Children’s Hearing Aid Pilot Program Advisory Committee
UNAPPROVED ~ Minutes
Children’s Hearing Aid Pilot Program Advisory Committee
December 5, 2013

Committee Members
Present:		Carrie Pereyra (via telephone)
		Lauri Nelson (via telephone)
		Mike Page (via telephone)
		Jeremy Meier
		

Staff Present: 		Rebecca Giles (via telephone)	
		Stephanie McVicar (via telephone)

Absent:		Amy Parks		
		
Note Taker:		Mykio Saracino

	Agenda Item
	Discussion
	Action Needed

	Welcome – Review and approve minutes
	Minutes from September 4, 2013 reviewed. Motion to approve minutes by Carrie.  Motion seconded by Lauri.  Approved by Mike.
	

	Public Comment
	· No public comment
	

	Application Update
	· The program has been up and running for about one month.
· There are two applications that have officially been approved.  One fitting has occurred, and Stephanie is waiting to hear back if the other fitting has happened yet.
· The biggest struggle has been collecting all of the information for the applications. 
· Stephanie has updated everything on the website, and the program is advertised on the UDOH main website banner.  The banner has a link that takes you directly to the CHAPP website, which has all of the forms and information about the program.
· The press release was supposed to happen this week, but Stephanie is still waiting for UDOH’s PIO to release the information. 
· Information has also been sent to audiologists throughout the state.  
· There have been two applications approved and three more that are incomplete.  UDOH is working on getting the missing information on those.  We have not received any invoices to be paid yet.  
· There is a spreadsheet that has the children’s demographics and application information.  
· Lauri expressed concern about the low number of applicants.  Mike recommends giving it another month, and then determine if we need to send out another announcement in mid-January.
	

	Questions that have been posed
	· There was an issue with one application where the child was wearing a set of loaners.  The audiologist had made a set of earmolds for the child, but the family was wondering when they need new earmolds later on, if CHAPP would cover it.  Stephanie told this family that CHAPP would cover it. 
· There was another child who had hearing aids.  One of the child’s hearing aids was lost and replaced under warranty.  The same hearing aid was chewed up by the dog.  Stephanie asked the audiologist to get an action plan for care of the hearing aids before replacement would be considered.  The family created an action plan.
· Mike suggests that if Stephanie is confident in making a decision on her own, he would support that. Mike would like audiologists to make sure that the recommended families are going to be a good fit for this program, including caring properly for hearing aids.  The committee agrees.  
	

	CHAPP Evaluation Process
	· The committee is required to report to the HHS committee after the first year (July 2014) and then at the end of the pilot (August 2015).
· We want to make a case that these funds should be continued on an ongoing basis to meet unmet needs of children within the state. 
· We need to paint a picture to show where the deficits are and show that this program is something that fills those gaps.  
· We need to look at how we are going to report to the legislature and also what we would like to see in the progress reports from the audiologists. 
· Lauri would like to see what percentages of children born with hearing loss within the time of this project were able to benefit from this project.
· Mike would like to see the number of children born during the pilot, the percentage of those children with confirmed hearing loss, the number of those with hearing loss who received hearing aids, and the cost factors.   
· One task is to determine who the members of the legislative committee that we are reporting to including names, legislative roles, and professions. 
· The second task is to compile data on live births, percentage of live births identified with hearing loss, and the payment method for hearing aids. 
· Stephanie is concerned about the accuracy of the data because there is a lag in the system with data collection.
· We should also pull the original data from Rich.
· Find out what the initial arguments were from the person who sponsored the bill. 
· Lauri suggests finding out the reason for those children with confirmed hearing loss who did not receive any amplification.
· Each year there are approximately 100 children diagnosed with hearing loss.  Jeremy thinks that in order to determine whether or not the children received any sort of amplification, we would need to submit an IRB and research each individual child both retrospectively over the past three years and also prospectively for the duration of the pilot.  This would be helpful in determining children that could have potentially benefitted from this program.
· Rebecca suggests determining what exactly we need and looking into other sources before going through the IRB process.  A lot of the data that we are looking for might be available in Rich’s information.   
· We still need to determine what we are requesting for the progress report from the audiologists.  We can talk about this next time. 
· [bookmark: _GoBack]The group will take a look at the task list and identify tasks that can be done before the next meeting so we can move this discussion forward when we meet again.  
	

	Future meetings
	Mykio will send out a meeting wizard for a meeting in January.
	

	Adjourn
	3:30 pm
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