CAAI Kick Off Meeting- Break Out 2- Region7 & 8


Facilitator: Lauren Raskin Ramos

MCHB Rep: Michelle Lawler

1. Identify specific areas that you think it would be helpful for the various programs of CAAI to exchange information or share practices in your region and nationally to maximize the success of the overall program.
· Missouri already shares well because they are small group that already work together
· They have meeting and teleconferences and weekly calls structured within the LEND program- informal communication.

· Strong connection between Title V and Lend programs because offices are close to each other.
· IA, MO, KS, SD, NE have a consortium of LENDS that hold a regional conference in the fall of each year to discuss primarily leadership topics.

· Talk on informal basis about training.  Couple Teleconference seminars 

· How do we involve those that may not be a part of the network or try to interact with those programs?
· Need some synthesis of information across all the meetings, groups, and resource centers. (A more topical approach).

· There is not a god understanding of the various limitations of legislation and programs.

· What is the national picture? Who has what legislation and what impact does that have on the states?  What is the reality of the plans?

· We don’t have guidelines for interventions. Region needs a list of what we DO know about interventions and intervention program legislation.

· Need to learn from what other states have done.  More about what you got done rather than how you got it done.

2.  What strategies can each of the programs in the overall CAAI effort implement to help maintain a collaborative and mutually strengthening set of relationships across various programs?
· Consideration of additional regional meetings to address common issues.
· Telehealth- Twice a year have a round table discussion with LEND programs and CSHCN folks around a certain topic of common interest

· Bring in interested parties from each of the states to have an organized dialogue on of the issues listed below.

· Utilize telehealth or other webinar technologies
· Bring in State Title V Director

· AMCHP and MCHB Regional Calls- 

· Most regions have MCH calls with  MCH Directors and CSHCN. 
· Many have expanded the call audience to include families and epidemiologists

· The questions that come up the most- What are other states doing in this area?
· MCHB TA- Opportunity to coordinate activities among states and regions.
· Will AUCD and AMCHP coordinate what information put on the website?  

· Maybe put a discussion board for discussion.

· Divide website by topic.

· Link to ideas/topics relevant to CSHCN on the resource center

3.  What suggestions do you have for what MCHB and the TA Providers can do to facilitate, encourage and promote widespread collaboration across the CAAI programs and other potential partners interested in Autism Spectrum Disorders and related Developmental Disabilities?
· Leadership Education Adolescent Health Program (LEAH) in Minnesota, Indiana, UCSF, Boston, Hopkins, Rochester, Baylor in TX

· Want to work more closely with LENDS on the transition issues.

· Feel like they have been a little left out for input on how to make programs stronger.
· Need a resource mapping from MCHB which maps where all the investments and provides abstracts about their work.

· TVIS- Contains all state applications and state snapshots
· One section that lists all the funded projects in your state with links and information about each
· ASD vs. other developmental disabilities 

· Needs to be clarified for data purposes
· Would be useful for LENDS to know what AIR P and AIR B programs are doing
· Easy access to information about what states are doing in LEND programs.
· Evaluation Needs:

· BRFS Survey

· Understanding other data source they could possibly use

4.  What do you project to be this program’s greatest national impact over the life of the program?
· The conversations the states and programs are having between each other and amongst each other because it helps people build on each other's work

· If more timely diagnosis is achieved, an unmet need for more services will arise.
· Standardization and dissemination of tools, research, and evidence based programs.  

· UT- LEND supplement has opened the dialogue around autism creating more synergy around all the state programs.

Broad Topics of Importance:

· Evidence Based Interventions Issues: creating standards, defining what that means.  

· CA: expects to produce a report in June of 09 in program best practices around autism.
· Not enough data exists around autism.
· Public Awareness
· Screening

· Tools

· Who is doing it?  How?

· How do you pay for it?
· Diagnostics

· Ongoing therapies/treatments
· Insurance
· Best Practices
· Family Involvement
· Adult Outcomes/Transition

· Data currently on those diagnosed as children on DSM-3
· MODEL: Issues, Solutions, Model Programs
· Technology and serving rural populations
· Training Needs (for staff and families)

· How far do we push certain topics or encourage other agencies to step up.
· Autism in Minority populations

· Delay in diagnosis?

· Cultural issues?

· Utility of screening tools
· ASD vs. other developmental disabilities 

· Needs to be clarified for data purposes
