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Comment [2]: D is defined on the previous page
as “# children referred out.” Obviously, this is not
the same as number of children with identified need.
According to your notes, E is a subset of D, but C is
NOT a subset of E. Therefore it is not clear what
C+E/D will actually show. In our call (3/24/05) you
suggested that an epidemiological estimate might
work better. That would certainly work, though
locating one specific enough to the population might
prove difficult, and I would prefer something more
specific to your pilot sites if possible.

It is possible that B+ may be a proxy for identified
need, though it is certainly very rough and won’t
capture information on those children receiving
“attention” (surveillance, anticipatory guidance, or
assessment) at the lary level that does not constitute
services. In any event, please keep me informed of
what you decide.

1 was otherwise very impressed with this model and
found it very clear. Thank you.




