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QMIA Quarterly Report SFX021, 3¢ Qincludes

data from Q3 of SFY 2021 (Jan, Feb, March 2021), Year
to date (Q1, Q2, and Q3), and trends for previous SFYs

and trend data from previous SFYs

Overview of YES QMIA Quarterly Report

The goal of | d a h o 6 sEmpowarmeht Services (YES) program is to develop, implement, and sustain a child, youth
and family-d r i ven, coordinated, and compr ehensi ofeare This éndanaedchilsl me n
serving system will lead to improved outcomes for children, youth, and families who are dealing with mental iliness.

The Quality Management Improvement and Accountability Quarterly Report (QMIA-Q) is a critical aspect of YES

monitoring based on data collected by the YES partners, which includetheDepar t ment of Health and
of Behavioral Health (DBH), Medicaid, and Family and Community Services (FACS), as well as the Idaho Department of
Juvenile Corrections (IDJC), and the Idaho State Department of Education (SDE).

The QMIA-Q is assembled with information about the children, youth, and families accessing mental care in Idaho

primarily through the Medicaid/Optum Network and the Division of Behavioral Health (DBH)Chi | dr ends Ment al
(CMH) Regional clinics. Most of the data is from Medicaid or DBH as these two child serving systems provide most of the
outpatient mental health care for children and youth. Data in the report includes children and youth who have Medicaid,

and children whose f a m$ ihcgnte is over the Medicaid Federal Poverty Guideline, children having trouble in school

because of mental illness, children under court orders for mental health services including child protection, and children

with developmental disabilities and co-occurring mental iliness.

The QMIA-Q June 2021 includes data from Q3 of SFY 2021 (Jan, Feb, and March of 2021), SF Year to date 2021 (Q1,
Q2 and Q3), and trend data from previous SFYs. The QMIA-Q June 2021 includes some additional analysis of what the
data tells us to assist readers in understanding the data (see boxesinl abel ed AWhat is this dat a

The QMIA-Q is available publicly on the YES website and delivered to all YES workgroups to support decision making
related to plans for system improvement by building collaborative systems, developing new services, and creating
workforce training plans.

YES QMIA -Q Summary:

A new section of the QMIA-Q has been added in this June 2021 edition which is a brief summary of the notable results of
the data and associated analysis, QMIA Council recommendations and Action Items. Action items are tasks that the QMIA
Council will work on. Recommendations are projects that may be adopted by the Council or other YES committees or
workgroups. A summary of the action items and recommendations is noted below:

Notable results:

Results of Child and Adloescent Needs and Strengths CANS assessment continue to be very consistent with 30%
assessed as not eligible for YES a 70% assessed as eligible for YES (page 6).



There were 7 counties in which there were no CANS: Boise, Butte, Clark, Camas, Lincoln, Owyhee, and Teton,
and 7 counties with less than .0.50% penetration: Blaine, Clearwater, Gooding, Idaho, Jefferson, Jerome, Latah,
Washington. (pages 10-12).

Children and youth in Regions 2 and 5 are receiving fewer services and fewer types of services by comparison
than other regions in the state. (pages 14-50).

The number of applications for Psychiatric Residential Treatment Facilities (PRTF) placements continues to
increase as does the percentage of denials. (pages 51-53)

Medicaid expenditures per person for Q3 by region vary from $1156.50 in Region 1 to $632.33 in Region 2. (page
70)

OMIA Council Recommendations:

¥ Request YES partners develop a plan to assess why Asian and Native American children and youth appear to
be underserved (QMIA Q Section #4, page 9).

¥ Request YES partners work with both Liberty and Optum to identify root cause of gaps in CANS assessments in
the counties with no CANS and those with less than .50% penetration. (QMIA Q Section #4, page 12).

f Request YES partners develop a plan for increasing service availability and access in all 7 regions with a goal to
increase access statewide (QMIA- Q Section 5, page 51).

f Request YES partners to develop a plan for increasing access to services for children 5-11 QMIA- Q Section 7,
page 60).

Y Request YES partners to evaluate variances in expenditures by region (QMIA- Q Section 9, page 66).

OMIA Council Action Items:

¥ Council to finalize a method for establishing the range expected number of YES eligible children and youth
(QMIA Q Section #1, page 5).

f Council to set a goal for number of children and youth accessing YES services in collaboration with IGT (QMIA-
Q Section #1, page 5).

I Council to continue to track the number of children with an initial CANS quarterly and develop trend analysis
that will be helpful in assessing if there are an appropriate number of children and youth being identified as
needing mental health services through an initial CANS. (QMIA-Q Section #4, page 10).

I Council to work with Plaintiffs and consultants (Praed, BSU, UnionPoint) to establish YES performance
measures regarding YES services (QMIA- Q Section 5, page 51).

¥ Council to continue work on improving information on how to create an effective Safety/Crisis Plan QMIA- Q
Section 7, page 60).

Questions?

If information provided within this QMIA-Q evokes questions or an interest in additional data collection, please contact
YES@dhw.idaho.gov with your questions, concerns, or suggestions. For Medicaid-specific questions or concerns,
please contact YESProgram@dhw.idaho.gov.



mailto:YES@dhw.idaho.gov
mailto:MedicaidSEDProgram@dhw.idaho.gov

1: SFY 2021 Number of potential Class Members estimated

Background: Based on the Jeff D Settlement Agreement (Jeff D Settlement Agreement ( https://yes.idaho.gov/youth-
empowerment-services/about-yes/yes-history/?target=0 ) Sections 24 and 71. A.) the defendants must establish and
annually update the range of expected Class Member service utilization.

Report for SFY 2021: The QMIA Council developed the estimated range of children and youth who are expected to utilize

YES services and published that number in the QMIA-Q April 2021 (Sect i on 1 of QMI A Q Aganlbel i E
found in Appendix B of this QMIA-Q). As noted in that report, there is no single national report or survey that definitively

estimates the prevalence of serious emotional disturbance (SED) in the US, however, according to the authorities such as

the Substance Abuse and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA?) the prevalence range is between 6.8% and

11.5 %. Due to the lack of a definitive way to create the estimate several methods, including different populations and

different rates, were used and the range identified was quite wide (13,0002 to 33,000%). The QMIA Council proposed using

a target of serving 23,000 children and youth by the end of SFY 2023 as a starting point to evaluate the current level of

utilization but will be working with YES plaintiffs and other stakeholders to establish the actual goal.

QMIA Council Action Items or Recommendations:
1) Action Item- QMIA Council to finalize a method for establishing the range children and youth expected to be
eligible for YES.

2) Action Item- QMIA Council to set a goal for number of children and youth accessing YES services in
collaboration with IGT.

2. ldentification and Screening of Potential Class Members

Background: To ensure that children and youth with mental health needs may be appropriately identified, Idaho
implemented the use of the Child and Adolescent Needs and Strengths (CANS) assessment instrument.

Report: To identify and screen children and youth for YES services a child or youth may have an initial CANS in any of
three YES entities (DBH, Liberty and/or Optum Network providers). Data is reported below for all three entities.

Table 1: SFY 2020- Children and Youth with Initial CANS

SFY 2020 DBH Liberty Optum Unduplicated
Providers Total*
Distinct clients by agency 452 1,423 13,460 14,746
% 2.9% 9.3% 87.8%

Table 2: SFYTD 2021 (Q1- Q3) Children and Youth with Initial CANS

SFYTD 2021 DBH Liberty Optum Unduplicated
Providers Total*
Distinct clients by agency 230* 643 7402 8091
% 2.8% 7.9% 91.5%

I SAMHSA report from 2017 noted the prevalence range between 6.8 and 11.5 % (Page 20,
https://www.samhsa.gov/sites/default/files/programs_campaigns/ismicc_2017_report_to_congre3s.pdf
2189,249Medicaid members X 6.9%4.3,0580r approximatelyl 3,000

3424,000 children and youth in Idaho X 6.9% = 33,231 or approximately 33,000

4 This number was previously understated and should have been Q1= 87, Q2= 71, Q3=74


https://yes.idaho.gov/youth-empowerment-services/about-yes/yes-history/?target=0
https://yes.idaho.gov/youth-empowerment-services/about-yes/yes-history/?target=0

What is the data telling us?

This data indicates that YES Class Members are being identified using the CANS. As the system continues to
develop it is expected that more of the children and youth will be assessed by Optum Providers than by DBH
or Liberty as the CANS has become the standardized method for assessing all children and youth who are
entering the mental health system of care. The number completed by quarter will be reported in each
successive QMIA-Q so that over time quarterly trends in the number of initial CANS may be established.

3. Number of YES eligible children and youth based on initial CANS

Background: An algorithm based on the CANS was developed for Idaho to support identification of YES members. The
algorithm results in a rating of 0, 1, 2, or 3. Based on that algorithm, all children who have a CANS rating of filoor greater

are considered to meet the criteria for eligibility for YESme mber shi p. Chil dren and youth wi
may still have mental health needs and are still provided mental health services but they do not meet the eligibility criteria
established in the Jeff D. Settlement Agreement to be considered a class member of the Jeff D. Lawsuit.

Report: Of all the initial CANS completed in SFY 2020 and 2021 (Q1-Q3), 70% met the criteria for eligibility for YES
(CANS 1, 2, or 3 rating) and 30% did not meet the criteria (CANS rating of 0). The percentages of those found eligible vs
those found not eligible across time continues to be consistent, which indicates that there may be crude reliability in the
percentage of children and youth who are assessed who likely qualify for YES (e.q. it is expected that approximately 70%
of children accessing mental health services would meet criteria to be YES eligible).

Table 3: SFY 2020 CANS Rating i by Agency completing CANS

Assessment DBH Liberty Optum Providers Unduplicated Total*
score
# of % of # of % of # of % of # of % of
CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS
0 25 5% 29 2% 4,560 33% 4,611 30%
1 116 26% 397 28% 6,417 46% 6,853 44%
2 59 13% 317 22% 1,382 10% 1,733 11%
3 252 56% 680 48% 1,540 11% 2,326 15%
Total # of CANS 452 1,423 13,460* 14,746*

*Total numbers from Table 1 on page 5

Note: The percent of CANS completed by each entity and variations in ratings are in accordance with YES system of care
expectations. The expectation is that majority of children and youth will access the YES system by having an initial CANS
through their Optum provider so those numbers are much higher and the rating vary more then for DBH or Liberty. Only
children who do not have Medicaid or need respite will have their CANS through Liberty, so the numbers for Liberty are
lower, and the ratings are higher.

Table 4: SFY 2021 Year to Date (Q1- Q3) CANS Rating i by Agency completing CANS:

Assessment DBH Liberty Optum Providers Unduplicated Total*
score
# of % of # of % of # of % of # of % of
CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS CANS
0 15 7% 8 1% 2,518 33% 2539 30%
1 53 23% 161 25% 3725 49% 3922 47%
2 32 14% 145 23% 618 8% 788 9%
3 131 57% 329 51% 723 10% 1130 14%
Total # of CANS 231 3 % of 643 8% of 7584 91% of 8379
total total total




*Noted: Denominators for calculation of percentage is based on actual number of CANS not distinct number of children
and youth.

What is the data telling us?

This data indicates that children and youth are being assessed as eligible for YES services using the CANS.
Of all CANS completed, only 30% are found as not eligible for YES. As the system continues to develop it is
expected that more of the children and youth will be assessed by Optum providers than by DBH or Liberty as
the CANS has become the standardized method for assessing all children and youth who are entering the
mental health system of care. The number completed by quarter will be reported in each successive QMIA-Q
so that over time quarterly trends in number of initial CANS may be established.

Predicted target to be served by CANS score:

Based on the percentage of CANS ratings of 1, 2, or 3 compared to the targeted number of children to be served a rough
prediction can be made of the number of children and youth that may be eligible for YES services. While targets have not
yet been determined this rough prediction can be used to begin assessing the amount and types of services needed.

Table 5: Predicted prevalence by CANS ratings compared to the QMIA council proposed target goal of 23,000

CANS Rating | YES Eligible | Percent of total eligible | Predicted Prevalence
Needing Services*
1 3922 67% 15,400
2 788 13% 3,000
3 1130 20% 4,600
Total # 23,000

*Numbers are rounded to nearest 50

4. Characteristics of children and youth assessed using the CANS

Background: The characteristics of the children and youth who were assessed are noted by age, gender, race/ ethnicity,
and geographic distribution by county. The goal of assessing those who have received an initial CANS assessment is to
identify if there may have been any disparities compared to the population of Idaho or compared to previous years.

Report: By Age- data includes comparison of SFY 2020 and SFYTD 2021 (Q1-Q3):

Table 6: Ages of children and youth who received an initial CANS - summary

Age # SFY %SFY # SFYTD | % SFYTD
range 2020 2020 2021 2021
34 493 3.4% 285 3.5%
5-6 1260 8.7% 679 8.4%
7-8 1775 12.2% 912 11.3%
9-11 3318 22.8% 1664 20.6%
12-14 3753 25.8% 2103 26.0%
15-17 3961 27.2% 2223 27.5%
All ages 14,560 8,091

Chart 1: Ages of children and youth who received an initial CANS



CMH CANS Clients count by for SFY 2021

AGE

200 300 400 500

Distinct Clients

600 TOOo 800

Report by Gender: SFYTD 2021 (Q1- Q3):

Report: The number and percentage of children and youth based on the initial CANS for SFYTD 2021 is approximatey
reflective of the percentages of the states population. To date, there has been an increase this SFY in the percentage of
females receiving a CANS.

Table 7: Gender of children and youth who received a CANS

Female Male Refused Transgender| Transgender| Unknown | Grand total
Female Male
Distinctclients 4,048 3,970 14 13 32 14 8,091
% by Gendel  50.0%% 49.0™% 0.17%6 0.16% 0.40% 0.17%
2 2F LRI K2 48.87% 51.13% NA Unknown Unknown NA

Note: State level census data does not track or report on percentages o f

Transgender Male or Female.

Report by Race and Ethnicity: SFYTD 2021 (Q1- Q3):

The number and percentage of children and youth based on the initial CANS by Race/Ethnicity for SFYTD 2021 indicates

| d a kirenbasd yauth identifying as

that there may be some disparities in the children and youth being assessed with the CANS. Black/African American and
Hispanic children and youth appear to be assessed at a higher rate than the general population percentage in Idaho.
Asian and Native American children and youth appear to be underserved. Also notable is that approximately 15% of
CANS that continue to be entered into the CANS tracking system (ICANS) had either unknown or other as the race or
ethnicity of the child or youth served (see graph).




Table 8: Race and Ethnicity of children and youth who received a CANS:

Asian Black/ | Hispanic/ More Native Pacific White
African Latinx than one | American| islander
American race

DistinctClients| 32 115 1,417 251 100 14 5,001

% by Racé&thnicity | 0.5% 1.7 20.%% 3.6% 1.4% 0.2% 72.2%%

2 2F LRIFK2( 1.6% 0.9% 12.7% 2.5% 1.7% 0.2% 80.%%

CMH CANS Clients count by for SFY 2021
Race/Ethnicity

Pacific IsIandet‘ 14
Nul | 26
Asian |32

Native American I 100
lack/African American I 15
More Than One Race . 251
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QMIA Council Action Items or Recommendations:

3) Recommendation- Request YES partners develop a plan to assess why Asian and Native American children

and youth appear to be underserved.

Report by County: SFYTD 2021 (Q1- Q3):

Report: As can be seen in Table 9 when compared to regional populations the gap in locations where CANS are

completed is most evident in Regions 6, 2 and 3.

Table 9: Initial CANS Assessments by Region

Region # Q3 % of % Variance
CANS CANS population
completed | completed
1 1097 13.4% 11.8% 1.6%
2 187 2.3% 5.3% -3.0%
3 1277 15.6% 17.8% -2.2%
4 2280 27.7% 27.2% 0.5%
5 969 11.8% 12.4% -.6%
6 594 7.2% 11.1% -3.9%
7 1815 22.0% 14.4% 7.6%
Note: The location of the CANS is the providers locatonwh i ch may di f f er

As can be seen in the map below showing the number based on the initial CANS provided in SFYTD 2021, there are still
compl et ed

7 counties with A00O0

CANS:
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improvement over the 10 counties reported in Q1 (included counties), and 8 counties in Q2 (included Adams County) of
SFY 2021. When compared to regional populations the gap in CANS assessments is most evident in Region 2

QMIA Council Action Items or Recommendations:

4) Action Item - Continue to track the number of children with an initial CANS quarterly and develop trend analysis
that will be helpful in assessing if there are an appropriate number of children and youth being identified as

needing mental health services through an initial CANS.

CMH CANS Clients by Provider Region for SFY 2021

© 2021 Mapbox © OpenStreetMap
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The following table (Table 10) shows the comparison between the number of initial CANS to the population under 18 in
each county. In addition to the 7 counties in which there were no CANS, there were several counites (8) with less than
.0.50% penetration: Blaine, Clearwater, Gooding, Idaho, Jefferson, Jerome, Latah, Washington. The counties with the
highest rate of CANS completions are: Bonner (Region 1), Kootenai (Region 1), Twin Falls (Region 5), Bannock (Region
6), and Bonneville (Region 7).

Table 10- Initial CANS (colors below match to map above)

Region/COUNTY CANS Population Pen::;:ztlon Region/COUNTY| CANS| Population Penreattr:tmn
Region 1

Benewah 30 2,113 1.42%
Boundary 22 2,776 0.79%
Bonner 240 9,247 2.60%
Kootenai 787 38,656 2.04%
Shoshone 18 2,737 0.66%
Region 2

Clearwater 7 1,488 0.47%
Idaho 10 3,308 0.30%
Latah 31 7,785 0.40%
Lewis 7 855 0.82%
Nez Perce 131 8,581 1.53%
Region 3

Adams 6 794 0.76%
Canyon 1115 67,475 1.65%
Gem 58 4,153 1.40%
Owyhee 0 3,075 0
Payette 87 6,350 1.37%
Washington 10 2,352 0.43%
Region 4

Ada 2,159 118,078 1.83%
Boise 0 1,384 0
Elmore 83 7,185 1.16%
Valley 38 2,124 1.79%

What is the data telling us?

There are wide disparities between counites and state wide in the rate of CANS completions. It is unclear if the
issue is related to primarily resources (such as CANS assessors) or other barriers that are not known. Several of
the counties are quite rural and include frontier areas.

QMIA Council Action Items or Recommendations:

5) Recommendation- YES partners to work with both Liberty and Optum to identify root cause of gaps in CANS
assessments in the counties with no CANS and those with less than .50% penetration.
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5. YES Medicaid service utilization

Background: The Jeff D Settlement Agreement requires all services listed in Appendix C to be available to children and
youth with SED.

Report: In SFYTD 2021 Q3, as of the end of March the number of children and youth who had received outpatient mental
health service from Medicaid/Optum under the 1915(i) waiver was 2,027 and with other Medicaid was 14,844 for a total of
16,871.

Table 11: 1915 (i) Medicaid Accessing Services by Quarter - Ages 0to 17 Only

Description: This table displays the distinct count of Medicaid Members (counted by Medicaid ID), by quarter, who have
been identified as having an SED based on the Liberty CANS assessment and who utilized services at any time between
7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Data as of 5/13/2021.

Region. SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY21- | SFY21- | SFY21-
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3
(Julto | (Octto | Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto | (Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto | (Janto
Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) Mar)

Region 1 98 106 114 129 164 204 232 246 255 246 239
Region 2 45 48 55 65 65 66 76 76 86 89 89
Region 3 64 73 99 142 199 222 237 270 294 315 205
Region 4 90 131 179 232 310 346 388 441 496 523 518
Region 5 49 55 70 98 123 139 153 145 156 149 143
Region 6 47 51 57 84 o1 112 133 149 165 178 183
Region 7 301 314 346 384 447 488 515 531 570 564 | 560
RETION SO | . 3 0 3 4 1 2 6 6 3 0
of State

Total by

Onarier 700 781 920 | 1,137 | 1,403 | 1,578 | 1,736 | 1,864 | 2,028 | 2,067 | 2,027

The data indicates that more children and youth who have been identified as meeting YES criteria for SED via the waiver
are receiving mental health services in SFY 2021 than previous years (SFY 2021 average 2,041 per quarter, SFY 2020
average 1,645 per quarter, SFY 2019 average 880 per quarter).

Table 12: All other Medicaid Members accessing Services by Quarter - Ages 0to 17 Only

Description: This table displays the distinct count of all other Medicaid Members (counted by MID) who were NOT
identified as 1915 (i), by quarter, and utilized services at any time between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Data as of
5/13/2021.

Region. SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY21- | SFY21- | SFY21-
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3
(Julto | (Octto | Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto | (Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto | (Janto
Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) Mar)

Region 1 1,841 | 1,840 | 1,984 | 1,963 | 1,746 | 1,732 | 1,817 | 1,610 | 1,604 | 1,671 | 1,771
Region 2 594 575 624 560 508 509 546 447 500 474 457
Region 3 3521 | 3578 | 3,830 | 4,013 | 3,594 | 3,647 | 3,624 | 2,936 | 2,964 | 3,111 | 3,196
Region 4 4000 | 4,161 | 4,307 | 4274 | 3816 | 3817 | 3,788 | 3,191 | 3,03 | 3,404 | 3527
Region 5 1506 | 1542 | 1,536 | 1,562 | 1,472 | 1455 | 1577 | 1,303 | 1,397 | 1532 | 1,721
Region 6 1549 | 1,584 | 1,609 | 1,636 | 1,555 | 1,602 | 1,617 | 1,494 | 1,424 | 1,370 | 1,463
Region 7 2,604 | 2,777 | 2.828 | 2,885 | 2,776 | 2,790 | 2,780 | 2,599 | 2,473 | 2,555 | 2,684
B s/ 40 43 61 70 45 43 41 57 36 25
of State

Total 15,751 | 16,097 | 16,761 | 16,954 | 15,537 | 15,597 | 15,792 | 13,621 | 13,622 | 14,153 | 14,844

The number of children with other Medicaid (not related to the 1915(i) waiver) who are receiving mental health services
increased in Q3 but remains lower then Q3 from last two years. It is notable that that average served by quarter is
decreasing (SFY 2021 average 14,206 per quarter, SFY 2020 average 15,137 per quarter, SFY 2019 average 16,391
per quarter). This may be due to the impact of COVID -19.
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Table 13: The total number of children served by quarter

This table combines the number of children and youth who received Medicaid via the 1915(i) waiver and those with other
types of Medicaid (regular Medicaid, Foster Care Medicaid, etc.) who accessed mental health services. Data as of

5/13/21.
SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY19- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY20- | SFY21- | SFY21- | SFY21-
Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q1 Q2 Q3
(Julto | (Octto | Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto | Janto | (Aprto | (Julto | (Octto (Jan-
Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) Mar) Jun) Sep) Dec) March)
Total 1915(i) 700 781 920 1,137 1,403 1,578 1,736 1,864 2,028 2,067 2,027
Total Medicaid | 15,751 | 16,097 16,761 16,954 15,537 15,597 15,792 13,621 13,622 14,153 | 14,844
(T??Jt;rltgg/ 16,451 | 16,878 17,681 18,091 16,940 17,175 17,528 15,485 15,650 16,220 | 16,871

The total number of children served in Q3 of 2021 is lower than the number served in Q3 of SFY19 and SFY20. It is
notable that the average number service per quarter is decreasing (SFY 2021 average 16,247 per quarter, SFY 2020
average 16,782 per quarter, SFY 2019 average 17,275 per quarter). This drop is possibly a result of impacts related to

COVID 19.

Utilization of YES Services Provided by Optum

Utilization by services covered by Optum is included for each of the following YES services:

Psychotherapy

CANS Assessment

Targeted Care Coordination

Substance Use Disorder

Skills Building (CBRS)

Respite

Psychological and Neuropsychological testing

Medication Management

Youth Support Services (Youth Peer)

Skills Training and Development (STAD)

Family Psychoeducation

Partial Hospitalization (PHP)

Intensive Home and Community Based Services

(IHBCs)

Day Treatment (Day Tx)

Crisis Services

Child and Family Interdisciplinary Team (CFT)

Behavior Identification

Adaptive Behavior Treatment

Note on the following tables and charts:

Scales on each chart vasp notes have beeraddedin a text box regarding the scal®r each.
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Psychotherapy Distinct service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the
indicated service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/202Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated

(distinct) count of utilizers for the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/2;

Region 9
Region 1 | Region2 | Region 3 | Region4 | Region5 | Region 6 | Region 7 / Out of Total
State

Service Date SFY-Qtr. Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct

Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019-Q1 (Jul to Sep) 1,352 490 2,711 3,198 1,127 1,231 2,370 26 12,505
SFY2019-Q2 (Oct to Dec) 1,353 480 2,834 3,355 1,162 1,213 2,431 25 12,853
SFY2019-Q3 (Jan to Mar) 1,414 512 2,985 3,493 1,187 1,232 2,550 31 13,404
SFY2019-Q4 (Apr to Jun) 1,386 474 3,117 3,552 1,221 1,235 2,670 47 13,702
D Distinet VY 2,297 791 5,025 5,625 2,144 2,092 3,902 91 21,967
SFY2020-Q1 (Jul to Sep) 1,255 424 2,675 3,120 1,116 1,177 2,551 46 12,364
SFY2020-Q2 (Oct to Dec) 1,229 417 2,685 3,151 1,131 1,207 2,545 29 12,394
SFY2020-Q3 (Jan to Mar) 1,281 480 2,720 3,171 1,264 1,241 2,609 25 12,791
SFY2020-Q4 (Apr to Jun) 1,157 416 2,207 2,660 1,031 1,139 2,356 33 10,999
a't:i?ifgrzso Ll kel 2,050 708 4,434 5,115 2,019 1,958 3,851 91 20,226
SFY2021-Q1 (Jul to Sep) 1,184 442 2,277 2,706 1,140 1,091 2,279 40 11,159
SFY2021-Q2 (Oct to Dec) 1,209 422 2,397 2,853 1,253 1,048 2,266 23 11,471
SFY2021-Q3 (Jan to Mar) 1,282 414 2,444 2,906 1,397 1,089 2,445 12 11,989
5 2L Dlsiiet el 1,757 622 3,519 4,193 1,027 1,575 3,234 59 16,886
Utilizers

Scale:
Psychotherapy Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
SFY19-Q1 to SFY21-Q3, Ages 0 to 17 Only 1,00614,000

10, 500
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Scale:

Psychotherapy Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter 0-4.000
SFY19-Q1 to SFY21-Q3, Ages 0 to 17 Only !
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g
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Distinct Members

SFY2019-Q1 SFY2019-Q2 SFY2019-Q3 SFY2019-Q4 SFY2020-Q1  SFY2020-Q2  SFY2020-Q3  SFY2020-04  SFY2021-Q1  SFY2021-Q2  SFY2021-Q3
(Julto Sep) (OcttoDec) (lantoMar) (AprtoJun) (JultoSep) (OcttoDec) (JantoMar) (Aprtolun) (JultoSep) (OcttoDec) (lanto Mar)

What is the data telling us?

In SFY 2019, the percentage of youth accessing psychotherapy through Medicaid was 94% of the QMIA Council
proposed targeted total number of children and youth (21,543/ 23,000%), and in SFY 2020 this percentage decreased
to 86% (19,832/ 23,000). Again, in SFY 2021 overall the statewide the percentage is trending up but is still less than it
was in the previous two fiscal years. Thefir st t hr ee quarters of SFY 2021 are
first two quarters. Comparing 3 quarter to 3 quarter by region, all the regions except Regions 1 and 5 have trended
downward.

*Using the goal of 23,000 which is the QMIA Council proposed goal for YES services. The goal is only a proposed
goal at this time and a final goal will be determined in collaboration with the IGT.
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Table: CANS Assessment - Distinct service utilizers per Region/Quarter
Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated

service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.
Note: This data is based on Optum claims data- not data from the ICANS system so the numbers may differ from the previous data

. . . . . . Region
Region 1 Region | Region | Region | Region | Region | Region 9/ 0Out Total
2 3 4 5 6 7
of State
Distinct Utilizers | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct | Distinct
Service Date SFr. Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers | Utilizers
SFY2019)1 189 107 155 199 52 37 322 2 1,063
SFY2019)2 248 85 317 361 77 55 429 4 1,576
SFY2019)3 324 123 424 586 120 82 669 3 2,331
SFY20194 367 163 853 969 327 235 808 5 3,727
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizers 736 308 1,180 1,365 489 321 1,402 10 5,811
SFY202@1 682 187 1,511 1,690 563 487 1,222 19 6,361
SFY202@)2 622 185 1,590 1,823 631 507 1,230 16 6,604
SFY202@3 740 228 1,587 1,723 724 618 1,354 8 6,982
SFY202@4 616 151 1,187 1,432 515 564 1,103 8 5,576
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizers 1,416 422 3,163 3,586 1,401 1,199 2,682 35 13,904
SFY20201 692 173 1,227 1,545 563 546 1,212 18 5,976
SFY20210)2 704 97 1,357 1,639 672 539 1,273 8 6,289
SFY20203 706 100 1,351 1,663 704 598 1,438 9 6,569
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizers 1,226 259 2,282 2,878 1,256 1,060 2,371 28 11,360
C Nict: s Scale:
CANS Assessment: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
5 000 SFY191 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only 0-8000
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6,000 e
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What is the data telling us?

In SFY 2019, only 25% of the targeted number of YES class members received a CANS through a Medicaid
Network provider (5,779/23,000%). This increased in 2020 to almost 60% (13,751/23,000%). For SFY 2021,
there is a slight upward trend statewide for the first 3 quarters. There is still a downward trend in Regions 2, 3,
and 4 with Regions 1, 5, 6 and 7 remaining fairly stable. While the decrease may be mainly due to COVID-19
the goal is for all YES eligible children and youth to have an initial CANS and CANS update every 90 days.

This data indicates that there are children and youth who may not be getting a CANS.

*Using the QMIA Council proposed goal of 23,000 set in 2021
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Targeted Care Coordination

Table: TCC - Distinct service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Note: TCC service was not provided prior to Q4 of 2019

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Region 5 Region 6 Region 7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF@tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019)1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY20149)2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY20194 7 1 25 27 1 22 59 1 143
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 7 1 25 27 1 22 59 1 143
SFY202@1 7 0 21 50 16 34 212 0 340
SFY202@2 0 0 38 100 20 51 311 0 520
SFY202@3 20 11 52 106 14 55 323 0 581
SFY202@4 39 27 63 88 20 83 408 0 728
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer 56 28 113 219 54 122 545 0 1,137
SFY20201 69 32 83 121 39 91 463 0 898
SFY20210)2 60 32 107 169 21 116 458 1 964
SFY202103 5 35 96 177 21 129 467 0 930
SFY2021 Distinct Total Utilizer 89 49 143 254 62 173 599 1 1,370
Targeted Care Coordination: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
1200 SEFY19D1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only
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What is this data telling us?

All children and youth with Medicaid eligibility under the 1915(i) Waiver should be receiving TCC (e.g. 2,036
members in Q2 of SFY2021) and all other children and youth who meet criteria for YES may receive TCC. As of the
end of SFY 2021 Q3 1,370 children and youth had received TCC. This indicates that fewer children and youth who
should be receiving TCC are currently receiving the service. It is unclear what the targeted number should be but
as compared just to the waivered children and youth the percentage served is 67% (1,370 / 2,036) in Q1- Q3 SFY
2021. However, it is notable that the number receiving the service has been increasing steadily in every region.
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Table: SUD Services - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF@tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY201®9)1 Jul to Sep) 26 9 81 67 81 47 97 0 408
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 29 15 82 68 64 48 91 2 399
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 30 18 84 84 62 43 84 1 406
SFY201®94 (Apr to Jun) 28 16 104 90 63 40 71 4 416
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 72 31 198 169 160 91 176 6 903
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 15 16 88 86 57 30 59 2 353
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 27 15 85 64 69 26 52 0 338
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 30 15 61 62 58 46 78 0 350
SFY202®@4 (Apr to Jun) 15 11 53 61 50 39 61 1 291
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 56 28 162 155 131 69 151 3 755
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 15 10 51 57 66 36 58 2 295
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 14 11 61 45 67 32 109 1 340
SFY2020)3 (Jan to Mar) 28 7 52 58 61 32 115 0 353
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 43 14 96 104 113 57 204 2 633
Substance Use Disorder Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
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According to the 2018 SAMHSA National Findings Report the projected prevalence of substance use disorder in
youth ages 12-17 is 2.7% for drug use and 1.6% for alcohol use disorder. Using these percentages compared to
the number of Medicaid Members, it is expected that approximately 5,000 youth (rounded to nearest 1,000) would
be predicted to have issues with substance use disorders and approximately 3,000 youth (rounded to nearest

What is this data telling us?

1,000) would be projected to have issues with alcohol use disorders.
(https://www.samhsa.gov/data/sites/default/files/cbhsqg-
reports/NSDUHNationalFindingsReport2018/NSDUHNationalFindingsReport2018.pdf)

While there may be youth receiving SUD services through other providers the number receiving SUD services is
less than 25% of the number who may need the services (633 /5,000 = 13%, and 633 / 3,000 = 21%). Note- This

could be due to how providers bill or probably indicates a need for more focus on SUD services.
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Table: Skills Building/CBRS - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF@tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019)1 (Jul to Sep) 67 30 66 94 15 37 141 4 454
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 55 31 92 150 16 38 185 1 568
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 55 39 144 202 24 58 230 3 755
SFY201®94 (Apr to Jun) 78 32 177 257 29 88 328 1 990
SFY?2019 Distinct Total Utilizer, 119 57 230 330 34 114 406 6 1,296
SFY202@)1 (Jul to Sep) 75 35 188 292 35 110 383 1 1,119
SFY202@)2 (Oct toDec) 50 34 180 272 28 110 406 1 1,081
SFY202®3 (Jan to Mar) 55 33 200 275 27 128 434 1 1,153
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 58 34 222 286 31 141 504 1 1,277
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer| 115 63 369 484 62 215 688 4 2,000
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 59 55 254 360 51 150 535 3 1,467
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 65 46 276 384 54 170 544 1 1,540
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 72 57 265 408 69 164 569 2 1,606
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 115 63 369 484 62 215 688 4 2,000
Skills Building/CBRS: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale
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1,700 L 03, Ag y 0-1700
’ /
1,500 e
1,400 /
1,300
1,200 -
1,100 / e /
1,000
900 /
800
700 /
600
500 _— =0=Total
400
300
200
100
) 0
2 S <—)®Q\ Sid S \\‘f\\ s"ﬁ\ i S \\‘f(\\ s"ﬁ\ 0"9 o
5 % N X < k\'o N & < &&0 N X <
as \\\) \O(a \}(b&\ ®Q \\\) \O(a \}/b(\ ®Q \\\) \O(; \Sb(\
e Q ) a2 ) Q )
g O)Q O o N & Q' o o N g
~\°\’ & f&x"’ @Q\’ ~0& S \\’L& @& O @& \\’L@l
& Q & & « Q& & & & S &

22



600

500

400

300

200

100

Distinct
Y9 Members
%

S
£

Skills Building/CBRS: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
SFY191 to SFY203, Ages 0to 17 Only

Scale

0-600

=@=PRegion
1

== Region
2

o= Region
3

== Region
4

=@=PRegion
5

= Region
6

=@ Region
7

=@=Region
9/ Out
of State

According to the 2018 SAMHSA National Findings Report, evidence based social skills training may be effective for
children and youth with anxiety, depression, disruptive behaviors, exposure to trauma and other mental disorders.
Since SFY 2019 the number of children and youth receiving Skills Building has been increasing. While last year the
highest number served in any one quarter was 1,271 already by the end of Q3 this year 2,000 have received the

What is this data telling us?

service (2,000 / 23,000 =8.69%). The service seems to be accessed most in Region 7 and Region 4.

Further analysis is needed to determine how many children and youth could benefit from Skills Building services.
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Table: Respite Services - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY201®)1 Jul to Sep) 48 48 22 28 31 17 195 0 389
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 46 44 23 59 29 18 206 1 426
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 41 40 49 87 31 22 215 0 485
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 39 47 68 94 36 40 234 0 558
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer, 66 59 84 134 53 51 297 1 745
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 42 41 89 120 40 41 243 3 619
SFY202@)2 (Oct toDec) 30 34 66 103 26 36 229 0 524
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 26 37 64 98 30 40 230 0 525
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 6 18 45 89 29 29 185 0 401
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer 54 50 116 187 63 59 339 & 871
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 6 30 61 121 35 48 178 0 479
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 1 24 56 122 18 46 138 0 405
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 2 22 58 143 22 45 145 0 437
SFY2021 Distinct Total Utilizer 7 32 86 188 44 66 227 0 650
Respite Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale
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What is this data telling us?

Based on data from the first three quarters of SFY 2021 the use of Respite care through Optum has decreased in
SFY 2021. This could be the result of COVID-19 requirements. Respite care through Optum seems most readily
utilized in Regions 7 and 4. There is little or no research on predicting the need for Respite care although research
in 2000 by Eric Bruns does indicate better outcomes for families receiving Respite. It is notable that while Region 7
and Region 4 have consistently utilized Respite services Region 1 appears to be very underserved.

Note - Respite care is also provided through vouchers by DBH page 55
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Table: Psych/Neuro-Psych Testing Services - Distinct

service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY201®)1 Jul to Sep) 91 33 156 179 99 179 213 3 953
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 79 26 168 205 95 209 209 4 995
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 83 25 144 148 85 187 186 2 860
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 115 31 125 136 81 173 139 3 803
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer, 359 100 545 623 326 567 624 12 3,156
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 93 13 139 146 84 180 184 3 842
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 80 19 117 171 77 153 173 2 792
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 88 14 129 139 85 105 148 2 710
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 73 13 38 86 38 106 143 0 497
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 330 57 403 523 254 461 632 7 2,667
SFY20201 (Juko Sep) 66 27 83 112 35 93 104 1 521
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 68 27 93 138 47 91 117 2 583
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 51 19 117 120 47 92 110 0 556
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 183 61 283 362 107 243 324 3 1,566
Psych & NeurePsych Testing Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
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Psych & NeurePsych Testing Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale:
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What is this data telling us?

There is little or no research indicating a predicted number of children and youth who should have a psychological
or neuropsychological assessment. The most notable issue with Psychological and Neuropsychological
assessments for the first 3 quarters of SFY 2021 is that the number of assessments is substantially lower than in
the previous 2 years. This change may be due in part to COVID-19. The QMIA will continue to monitor the trend of
the use of Psychological and Neuropsychological assessments.
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Table 1: Medication Management - Distinct service utilizers
per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for

the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY201®)1 Jul to Sep) 113 84 729 842 189 290 480 2 2,729
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 119 94 769 909 198 322 476 4 2,891
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 172 105 783 955 179 329 467 5 2,995
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 178 80 800 876 181 302 463 3 2,883
SFY201®istinct Total Utilizers 251 155 1,319 1,528 294 547 816 9 4,919
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 163 94 771 831 190 301 473 5 2,828
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 160 85 791 860 209 309 471 2 2,887
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 163 94 771 905 220 325 507 5 2,990
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 132 96 641 774 140 304 462 3 2,552
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 246 174 1,236 1,436 332 525 830 11 4,790
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 126 87 694 815 126 299 430 3 2,580
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 132 93 729 870 147 311 462 1 2,745
SFY20203(Jan to Mar) 143 111 756 977 191 349 530 1 3,058
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 183 145 1,106 1,404 265 486 751 5 4,345
Medication Management: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale:
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There is no resreach on the prediction for number of children and youth who need Medication Management. The
number of children and youth receiving Medication Management has remained consistent over the past two years.
The percentage of children and youth receiving Medication Management in Q3 of SFY 2021 compared to the total
number of children receiving mental health service is 18.1% (3058/16871). QMIA will continue to monitor the trend

of the use of Medication Management.

What is this data telling us?
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Table 1: Youth Support - Distinct service

utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by
quarter who utilized the indicated service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct
utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for the given state fiscal year
across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 Region 5 Region 6 Region 7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF@tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019)1 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY?2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@1 (Jul to Sep) 4 8 4 25 1 17 15 0 74
SFY202@2 (Oct to Dec) 3 12 14 60 15 20 25 0 149
SFY202®3 (Jan to Mar) 4 10 18 80 18 33 43 0 206
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 3 8 19 92 15 27 31 0 195
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer 9 20 29 126 26 57 64 0 331
SFY2020D1 (Jul to Sep) 3 6 26 87 35 23 44 0 224
SFY2020)2 (Oct to Dec) 3 3 31 83 29 37 48 0 234
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 4 3 36 68 35 48 62 1 257
SFY2021 Distinct Total Utilizer 4 8 43 114 53 69 85 1 377
Youth Support: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
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Scale: h

Youth Support: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter 0-100
SFY191 to SFY203, Ages 0to 17 Only
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Youth Peer Support Services. Youth Peer Support Services
began to be available in SFY 2020 and have been utilized in every region, however the amount of services utilizxed
in Regions 1 and 2 seems very limited. It is notable that Youth Support Services have continued to increase in the
first two quarters of SFY 2021. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of Peer Support Services.
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Table 1: Skills Training and Development (STAD) - Distinct

service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY20191 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY201D4 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
SFY202®4 (Apr to Jun) 0 7 0 0 10 3 8 0 28
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 0 10 0 0 10 3 8 0 31
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 0 19 2 1 43 1 28 0 94
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 0 7 0 0 47 4 17 0 75
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 0 1 0 0 56 9 18 0 84
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 0 20 2 1 82 9 38 0 152
Skills Training and Development: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
100 SFY191 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only
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Skills Training and Development: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter

Scale:

There is no research indicating expected need for Skills Training and Dvelopement (STAD). STAD services appear
to be very limited across the state- with 0 in Region 1, and only 2 in Region 3, and 1 in Region 4. It is notable that

What is this data telling us?

the amount of STAD services is increasing in the first 3 quarters of SFY 2021.

QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of STAD.
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Table 1: Family Psychoeducation - Distinct service utilizers

per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
ServiceDate SFYQtr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019)1 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 14 0 0 0 2 3 12 1 32
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 30 7 0 9 22 6 9 1 84
SFY20184 (Apr to Jun) 41 4 0 3 21 1 4 0 74
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 57 10 0 12 45 10 23 1 158
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 52 0 0 4 16 1 3 0 76
SFY2024@)2 (Oct to Dec) 33 1 0 1 23 0 0 1 59
SFY202®3 (Jan to Mar) 32 1 1 15 18 1 10 0 78
SFY202®4 (Apr to Jun) 13 0 1 6 17 0 9 0 46
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer 73 2 1 24 72 2 22 1 197
SFY202D1 (Jul to Sep) 17 0 4 5 29 0 3 0 58
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 33 0 2 6 29 0 2 0 72
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 41 0 0 10 52 1 0 0 104
SFY2021 Distinct Total Utilizer 56 0 6 21 104 1 ® 0 193
Family Psychoeducation: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale:
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. . - - Scale:
Family Psychoeducation: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter 0-60
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Family Psychoeducation. There are no services in Region 2, or
5 and very limited services in 3, 4, 7. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use Family Psychoeducation.

35



Table 1: Partial Hospitalization Services - Distinct service

utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY20191 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 2 10 0 0 0 0 12
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 2 11 1 0 0 0 14
SFY2019)3 (Jan toMar) 0 0 2 14 0 0 0 0 16
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 3 15 0 0 0 0 18
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 0 0 6 36 1 0 0 0 43
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 0 0 1 7 0 0 0 0 8
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 1 0 0 10 0 0 0 0 11
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 1 0 5 9 0 0 0 0 15
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 2 0 14 7 0 0 0 0 23
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 4 0 20 27 0 0 0 0 51
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 2 0 20 22 2 0 1 0 47
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 2 0 22 33 8 0 1 0 66
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 39 39 6 0 0 0 84
SFY2021 Distindtotal Utilizers 3 0 66 76 11 0 1 0 157
Partial Hospitalization Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
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Partial Hospitalization Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
SFY14D1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only Scale:
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Partial Hospitalization. There are no services in Region 2, or 6
and very limited services in 1, 5, 7. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of Partial Hospitalization.
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Table 1. IHCBS - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.
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Intensive Home/Community Based Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
SFY19)1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Intensive Home/Community Based Services. There are very
limited services across the state with only services in Regions 3 and 4. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in

use of Intensive/Home and Community based services.
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Behavioral Health Day Treatment

Table 1: Day Treatment - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 | Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF@tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2019)1 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2014)4 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@1 (Jul toSep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 1 1 1 0 7 0 10
SFY202®3 (Jan to Mar) 1 0 1 5 3 1 13 0 24
SFY202®@4 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 2 6 7 2 14 1 32
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 1 0 2 7 8 3 20 1 42
SFY202D1 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 4 10 4 8 0 26
SFY2020)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 1 11 2 6 0 20
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 1 11 1 9 0 22
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 0 0 0 6 20 5 17 0 48
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Behavioral Health Day Treatment: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale:
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Day Treatment. There are no services in Regions 1, 2, or 3 and
very limited services in 4, 5, 6 and 7. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of Behavioral Health Day
Treatment.
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Table 1: Crisis Services - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2018)1 (Jul to Sep) 14 5 9 27 4 10 74 0 143
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 13 10 14 28 7 13 52 1 138
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 10 6 8 22 7 14 51 0 118
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 28 5 18 14 17 10 32 0 124
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 56 23 47 73 33 42 180 1 455
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 24 10 12 18 10 13 65 0 152
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 26 18 14 32 16 11 69 0 186
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 20 14 11 31 21 11 67 0 175
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 23 8 9 21 17 12 63 0 153
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 75 43 45 95 61 46 239 0 604
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 12 5 9 16 12 7 57 0 118
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 13 3 15 14 12 5 58 1 121
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 19 9 12 19 16 13 54 0 142
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 38 16 31 49 38 23 166 1 362
Crisis Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter Scale:
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Crisis Services: Distinct Utilizers by Quarter
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Crisis services. There are crisis services in every region, but they
remain very limited and have decreased this SFY in comparison to previous years. QMIA will continue to monitor

the trends in use of Crisis Services.
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Table 1: CFT Meeting - Distinct service utilizers per

Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 | Region7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY2018)1 (Jul to Sep) 9 4 9 10 10 0 11 0 53
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 6 4 6 7 5 4 9 0 41
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 9 5 5 4 4 2 6 0 35
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 5 6 4 1 9 4 3 0 32
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 27 16 20 22 23 8 28 0 144
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 11 4 6 4 10 1 2 0 38
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 22 3 9 14 11 5 25 0 89
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 16 6 9 17 5 14 42 0 109
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 24 13 11 13 9 13 39 0 122
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 59 19 30 41 3 25 105 0 312
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 30 12 19 24 17 17 35 0 154
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 51 9 20 21 13 10 41 0 165
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 21 9 14 25 26 13 31 0 139
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 70 21 51 60 48 36 98 0 384
Child and Family InteDisciplinary Team Meeting
180 Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY19Q1 to SFY203, Ages 0to 17 Only
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Child and Family InteDisciplinary Team Meeting Scale:

Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY191 to SFY203, Ages 0 to 17 Only 0-60
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It is expected that all children and youth who meet criteria for YES will receive services that include a Child
Family Team (CFT). The number of CFT services has increased in SFY 2021. It is apparent that ciyld and
teaming is not being billed as a Child and Family dDisciplary Team meeting and that this billing code is use
primarily by Targeted Care Coordinators. QMIA will continue to monitor.

What is this data telling us?
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Table 1: Behavior Identification Assessment Services -

Distinct service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 Region 7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY20191 Qul toSep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@1 (Jul to Sep) 0 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 3
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 3 0 1 4 1 0 0 0 9
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 10 0 3 5 0 0 0 0 18
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 12 0 0 2 0 7 0 0 21
SFY?2020 Distinct Total Utilizer, 22 0 4 9 1 7 0 0 43
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 10 0 4 2 0 4 0 0 20
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 14 0 2 1 0 0 0 0 17
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 18 0 2 6 0 0 0 0 26
SFY?2021 Distinct Total Utilizer, 36 0 7 9 0 4 0 0 56
Scale:
Behavior Identification Assessment Services
. Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY19Q1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0 to 17 Only 0-35
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Behavior Identification Assessment Services

Scale:

Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY19Q1 to SFY20D3, Ages 0 to 17 Only 0-20
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Behavior Identification Assessment. There are no services in
Region 2, 5, or 7 and very limited services in 3, 4 and 6. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of Behavior
Identification Assessment Services.
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Table 1. Adaptive Behavior Treatment Services - Distinct

service utilizers per Region/Quarter

Description: This table displays distinct number of members between the ages of 0 to 17, by quarter who utilized the indicated
service between 7/1/2018 to 3/31/2021. Note: Total distinct utilizer count represents an unduplicated (distinct) count of utilizers for
the given state fiscal year across all quarters and/or regions combined. Data as of 5/13/21.

Region 9/
Region 1 Region 2 Region 3 Region 4 | Region5 | Region6 Region 7 Out of Total
State
Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct Distinct
Service Date SF®tr. Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers Utilizers
SFY20191 Qul toSep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019)3 (Jan to Mar) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY201®04 (Apr to Jun) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY2019 Distinct Total Utilizer, 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@1 Jul to Sep) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
SFY202@)2 (Oct to Dec) 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 0 8
SFY202@3 (Jan to Mar) 13 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 21
SFY202@4 (Apr to Jun) 23 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 28
SFY2020 Distinct Total Utilizer 25 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 33
SFY20201 (Jul to Sep) 26 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 27
SFY20202 (Oct to Dec) 25 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 28
SFY20203 (Jan to Mar) 30 0 1 10 0 0 0 0 41
SFY2021 Distinct Total Utilizer 40 0 1 10 0 0 0 0 51
Adaptive Behavior Treatment Services
45 Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY19)1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only
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Adaptive Behavior Treatment Services Scale

Distinct Utilizers by Quarter SFY19D1 to SFY2D3, Ages 0to 17 Only 0-35
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What is this data telling us?

There is no research indicating expected need for Adaptive Behavior Treatment. There are no services in Region
2,5, 6 or 7 and very limited services in 3, 4. QMIA will continue to monitor the trends in use of Adaptive Behavior
Treatment.

QMIA Councilction Items or Recommendations:

6) Action Iltem i Work with Plaintiffs and consultants (Praed, BSU, UnionPoint) to establish YES performance
measures regarding YES services.

7) Recommendation i Request YES partners to develop a plan for increasing service availability and access in all
7 regions with a goal to increase access statewide.
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Medical

Chi l

id

drendés Medicai d -Ps$yahcatimResitientRleToeatment Facility (PRTF)

All new

Medicaid placement requests received have four potential results, including those that are approved, denied,

withdrawn, or technically denied/closed.

il

il

il

f

Approved (A) i Approved for placement in Psychiatric Residential Treatment Facility (PRTF); Medicaid works with

the memberdés family to secure a placement in an approv
Denied(D)i Deni ed pl acement in PRTF; Medicaid works with the
such as Optum Idaho, DBH, or FACS to set up appropriate treatment options.

Withdrawn (W)i Requestor, such as parent, ¢gu a rDdvelapmentalDisabidita s e wo
(DD), if in state custody, decided not to continue with their request (represented below as W/C).

Technically Denied or Closed (C)i Additional information requested, but not received (represented below as W/C)

Psychiatric Residential Treatment Facility (PRTF):

Chart 2
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Table 17: PRTF SFY 2019 and 2020

Jul-18 14 3 8 3 14 26 5 13 8 26
Aug-18 8 3 1 4 8 26 5 15 6 26
Sep-18 14 1 6 7 14 32 9 15 8 32
Oct-18 22 2 14 6 29 41 18 8 15 41
Nov-18 19 5 13 1 19 26 13 4 9 26
Dec-18 20 4 8 8 20 48 22 17 9 48
Jan-19 4 0 1 3 4 39 18 12 9 39
Feb-19 25 2 18 5 25 26 13 4 o 26
Mar-19 40 8 19 13 40 38 20 6 12 38
Apr-19 25 5 11 9 o5 37 13 11 13 37
May-19 42 6 14 22 42 16 4 8 4 16
Jun-19 32 4 18 10 32 34 12 13 9 34
Total 43 131 01 265 152 113 111 376
Pefrcotigf of 16.2% 49 .4% 34.3% 40.4% 30.1% 29.5%

Table 18: PRTF SFYTD 2021- through Q3

Juk20 15 9 5 1 15
Aug20 22 16 5 1 22
Sep20 38 27 11 0 38
Oct 20 25 13 6 6 25
Now20 30 13 10 7 30
Dec20 42 22 14 6 42
Jan-21 13 7 6 1 14
Feb-21 33 13 20 7 40

March- 21 21 8 13 9 30

Total 239 128 90 38 256

Percent of Total 50.0% 35.2% 14.8%

By the end of Q3 SFY 2021, Medicaid had received a total of 239r equest s for Chil drenés M
placement. During SFY 2021 there have been 256 determinations: 90 have been approved (35.2%) 128 have
been denied (50%), 38 have been withdrawn or closed for technical reasons (14.8%). The difference between the

51



number of applications and determinations is that there were applications from the previous FY which were not

determined until this FY.

What is this data telling us?

There has been a trend over the past 2-plus years of both increasing applications and an increasing
percentage of denials. These increased number of applications may be due to increases in the population
and/or increased information available on how to access services. The root cause of the increase in the
percentage of denials has not been analyzed.

Table 19: PRTF Admits and discharges per month

Admits 5 9 10 10

10

98

Discharges| 3 3 3 4

55

Table 20: Timeliness of PRTF Decisions

Children’s Medicaid Timeliness Data SFY 2021 (i3: January 1- March 31, 2021
The below data set represents 70 applications received between January 1-March 31 with final decision
of “approved” or “denied”. There were 22 additional applications received during this time frame that

were closed, withdrawn or deemed technical denials. Total applications received: 32.

Approvals n=38

Days (cal) from completed EPSDT
application received to NOD? sent

Days # Applications
0-30 19
31-80 15
61-90 4 (2 SR2)
91-120 0

Denials n=32

LA MNotice of Decision (NOD) is sent out on the date the parent/guardianis informally notified of the

decision via phone call.

A Second Review (SR} occurs when it is discovered (following a denial, usually at the treatment team
meeting) that there may be additional information to demonstrate medical necessity and potentially
lead to an approval. When a second review is requested, this can add length to the application process.
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Table 21:

Medicaid hospitalization

Hospitalization Admits per month (Medicaid is reporting hospital admits for 21 years of age and under)

SFY 2019 109 | 144 | 155 | 189 | 183 | 150 | 180 | 146 | 175 | 194 | 192 | 133 | 1950
SFY 2020 | 140 | 132 | 171 | 169 | 186 | 174 | 202 | 230 | 199 | 179 | 212 | 182 | 2176
SFYTD 2021 | 188 | 207 | 184 | 209 | 201 | 155 | 181 | 213 | 248 1786

250

Number of Admissions

Acute Admissions for 21 and Under July 20D&cember 2020

230

109

Jul-18

Aug-18
Sep-18
Oct-18
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Jan-19
Feb-19
Mar-19
Jun-19
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May-19

Month and Year

Jan-20
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Jul-20

Jun-20
Aug-20

Sep-20

On average there continues to be a notable trend for more acute admissions per month:
1 SFY 2019 1,950/12=163
1 SFY 2020 2,176 /12 =181
1 SFYTD 2021 1,786/9=198

This may be due partially to increases in population

Oct-20
Nov-20

Dec-20
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6. YES DBH Service Utilization

Background: DBH provides some ¢ h i | dnreetal [iealth services not currently provided by Medicaid/Optum: Vouchered
Respite, Wraparound, Parenting with Love and Limits (PLL), State Hospital South (SHS), and residential placements paid
for by DBH (for children and youth who are not Medicaid eligible or who have Medicaid but were denied placement in
PRTF).

DBH Vouchered Respite

The Childrenés Ment al Heal th Voucher Respite Care program
emotional disturbance to provide short-term or temporary respite care by friends, family, or other individualsint he f ami |
support system. Through the voucher program, families pay an individual directly for respite services and are then
reimbursedby t he di vi s iAsinglewvoucher maymhaissted for.up to $600 for six months per child. Two

vouchers can be issued per child per year.

Table 22- SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

2 3 1 0 2 2 3 1 2 2 16
3 2 3 3 0 4 8 5 7 8 40
4 16 11 17 3 0 12 4 11 3 77
5 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1
6 0 3 4 1 2 4 5 4 6 29
7 36 32 16 35 34 40 49 38 37 317
Total Clients 66 56 44 47 45 68 72 66 60 524

DBH Wraparound Intensive Services (WInS)

It is estimated that approximately 1,350 children and youth in Idaho may need Wraparound services. During SFY 2020,
335 children and youth received Wrapround services and since the initial implementation of Wrapround in Idaho, in
January of 2018, 456 children and families have received WInS.

Table 23: WInS- SFY 20 and SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

SFY 2020 62 34 21 24 53 32 45 36 26 32 29 17 335
SFYTD 2021 19 16 34 |23 |24 24 19 25 27 155

DBH Parenting with Love and Limits (PLL)

The evidence-based practice called Parenting with Love and Limits (PLL) is offered through the regional DBH CMH clinics
in regions across the state.
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Table 24: PLL SFY 20 and SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

SFY 2020 16 | 17 13 11 8 6 18 | 13 9 12 3 12 137
SFYTD 2021 5 3 6 4 5 5 4 8 6 47

The number of families receiving PLL has trended downward substantially for SFYTD 2021

DBH Residential placements:

Table 25: Residential SFY 20 and SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

SFY 2020

SFYTD 2021 9 9 14 NA* 13 14 15 12 10 20
1 * Data for October is not available as there was a change in how data was being collected.

DBH experienced an increased number of residential placements SFYTD 2021 vs SFY 2020 Quarters 1 and 2. * Data for
October is missing due to a change in the WITS system

DBH State Hospital South (SHS):

Table 26: SHS SFY 20 and SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

17 24

18 22 21 21
28 24 30 NA* 19 20 16 19 17 65

DBH experienced an increased number of admissions SFY 2021 Q1 vs SFY 2020 Q1. Admissions for Q3 2021 are very
similar to the admissions from 2020.

DBH SHS Readmission Incidents (not unique individuals)

Table 26a: SFY 17 - 20 and SFYTD 21 (Q1- Q3)

Readmission 30 days or less 0 0 0 1 0
Readmission 310 90 day 5 6 2 3 0
Readmission 90 to 180 days 4 1 6 2 0
Readmissionl81to 365 days 5 6 7 4 0
Readmission more than 365 days 11 9 9 7 3
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DBH has been tracking the trend of readmissions incidents for SHS. It is notable that the number of incidents within 30
days has been extremely low. The only year in which there was a readmission within 30 days was 2020 and the rate of
readmission for that year is still 1% (1/101=.99%). The rate for 31-90 days is 4% (1 + 3/ 101 = 3.96%). It is also notable
that the number of readmission incidents has declined steadily over the past 4 years.

SHS has now closed its adolescent unit and a new State Hospital facility (State Hospital West) began accepting
adolescent admissions in May 2021. The QMIA-Q report will begin adding in State Hospital West data in Q4.

DBH 20-511A:

The number of 20-511A court ordered cases dropped overall from an annual high of 598 in 2016 to 373 in 2020.
The number of 20-511A court orders for SFY 2020 (373) is a drop of 21% compared to SFY 2019.

Chart 4: Annual # of Court Ordered 20-511A, SFY 2015- 2020

Total 20511A Court Orderd
by State Fiscal Year

800
600 8
3
400 373
200
0
2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021

Table 27: 20-511A SFYTD 2021 as of end of Q3

[ Region | SFYTD Total |
25
4

17
48
35
12
47
Total 188

N[OOI WIN|F-

If the current trend continues, SFY21 could end up being substantially below 300 total.
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7. YES Partners data

Family and Community Services (FACS)

DBH and FACS are working together on a plan for including data on children and youth in foster care in future QMIA-Q
reports. We will be collaborating on data that will allow us to assess children in foster care who have had a CANS. The
data is delayed this quarter based on some changes in the FACS Division but will included in future QMIA-Q reports.

Table 28 SFYTD 2021 # ofidren in Foster Care by month

Month July Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb March

Children in Care 1635 1653 1659 1683 1690 1693 1699 1763 1725

Note: Counts in the above chart have been updated to reflect point-in-time data pulled from the new FACS data system
for all completed quarters of SFY2021 to date. Variances in counts from prior reports are due to a combination of system
and methodology changes for FACS data collection and reporting in the new system.

State Department of Education (SDE)

On page 59 is an infographic describing Special Education services in Idaho. In 2020 3.94% (1,412) of children
served through Special Education wereidenti f i ed as havi ng fAEmotdi.o nTahle rBee hnaavyi
be some children and youth with EmotionalBe havi or all D i Mulapte disabilitiesdcatégbng (2.00% of
children served). In comparing the percentage receiving Special education related emotional disorders in Idaho

to other states the national percentage for 2019-2020 was 5.27% nationally.

Full details of this report can be found at the following link: https://www.sde.idaho.gov/sped/public-
reporting/files/osep/OSEP-Fast-Facts-School-aged-children-5-thru-21-served-under-part-B-IDEA. pdf
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