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Q. How is this child count data gathered? 

KH. It is a single-day count on December 1. Due to babies coming in and out of the Part C 
programs, the estimated ‘real’ count of children served is often as much as 15% higher or more. 

Q. What kinds of options do states have for definitions of developmental delay and how 
common is it for a state to change their definition once one is in place? 

KH. My anecdotal feel is that states are restricting definitions lately to save cost. 

ES. Kathy is correct that a number of states’ eligibility definitions have been revised to increase 
percent delay or standard deviations. States are also re-thinking the inclusion of at-risk infants and 
toddlers. With the increasing number of children served, states are looking at these types of changes 
to address cost-containment and other issues in the Part C program. 

Q. Why are the general numbers of children served increasing over time? 

KH. I think states may be better off answering that question on a single-state basis, I don’t know 
that anyone has a clear national picture about that, or I’m not aware of a good national study that 
addresses this question. 

Q. Where can I find information about Child Find? 

CB. Carl Dunst has done a significant amount of child find research, and may address this in his 
upcoming presentation in this series. 

ES. The APR analysis of the child find indicators C5 and C6 may offer some answers as to the 
types of improvement activities used by states to meet their targets for child find. 

KH. Also the NECTAC Notes publication that analyzes state definitions has a lot of insight on 
how states are defining their eligibility criteria.  

ES. We hope to update this publication in the near future. 

• Part C Indicator 5: http://www.nectac.org/~pdfs/partc/part-c_sppapr_08.pdf#page=41  
• Part C Indicator 6: http://www.nectac.org/~pdfs/partc/part-c_sppapr_08.pdf#page=50  
• State and Jurisdictional Eligibility Definitions for Infants and Toddlers With Disabilities Under 

IDEA (NECTAC Notes 21): http://www.nectac.org/~pdfs/pubs/nnotes21.pdf  
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Q. Why is there a flat-line among percentage of population of black (not Hispanic) 
children served since 2002? 

CB. My theory would be that it is somehow poverty-related. Over the past decade, we’ve seen 
funding decreases for programs that are designed to serve children below the poverty line.   

KH. I think we would expect to see children in poverty over-represented in developmental delay 
due to related risk-factors like low birth weight that would place poverty as a clear indicator of at-
risk. There’s no question that black and Hispanic children are over-represented in families affected 
by poverty, so why is the percentage served continuing to be lower? I suppose an alternate 
explanation is that black children are clustered in certain states, like the south where states, overall 
are serving lower percentages of the population, so it may be related to geography. Those states 
have been serving the lowest percentage of children for years, so why the flat-line is more recent is a 
good question. I think it has huge implications for child find in terms of who is simply not being 
reached. 

Q. Is there information on children who are referred but determined not to be eligible for 
services? 

KH. There are also missing data on children found eligible but whose families don’t pursue service, or don’t 
pursue it long enough to be counted. 

Q. Social-behavioral delays seem to be on the rise. How is that defined? Is this a change 
in classification? 

KH. Children can be counted as having more than one characteristic on the chart, and these counts 
are based on how many characteristics the child displayed at entry. This chart does not necessarily 
display what children end up receiving services for during their time in Part C. Sometimes when 
children are in the eligibility determination phase, they may not always identify the other 
characteristics, but focus only on the primary reason for referral. This is especially the case for 
diagnoses like Down syndrome. We’ve been looking at the emergence of autism as a diagnostic 
process, and we know more about it now. I’d expect that with newer data, we would see a rise in 
autism as a reason for referral, where it may have been called social-emotional or communication 
delays in the past. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

For more information on this document or the Webinar series it was derived from, please visit 
http://www.nectac.org/~calls/2010/earlypartc/earlypartc.asp  
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