 
(Based on Child Count Data)
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Race/Ethnicity

Percentage

Hawaii Percentage of Children Birth to 3 by Ethnicity (Based on Child Count Data)



		1a:  Formal Complaints

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Complaints		(3) Number of Complaints with Findings		(4) Number of Complaints with No Findings		(5) Number of Complaints not investigated - Withdrawn or No Jurisdication		(6) Number of Complaints Completed/Addressed with Timeliness		(7) Number of Complaints Pending as of:  06/30/2003

		TOTALS		0

		1b:  Mediations

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__

				(2) Not related to Hearing Requests		(3) Related to Hearing Requests		(4) Not Related to Hearing requests		(5) Related to Hearing

		TOTALS

		1c:  Due Process

		(1) July 1, 2002 -June 30, 2003 (or specify alternate period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Hearing Requests		(3) Number of Hearing Held (Fully adjudicated)		(4) Number of Decisions Issued after Timelines and Extension Expired

		TOTALS





		Under 3 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		494		510		522		528		505		512

		Environmental  At-Risk		216		142		166		51		59		52

		Total		710		652		688		579		564		564

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		4		129		335		481		420		388

		Environmental  At-Risk		1679		2069		2744		1634		1488		1267

		Total		1683		2198		3079		2115		1908		1655

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1079		1016		1131		1380		1428		1423

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		3		0		3

		Total		1079		1016		1131		1383		1428		1426

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		53		35		14		16		36		43

		Environmental  At-Risk		47		60		87		85		0		0

		Total		100		95		101		101		36		43

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental  At-Risk		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.1%		0.5%		1.5%		46,412		494		216

		2001		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		50,015		510		142

		2002		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		53,300		522		166

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		54,256		528		51

		2004		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,256		505		59

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,944		512		52

		% of EIS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		0.0%		2.3%		46,412		1,079		0

		2001		2.0%		0.0%		2.0%		50,015		1,016		0

		2002		2.1%		0.0%		2.1%		53,300		1,131		0

		2003		2.5%		0.0%		2.5%		54,256		1,380		3

		2004		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,256		1,428		0

		2005		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,944		1,423		3

		% of HS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		3.6%		3.6%		46,412		4		1679

		2001		0.3%		4.1%		4.4%		50,015		129		2069

		2002		0.6%		5.1%		5.8%		53,300		335		2744

		2003		0.9%		3.0%		3.9%		54,256		481		1634

		2004		0.8%		2.7%		3.5%		54,256		420		1488

		2005		0.7%		2.3%		3.0%		54,944		388		1267

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		46,412		53		47

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		50,015		35		60

		2002		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		53,300		14		87

		2003		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		54,256		16		85

		2004		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,256		36		0

		2005		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,944		43		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		3.5%		4.2%		7.7%		46,412		1,630		1,942

		2001		3.4%		4.5%		7.9%		50,015		1,690		2,271

		2002		3.8%		5.6%		9.4%		53,300		2,002		2,997

		2003		4.4%		3.3%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1,773

		2004		4.4%		2.9%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1,547

		2005		4.3%		2.4%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1,322
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Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Early Intervention Section



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Healthy Start Program



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to 3 Statewide Care Coordinated by the Early Head Start, Department of Education, and Home Reach Programs



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Total Percentage of Children Birth to Three Care Coordinated Statewide



		Under 1 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		190		190		203		180		202		166

		Environmental  At-Risk		102		54		56		17		23		13

		Total		292		244		259		197		225		179

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		2		77		152		191		185		141

		Environmental  At-Risk		941		1470		1649		798		738		568

		Total		943		1547		1801		989		923		709

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		149		103		125		185		152		124

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		0		0		1

		Total		149		103		125		185		152		125

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		10		8		1		5		0		0

		Environmental  At-Risk		21		17		18		10		0		0

		Total		31		25		19		15		0		0

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental  At-Risk		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.2%		0.7%		1.9%		15,464		190		102

		2001		1.2%		0.3%		1.6%		15,476		190		54

		2002		1.1%		0.3%		1.4%		18,773		203		56

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		18,514		180		17

		2004		1.1%		0.1%		1.2%		18,514		202		23

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		0.9%		18,956		166		13

		% of EIS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		15,464		149		0

		2001		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		15,476		103		0

		2002		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,773		125		0

		2003		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		18,514		185		0

		2004		0.8%		0.0%		0.8%		18,514		152		0

		2005		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,956		124		1

		% of HS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		6.1%		6.1%		15,464		2		941

		2001		0.5%		9.5%		10.0%		15,476		77		1470

		2002		0.8%		8.8%		9.6%		18,773		152		1649

		2003		1.0%		4.3%		5.3%		18,514		191		798

		2004		1.0%		4.0%		5.0%		18,514		185		738

		2005		0.7%		3.0%		3.7%		18,956		141		568

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,464		10		21

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,476		8		17

		2002		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,773		1		18

		2003		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,514		5		10

		2004		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,514		0		0

		2005		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,956		0		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		6.9%		9.2%		15,464		351		1064

		2001		2.4%		10.0%		12.4%		15,476		378		1541

		2002		2.6%		9.2%		11.7%		18,773		481		1723

		2003		3.0%		4.5%		7.5%		18,514		561		825

		2004		2.9%		4.1%		7.0%		18,514		539		761

		2005		2.3%		3.1%		5.3%		18,956		431		582





		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to One Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Public Health Nursing



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to One Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Healthy Start



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0
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2001

2002
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2004

2005
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Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to One Statewide 
Care Coordinated by the Early Intervention Section



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0
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2001
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Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to Three Statewide 
Care Coordinated by Early Head Start, DOE, and Home Reach Services



		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0

		0		0		0		0		0		0



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category
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Total Number of Children Birth to One Care Coordinated Statewide
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Percentage of Children Birth to One Statewide Care Coordinated 
by the Early Intervention Section



		



2000

2001

2002

2003
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Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to One Care Coordinated 
by the Healthy Start Program



		



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

Percentage of Children Birth to One Statewide Care Coordintated by Early Head Start, Department of Education and Home Reach Programs



		



2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Percentage of Children

Total Percentage of Children Birth to One Care Coordinated Statewide



						% of Children under the age of 3 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		3.0%		6.4%		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.

		2000		3.5%		7.7%		46,412		1,630

		2001		3.4%		8.5%		50,015		1,690

		2002		3.8%		9.2%		53,300		2,001		2929		5.5%

		2003		4.4%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1773		3.3%

		2004		4.4%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1547		2.9%

		2005		4.3%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1322		2.4%

		2006		4.2%		7.48%		53,063		2,206		1764		3.3%

		4.5%		Corrected Calculation

						% of Children under the age of 1 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		1.8%		6.0%		16734

		2000		2.3%		9.2%		15464

		2001		2.4%		12.4%		15476

		2002		2.6%		11.5%		18773		479		1,683		9.0%

		2003		3.0%		7.5%		18514		561		825		4.5%

		2004		2.9%		7.0%		18514		539		761		4.1%

		2005		2.4%		5.7%		17880		431		582		3.3%

		2006		1.97%		6.98%		17529		346		878		5.01%

		Average for Under 1 year excluding risk

		469.25		2.68%

		Average for Under 1 year at risk only

		761.50		4.34%

		Average for Under 1 year at-risk and dev. delayed

		7.02%

						Only DD under 3 (excludes at-risk)

						00		3.51

						01		3.38

						02		3.76

						03

						DD and At risk under 3 (includes at-risk)

						99		6.41

						00		7.7

						01		8.53

						02		9.38

						DD under age 1

						00		2.27

						01		2.44

						02		2.6

						DD and at risk under age 1

						01		12.4

						02		12.4





		



2006 National Average 2.43%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)



		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Projected Target 2%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN 
UNDER THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0



		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0

		0		0



Projected Target 1%

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		Children under age one receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		296		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental At-Risk		703		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		999		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Children under age three receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1464		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental At-Risk		1621		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Year				Developmentally Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		2000				1630		1942		3572

		2001				1690		2271		3961

		2002				2002		2997		4999

		2003				2405		1773		4178

		2004				2389		1547		3936

		2005				2366		1322		3688



Projected Target 1%

Projected Target 1%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN 
UNDER THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

Projected Target 1%

2006  projected 
National Average 1.06%

Excluding At-Risk

Including At-Risk

Year

Percentage

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN UNDER 
THE AGE OF ONE RECEIVING SERVICES 
(Based on Child Count Data)



		



1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Number of children

NUMBER OF CHILDREN STATEWIDE UNDER 
AGE ONE RECEIVING EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
 (Based on Child Count Data)



		



1999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

Risk Category

Number of Children

NUMBER OF CHILDREN STATEWIDE UNDER AGE THREE RECEIVING 
EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		2002

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total						200000.0%		Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		Oahu		4%		6%		10%		33,923		Oahu		1354		2101		3455						Oahu		121600.0%		137200.0%		258800.0%

		Kauai		8%		3%		11%		2,081		Kauai		163		66		229						Kauai		9300.0%		10400.0%		19700.0%

		Hawaii		5%		9%		14%		5,354		Hawaii		272		465		737						Hawaii		21000.0%		43300.0%		64300.0%

		Maui		4%		7%		10%		4,594		Maui		169		308		477						Maui		14200.0%		31300.0%		45500.0%

		Molokai		13%		18%		30%		325		Molokai		42		57		99						Molokai		2600.0%		4800.0%		7400.0%

		Lanai		1%		0%		1%		135		Lanai		2		0		2						Lanai		300.0%		100.0%		400.0%

														2002		2997		4999

		2003

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,664		1,141		2,805

		Kauai		5%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		95		88		183

		Hawaii		7%		7%		13%		5,354		Hawaii		349		360		709

		Maui		5%		3%		9%		4,594		Maui		252		150		402

		Molokai		12%		10%		23%		325		Molokai		40		34		74

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		0		5

		2004

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,685		1,022		2,707

		Kauai		6%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		121		76		197

		Hawaii		6%		5%		11%		5,354		Hawaii		297		283		580

		Maui		5%		3%		8%		4,594		Maui		242		124		366

		Molokai		12%		13%		25%		325		Molokai		39		42		81

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		- 0		5

		2005

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,701		925		2,626

		Kauai		6%		3%		9%		2,081		Kauai		129		66		195

		Hawaii		6%		3%		9%		5,354		Hawaii		332		168		500

		Maui		4%		3%		7%		4,594		Maui		175		133		308

		Molokai		7%		9%		16%		325		Molokai		24		28		52

		Lanai		4%		1%		5%		135		Lanai		5		2		7

																		3688

		2006

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		4%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,652		1,195		2,847

		Kauai		6%		4%		10%		2,081		Kauai		118		82		200

		Hawaii		5%		5%		10%		5,354		Hawaii		253		293		546

		Maui		4%		4%		7%		4,594		Maui		161		164		325

		Molokai		6%		9%		15%		325		Molokai		18		30		48

		Lanai		3%		0%		3%		135		Lanai		4		- 0		4

																		3970

		*Based on 2000 Census Data





		



Oahu

Kauai

Hawaii
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Molokai

Lanai

Risk Category

Percentage of Children

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN BIRTH TO THREE 
SERVED BY ISLAND IN 2002
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PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN BIRTH TO THREE 
SERVED BY ISLAND IN 2003
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Maui
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PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN BIRTH TO THREE
SERVED BY ISLAND IN 2004
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Maui
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Percentage of Children

PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN BIRTH TO THREE
 SERVED BY ISLAND IN 2005
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Hawaii

Maui

Molokai

Lanai

Risk Category

Number of Children

Number of Children Birth to Three Served by Island in 2002
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Molokai
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Risk Category
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Number of Children Birth to Three Served by Island in 2003
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Number of Children Birth to Three Served by Island in 2004
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Number of Children Birth to Three Served by Island in 2005
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PERCENTAGE OF CHILDREN BIRTH TO THREE
 SERVED BY ISLAND IN 2006
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Hawaii

Maui

Molokai
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Risk Category
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Number of Children Birth to Three Served by Island in 2006



																REVISED!!!10/10/05

		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Number of Calls		1579		1532		2054		2116		2172		2098		Number of Referrals		1143		1439		1314		1362		1482		1726

																Number Not Referred				158		170		207		220		395





		



Number of Calls

Number of Calls Received

Year

NUMBER OF CALLS TO H-KISS FOR 
REFERRAL AND INFORMATION



		



Number of Referrals

Number Not Referred

FISCAL YEAR July 1 - June 30

Number of Referrals
 Sent to Programs

NUMBER OF REFERRALS FROM H-KISS TO 
EARLY INTERVENTION PROGRAMS



				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006								1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Physicians		40.0%		43.0%		48.0%		42.3%		41.3%		43.0%		34.8%		31.4%						Physicians		40%		43%		48%		42%		41%		43%		35%		31%

		Family Members		32.0%		19.0%		11.0%		5.7%		11.5%		14.0%		34.9%		34.8%						Family Members		32%		19%		11%		6%		12%		14%		35%		35%

		Therapists		19.0%		10.0%		2.0%		1.9%		1.7%		2.0%		0.9%		0.6%						Therapists		19%		10%		2%		2%		2%		2%		1%		1%

		Hospitals		3.0%		18.0%		8.0%		21.9%		19.9%		18.0%		17.3%		11.8%						Hospitals		3%		18%		8%		22%		20%		18%		17%		12%

		Child Welfare Services		0.3%		0.4%		0.3%		1.3%		0.8%		1.5%		1.3%		16.7%						Community Agencies		3%		5%		7%		8%		9%		10%		9%		20%

		Other Community Agencies		3.0%		5.0%		7.0%		7.0%		8.2%		8.0%		7.9%		2.9%						Others		3%		5%		24%		21%		17%		15%		3%		2%

		Others		3.0%		5.0%		24.0%		21.0%		17.0%		15.0%		2.9%		1.8%						Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%

		Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%





		0		0		0		0		0		0
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		0		0		0		0		0		0
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Major Sources of Referrals by Year
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Exit Data 2

		Number of Part B Eligible

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		345		319		361		436

		Not Eligible		259		266		373		332

		Not Determined		109		198		267		269

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		285		286		304		384

		Not Eligible		210		211		239		282

		Not Determined		71		69		69		84

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		49		33		45		52

		Not Eligible		49		55		134		50

		Not Determined		7		6		2		7

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		11		0		12		0

		Not Eligible		0		0		0		0

		Not Determined		31		123		196		178

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Setting Data (2)

		Total Completion of IFSP *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		15.8%		17.9%		24.1%		17.0%

		PHNB		22.2%		23.1%		27.6%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		13.8%		10.5%		2.2%		2.9%

		Total Part B Eligible  *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		PHNB		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Healthy Start		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		31.4%		29.3%		26.7%		30.0%

		Not Eligible		23.1%		21.6%		21.0%		22.0%

		Not Determined		7.8%		7.1%		6.1%		6.6%

		PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		16.0%		13.6%		10.4%		20.1%

		Not Eligible		16.0%		22.7%		30.9%		19.3%

		Not Determined		2.3%		2.5%		0.5%		2.7%

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Part B Eligible		1.4%		0.0%		0.9%		0.0%

		Not Eligible		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%

		Not Determined		4.0%		13.3%		14.6%		9.3%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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% of children receiving service

		Withdrawal - Parent

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		5.9%		10.2%		9.1%		11.6%

		PHNB		18.6%		19.8%		15.4%		14.3%

		Healthy Start		53.6%		50.9%		51.8%		65.8%

		Attempt Unsuccess

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		4.4%		5.2%		4.5%		4.1%

		PHNB		12.7%		7.0%		7.1%		11.2%

		Healthy Start		22.8%		17.4%		23.8%		19.0%

		Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		EIS		10.3%		15.4%		13.6%		15.7%

		PHNB		31.3%		26.8%		22.5%		25.5%

		Healthy Start		76.4%		68.3%		75.6%		84.8%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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Referral Data

				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.
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				EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		45.2%		41.9%		25.0%		13.8%

		Natural Environment		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%

				PHNB

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		10.0%		8.4%		9.9%		7.9%

		Natural Environment		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%

				Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		0.1%		0.0%		7.2%		0.0%

		Natural Environment		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%

				Total *

				2000		2001		2002		2003

		Developmental Delayed		15.7%		12.2%		11.6%		5.8%

		Natural Environment		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%

		* Sum total does not include data from Early Head Start and Home Reach.

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		EIS		39.7%		44.2%		56.2%		65.7%		74.3%		81.1%

		PHNB		84.6%		86.5%		85.5%		88.4%		91.3%		91.7%

		Healthy Start		99.7%		99.9%		92.5%		99.8%		100.0%		100.0%

		Statewide		78.5%		83.3%		83.3%		86.7%		88.6%		90.2%
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		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		15		9		12		20		20		12		13

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		2596		3080		3406		4337		3544		3255		3010

		Black (non-Hispanic)		70		84		78		100		83		78		80

		Hispanic		69		97		90		118		124		145		121

		White (non-Hispanic)		335		302		375		424		407		446		464

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Ethnicity		1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		American Indian/Alaska Native		0.5%		0.3%		0.3%		0.4%		0.5%		0.3%		0.4%

		Asian American/Pacific Islander		84.1%		86.2%		86.0%		86.8%		84.8%		82.7%		81.6%

		Black (non-Hispanic)		2.3%		2.4%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.0%		2.2%

		Hispanic		2.2%		2.7%		2.3%		2.4%		3.0%		3.7%		3.3%

		White (non-Hispanic)		10.9%		8.5%		9.5%		8.5%		9.7%		11.3%		12.6%
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		1a:  Formal Complaints

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Complaints		(3) Number of Complaints with Findings		(4) Number of Complaints with No Findings		(5) Number of Complaints not investigated - Withdrawn or No Jurisdication		(6) Number of Complaints Completed/Addressed with Timeliness		(7) Number of Complaints Pending as of:  06/30/2003

		TOTALS		0

		1b:  Mediations

		(1) July 1, 2002 - June 30, 2003 (or specify other reporting period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__										(6) Number of Mediations Pending as of:  6/30/2003 (enter closing date for dispositions)

				(2) Not related to Hearing Requests		(3) Related to Hearing Requests		(4) Not Related to Hearing requests		(5) Related to Hearing

		TOTALS

		1c:  Due Process

		(1) July 1, 2002 -June 30, 2003 (or specify alternate period:  __/__/__ to __/__/__		(2) Number of Hearing Requests		(3) Number of Hearing Held (Fully adjudicated)		(4) Number of Decisions Issued after Timelines and Extension Expired				(5) Number of Hearings Pending as of:  __/__/__ (enter closing date for dispositions)

		TOTALS





		Under 3 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		494		510		522		528		505		512

		Environmental  At-Risk		216		142		166		51		59		52

		Total		710		652		688		579		564		564

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		4		129		335		481		420		388

		Environmental  At-Risk		1679		2069		2744		1634		1488		1267

		Total		1683		2198		3079		2115		1908		1655

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1079		1016		1131		1380		1428		1423

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		3		0		3

		Total		1079		1016		1131		1383		1428		1426

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		53		35		14		16		36		43

		Environmental  At-Risk		47		60		87		85		0		0

		Total		100		95		101		101		36		43

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental  At-Risk		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.1%		0.5%		1.5%		46,412		494		216

		2001		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		50,015		510		142

		2002		1.0%		0.3%		1.3%		53,300		522		166

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		54,256		528		51

		2004		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,256		505		59

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		1.0%		54,944		512		52

		% of EIS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		0.0%		2.3%		46,412		1,079		0

		2001		2.0%		0.0%		2.0%		50,015		1,016		0

		2002		2.1%		0.0%		2.1%		53,300		1,131		0

		2003		2.5%		0.0%		2.5%		54,256		1,380		3

		2004		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,256		1,428		0

		2005		2.6%		0.0%		2.6%		54,944		1,423		3

		% of HS Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		3.6%		3.6%		46,412		4		1679

		2001		0.3%		4.1%		4.4%		50,015		129		2069

		2002		0.6%		5.1%		5.8%		53,300		335		2744

		2003		0.9%		3.0%		3.9%		54,256		481		1634

		2004		0.8%		2.7%		3.5%		54,256		420		1488

		2005		0.7%		2.3%		3.0%		54,944		388		1267

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		46,412		53		47

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		50,015		35		60

		2002		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		53,300		14		87

		2003		0.0%		0.2%		0.2%		54,256		16		85

		2004		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,256		36		0

		2005		0.1%		0.0%		0.1%		54,944		43		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 3 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		3.5%		4.2%		7.7%		46,412		1,630		1,942

		2001		3.4%		4.5%		7.9%		50,015		1,690		2,271

		2002		3.8%		5.6%		9.4%		53,300		2,002		2,997

		2003		4.4%		3.3%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1,773

		2004		4.4%		2.9%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1,547

		2005		4.3%		2.4%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1,322
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		Under 1 Years

		Number

		PHN

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		190		190		203		180		202		166

		Environmental  At-Risk		102		54		56		17		23		13

		Total		292		244		259		197		225		179

		Healthy Start

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		2		77		152		191		185		141

		Environmental  At-Risk		941		1470		1649		798		738		568

		Total		943		1547		1801		989		923		709

		EIS

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		149		103		125		185		152		124

		Environmental  At-Risk		0		0		0		0		0		1

		Total		149		103		125		185		152		125

		Early Head Start, DOE & Home Reach

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		10		8		1		5		0		0

		Environmental  At-Risk		21		17		18		10		0		0

		Total		31		25		19		15		0		0

		Statewide Total

				2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental  At-Risk		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Percentage

		% of PHN Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.2%		0.7%		1.9%		15,464		190		102

		2001		1.2%		0.3%		1.6%		15,476		190		54

		2002		1.1%		0.3%		1.4%		18,773		203		56

		2003		1.0%		0.1%		1.1%		18,514		180		17

		2004		1.1%		0.1%		1.2%		18,514		202		23

		2005		0.9%		0.1%		0.9%		18,956		166		13

		% of EIS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		15,464		149		0

		2001		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		15,476		103		0

		2002		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,773		125		0

		2003		1.0%		0.0%		1.0%		18,514		185		0

		2004		0.8%		0.0%		0.8%		18,514		152		0

		2005		0.7%		0.0%		0.7%		18,956		124		1

		% of HS Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.0%		6.1%		6.1%		15,464		2		941

		2001		0.5%		9.5%		10.0%		15,476		77		1470

		2002		0.8%		8.8%		9.6%		18,773		152		1649

		2003		1.0%		4.3%		5.3%		18,514		191		798

		2004		1.0%		4.0%		5.0%		18,514		185		738

		2005		0.7%		3.0%		3.7%		18,956		141		568

		% of EHS, DOE, HR Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,464		10		21

		2001		0.1%		0.1%		0.2%		15,476		8		17

		2002		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,773		1		18

		2003		0.0%		0.1%		0.1%		18,514		5		10

		2004		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,514		0		0

		2005		0.0%		0.0%		0.0%		18,956		0		0

		% of Total Children under the age of 1 rec. services

				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-Risk		Developmentally and Environmentally At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk

		2000		2.3%		6.9%		9.2%		15,464		351		1064

		2001		2.4%		10.0%		12.4%		15,476		378		1541

		2002		2.6%		9.2%		11.7%		18,773		481		1723

		2003		3.0%		4.5%		7.5%		18,514		561		825

		2004		2.9%		4.1%		7.0%		18,514		539		761

		2005		2.3%		3.1%		5.3%		18,956		431		582
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						% of Children under the age of 3 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		3.0%		6.4%		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.		Not Avail.

		2000		3.5%		7.7%		46,412		1,630

		2001		3.4%		8.5%		50,015		1,690

		2002		3.8%		9.2%		53,300		2,001		2929		5.5%

		2003		4.4%		7.7%		54,256		2,405		1773		3.3%

		2004		4.4%		7.3%		54,256		2,389		1547		2.9%

		2005		4.3%		6.7%		54,944		2,366		1322		2.4%

		2006		0.0%				53,063

		4.5%		Corrected Calculation

						% of Children under the age of 1 rec. services

		Year		Excluding At-Risk		Including At-Risk		Proj. Pop.		Child. Dev. Delayed		Child. Env. At-Risk		At-Risk %

		1999		1.8%		6.0%		16734

		2000		2.3%		9.2%		15464

		2001		2.4%		12.4%		15476

		2002		2.6%		11.5%		18773		479		1,683		9.0%

		2003		3.0%		7.5%		18514		561		825		4.5%

		2004		2.9%		7.0%		18514		539		761		4.1%

		2005		2.4%		5.7%		17880		431		582		3.3%

		2006		1.97%		6.98%		17529		346		878		5.01%

		Average for Under 1 year excluding risk

		469.25		2.68%

		Average for Under 1 year at risk only

		761.50		4.34%

		Average for Under 1 year at-risk and dev. delayed

		7.02%

						Only DD under 3 (excludes at-risk)

						00		3.51

						01		3.38

						02		3.76

						03

						DD and At risk under 3 (includes at-risk)

						99		6.41

						00		7.7

						01		8.53

						02		9.38

						DD under age 1

						00		2.27

						01		2.44

						02		2.6

						DD and at risk under age 1

						01		12.4

						02		12.4
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THE AGE OF THREE RECEIVING SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		Children under age one receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		296		351		378		481		561		539		431

		Environmental At-Risk		703		1064		1541		1723		825		761		582

		Total		999		1415		1919		2204		1386		1300		1013

		Children under age three receiving service

				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005

		Developmentally Delayed		1464		1630		1690		2002		2405		2389		2366

		Environmental At-Risk		1621		1942		2271		2997		1773		1547		1322

		Total		3085		3572		3961		4999		4178		3936		3688

		Year				Developmentally Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		2000				1630		1942		3572

		2001				1690		2271		3961

		2002				2002		2997		4999

		2003				2405		1773		4178

		2004				2389		1547		3936

		2005				2366		1322		3688
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Risk Category

Number of Children

NUMBER OF CHILDREN STATEWIDE UNDER AGE THREE RECEIVING 
EARLY INTERVENTION SERVICES
(Based on Child Count Data)



		2002

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total						200000.0%		Delayed		At-Risk		Total

		Oahu		4%		6%		10%		33,923		Oahu		1354		2101		3455						Oahu		121600.0%		137200.0%		258800.0%

		Kauai		8%		3%		11%		2,081		Kauai		163		66		229						Kauai		9300.0%		10400.0%		19700.0%

		Hawaii		5%		9%		14%		5,354		Hawaii		272		465		737						Hawaii		21000.0%		43300.0%		64300.0%

		Maui		4%		7%		10%		4,594		Maui		169		308		477						Maui		14200.0%		31300.0%		45500.0%

		Molokai		13%		18%		30%		325		Molokai		42		57		99						Molokai		2600.0%		4800.0%		7400.0%

		Lanai		1%		0%		1%		135		Lanai		2		0		2						Lanai		300.0%		100.0%		400.0%

														2002		2997		4999

		2003

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,664		1,141		2,805

		Kauai		5%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		95		88		183

		Hawaii		7%		7%		13%		5,354		Hawaii		349		360		709

		Maui		5%		3%		9%		4,594		Maui		252		150		402

		Molokai		12%		10%		23%		325		Molokai		40		34		74

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		0		5

		2004

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,685		1,022		2,707

		Kauai		6%		4%		9%		2,081		Kauai		121		76		197

		Hawaii		6%		5%		11%		5,354		Hawaii		297		283		580

		Maui		5%		3%		8%		4,594		Maui		242		124		366

		Molokai		12%		13%		25%		325		Molokai		39		42		81

		Lanai		4%		0%		4%		135		Lanai		5		- 0		5

		2005

				Percentage Developmentally Delayed		Percentage Environmentally At-Risk		Percentage Total		# Children 0-3*				Developmentally Delayed		Environmentally At-risk		Number Total

		Oahu		5%		3%		8%		33,923		Oahu		1,701		925		2,626

		Kauai		6%		3%		9%		2,081		Kauai		129		66		195

		Hawaii		6%		3%		9%		5,354		Hawaii		332		168		500

		Maui		4%		3%		7%		4,594		Maui		175		133		308

		Molokai		7%		9%		16%		325		Molokai		24		28		52

		Lanai		4%		1%		5%		135		Lanai		5		2		7

																		3688

		*Based on 2000 Census Data
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																REVISED!!!10/10/05

		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006		Fiscal Year		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Number of Calls		1579		1532		2054		2116		2172		2098		Number of Referrals		1143		1439		1314		1362		1482		1726

																Number Not Referred				158		170		207		220		395
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FISCAL YEAR July 1 - June 30

Number of Referrals
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NUMBER OF REFERRALS FROM H-KISS TO 
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				1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006								1999		2000		2001		2002		2003		2004		2005		2006

		Physicians		40.0%		43.0%		48.0%		42.3%		41.3%		43.0%		34.8%		31.4%						Physicians		40%		43%		48%		42%		41%		43%		35%		31%

		Family Members		32.0%		19.0%		11.0%		5.7%		11.5%		14.0%		34.9%		34.8%						Family Members		32%		19%		11%		6%		12%		14%		35%		35%

		Therapists		19.0%		10.0%		2.0%		1.9%		1.7%		2.0%		0.9%		0.6%						Therapists		19%		10%		2%		2%		2%		2%		1%		1%

		Hospitals		3.0%		18.0%		8.0%		21.9%		19.9%		18.0%		17.3%		11.8%						Hospitals		3%		18%		8%		22%		20%		18%		17%		12%

		Child Welfare Services		0.3%		0.4%		0.3%		1.3%		0.8%		1.5%		1.3%		16.7%						Community Agencies		3%		5%		7%		8%		9%		10%		9%		20%

		Other Community Agencies		3.0%		5.0%		7.0%		7.0%		8.2%		8.0%		7.9%		2.9%						Others		3%		5%		24%		21%		17%		15%		3%		2%

		Others		3.0%		5.0%		24.0%		21.0%		17.0%		15.0%		2.9%		1.8%						Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%

		Total		100%		100%		100%		101%		100%		102%		100%		100%
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