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The Out-of-State Placement Summary reports the number of clients with an out of state address 
that receive services in Kansas by age category, funder and region.  The report is based off of 

paid claims. 
 
 

AGGREGATE ANALYSIS REPORT 
          Final 

 
Reporting Period                          FROM:  July 1, 2008 TO:  June 30, 2009 
    Conclusion includes annual summary for FY2009 
 
Unit/Team/Department:  
PIHP Quality Improvement 
 
Topic/Project:   
Out of State Placement Report 
       Out of State Placement Summary (VO #28, Grid Row #5)  
 
Monitoring Standard: 
42 CFR 438.240 Quality Assessment and Performance Improvement Program 
42 CFR 438.240(c) Performance Measurement and Improvement 
42 CFR 438.240(e) Program Review by the State 
 
Goal:  
The PIHP will track and report quarterly to SRS/AAPS all clients that seek out of state services.  
 
Objectives:  
To assure the documentation is capturing this data 
To evaluate for trends that may require system intervention 
To allow data to be presented consistently for Committee evaluation and response 
 
Data Collection Activities:  
Data was collected from ValueOptions CareConnect claims. The Out-of-State Placement 
Summary reports the number of clients that seek out of state services.  The details of the report 
include region break-out, service level assessed, number of clients, and frequency (units). 
 
Results:  
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FY2009 Adults: 
 

FY2009 Adolescents: 
 

 
Conclusions:  
 
FY2009 Annual Summary: 
 

• In FY2009, there were reported thirty-four (34) total out-of-state members served.   
o All of these members were Medicaid members. 
o Fourteen (14) were adults and twenty (20) were adolescents. 

• Of the fourteen (14) adults served: 
o Eight (8) were reported from Wichita region 
o Four (4) were reported from Kansas City region 
o Two (2) were reported from the Northeast region 
o None were reported from the West, South Central or Southeast regions  

• Of the twenty (20) adolescents served: 
o Eight (8) were reported from Wichita region 
o Seven (7) were reported from Kansas City region 
o Three (3) were reported from the Northeast region 
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o Two (2) were reported from the Southeast region 
o None were reported from the West or South Central regions  

• The services (in units) for these clients in FY2009 were: 
o Assessment (Adults 5 units/Adolescent 7 units) 
o Outpatient Group (Adults 320 units/Adolescents 1,596 units) 
o Outpatient Individual (Adults 316 units/Adolescents 657 units) 
o Adolescent IOP (62 units).  There were no IOP services reported for Adults. 

• When reviewing the service units reported for FY2009, the total units served in 
decreasing order are: 

o Adolescent Outpatient Group (1,596 units) 
o Adolescent Outpatient Individual (657 units) 
o Adult Outpatient Group (320 units) 
o Adult Outpatient individual (316 units) 
o Adolescent IOP (62 units) 
o Adolescent Assessment (7 units) 
o Adult Assessment (5 units) 

• Based upon the service units reported above, the number of units for adolescents appears 
high compared to the adults’ service units when you consider 59% of those served were 
adolescents and 41% were adults.    

• The outpatient service units appeared to increase dramatically third and fourth quarters 
particularly for adolescents.    

 
Preliminary Recommendations to Committee: 
 

• It is recommended to the Committee that data trending continue.  
• It is also recommended that ValueOptions investigate the Adolescent service units 

reported for third and fourth quarter and see if targeted outreach to provider(s) is needed.  
ValueOptions had already conducted targeted outreach for a specific provider 
related to Adolescent Outpatient Group numbers.     

• Approval by the Committee is also requested to share this aggregate analysis at the 
Regional QI meeting and to be posted on the ValueOptions website for public access.  

 
Date Presented to SQC:  11/5/2009                       BY: Kim Brown 
 
Recommendations from the Committee for action:   Recommendation and changes made by 
the SQC to the Preliminary Recommendations are noted above in bold. 
 
Person Responsible to follow-up and date due:  Kim Brown   Due:  2/4/10 
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