Appendix: Study Methodology

This report applies the methodology used in the
State Scorecard on Health System Performance,
prepared for The Commonwealth Fund
Commission on a High Performance Health
System, to measure child health care systems in all
50 states and the District of Columbia. The 13 key
indicators used are organized into five dimensions
that capture critical aspects of child health system
performance: access, quality, costs, equity, and the

potential to lead healthy lives.

1. Access includes rates of insurance coverage
for all children and for children at or below
200 percent of the federal poverty level. Data
are two-year averages from the U.S. Census
Bureau Current Population Surveys, from
2007 and 2006.

2. Quality includes indicators that measure
three related components: receipt of the
“right care,” coordinated care, and patient-
centered care. Four of the seven quality
indicators are taken from the State Scorecard
and the remaining three are from the National
Survey of Children’s Health, 2003, and the
National Survey of Children with Special
Health Care Needs, 2001. Data for both
surveys were assembled and analyzed by the
Child and Adolescent Health Measurement
Initiative and are available at htep://www.
childhealthdata.org/content/Default.aspx.

3. Costs includes annual per capita personal
health spending and annual private health
insurance premiums. Data are taken from
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Ser-
vices National Health Statistics Group and the
Kaiser Family Foundation’s State Health Facts,
available at http://www.statehealthfacts.org/.

4. Equity includes differences in performance
associated with family income level, type
of insurance, or race or ethnicity. The two
outcome measures used were percent of
children with a medical home and percent of
children with at least one preventive medical
and dental visit in the past year. Data are
taken from the State Scorecard.

5. Potential to Lead Healthy Lives includes
indicators that measure the degree to which
a state supports children’s potential to live
long and healthy lives. The two indicators
include infant mortality rates and rates of
young children at risk for developmental
delays. The mortality data are from the State
Scorecard and developmental delay risk data
are from the National Survey of Children’s
Health, 2003.
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Indicators

For each indicator, the Appendix tables rank the
best-performing state to the worst-performing.
Indicator tables include actual data and ranks.
Indicators were selected to be consistent with
measures of health system performance as laid
out by The Commonwealth Fund Commission
on a High Performance Health System. However,
state-level indicators to measure health care safety,
duplicative services, receipt of inappropriate
care, insurance administration overhead, and
information system capacity are lacking for
children’s care. Further, many quality metrics
for child health care are still in development and
are not available at the state level. Thus, these
quality indicators are merely a subset to be

expanded over time.

Dimensions

States are ranked on each indicator and then on
the average of their ranking across indicators
within each dimension. States are then sorted by
this average rank to determine the final state rank
for each dimension. The tables below display the

state rankings for each dimension.

Table 1.1 State Ranking on Health System

Performance by Dimension

Table 2.1 Access: Adequate Health Coverage for
Children

Table 3.1 Quality: Getting Right Care, Coordinated
Care, and Family-Centered Care

Table 4.1 Family Costs of Health Care

Table 5.1 Equitable Care: Disparities by Income,
Insurance Status, and Race/Ethnicity

Table 6.1 Potential to Lead Healthy Lives

Overall Rankings

The final state rankings for each dimension are
averaged and then sorted to determine final overall
rankings. See Appendix Table 1.1 for the overall
state rankings. This approach gives each dimension
equal weight and, within dimensions, weights all
indicators equally. We use average rankings for
this report because we believe that this approach
is easily understandable. This method has been
established to assess quality of care at the state
level across multiple indicators (e.g., National
Scorecard, State Scorecard, Jencks et al., Journal of
the American Medical Association, 2003).>

EqQuity Scores
Equity scores examine the percentage-point
difference, or “gaps,” for each vulnerable subgroup
(e.g., minority, low-income, uninsured) compared
with the U.S. average for the full population for
two indicators: percent of children with a medical
home and percent of children with at least one
preventive medical and dental visit in the past year.
States are ranked by the gap on each indicator and
then the average of the rankings on each indicator
determines a state’s ranking across all indicators
separately for race/ethnicity equity, income equity,
and insurance equity. The average of state rankings
across the equity groups is sorted to determine the

overall equity ranking.
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Table 1.1 State Ranking on Health System Performance by Dimension

Potential to
Overall Access | Quality Cost Equity Lead Healthy Rank Order
Lives
Cl)‘\;ir;,” State A\'Rir:f’ € Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank cl)z\;?\rf:ll State A‘;‘Zﬁ? €

15 Alabama 20.6 9 10 8 28 48 1 lowa 10.4
42  Alaska 32.0 27 44 47 29 13 2 Vermont 11.6
47  Arizona 35.6 46 46 2 49 35 3 Maine 14
44  Arkansas 32.8 27 42 1 46 48 4 Massachusetts 14.2
34 California 29.6 40 41 12 40 15 5 Ohio 17.6
34 Colorado 29.6 48 36 17 42 5 6 Hawaii 17.8
14 Connecticut 20.4 23 3 49 6 21 6 New Hampshire 17.8
37 Delaware 30.2 38 19 40 20 34 8 Rhode Island 18.4
32 District of Columbia 28.8 8 32 51 15 38 9 Kentucky 19.2
50 Florida 40.6 51 37 34 43 38 10 Kansas 19.6
38 Georgia 31.0 37 29 6 36 47 10 Wisconsin 19.6

6 Hawaii 17.8 6 26 5 11 41 12 Michigan 19.8
33 Idaho 29.2 33 48 7 45 13 13 Nebraska 20.2
39 lllinois 31.2 36 31 25 26 38 14 Connecticut 20.4
22 Indiana 24.0 17 12 28 30 33 15 Alabama 20.6

1 lowa 10.4 2 2 12 19 17 16 South Dakota 224
10 Kansas 19.6 12 17 16 30 23 16 Wyoming 22.4

9 Kentucky 19.2 13 21 32 12 18 18 Pennsylvania 22.6
48 Louisiana 37.2 40 45 17 33 51 18 Washington 22.6

3 Maine 14.0 14 5 46 3 2 20 West Virginia 23.2
28 Maryland 26.0 35 24 31 12 28 21 North Dakota 23.4

4 Massachusetts 14.2 1 1 47 2 20 22 Indiana 24
12 Michigan 19.8 3 15 28 17 36 23 Minnesota 24.2
23 Minnesota 24.2 19 21 36 38 7 24 Virginia 24.4
49  Mississippi 39.6 43 47 10 48 50 25 New York 24.8
29  Missouri 26.2 25 33 17 27 29 26 Tennessee 252
30 Montana 26.6 46 38 12 22 15 27 Utah 25.6
13 Nebraska 20.2 31 7 22 23 18 28 Maryland 26
45 Nevada 34.4 48 50 2 51 21 29 Missouri 26.2

6 New Hampshire 17.8 24 14 40 7 4 30 Montana 26.6
41 New Jersey 318 42 29 43 16 29 31 North Carolina 26.8
39 New Mexico 31.2 44 49 12 41 10 31 District of Columbia 28.8
25 New York 24.8 16 28 45 8 27 33 Idaho 29.2
31 North Carolina 26.8 39 13 11 25 46 34 California 29.6
21 North Dakota 23.4 30 25 21 32 9 34 Colorado 29.6

5 Ohio 17.6 5 8 34 10 31 36 South Carolina 29.8
51 Oklahoma 40.8 33 51 26 49 45 37 Delaware 30.2
42  Oregon 32.0 26 39 24 47 24 38 Georgia 31
18 Pennsylvania 22.6 17 9 42 8 37 39 lllinois 31.2

8 Rhode Island 18.4 3 4 49 5 31 39 New Mexico 31.2
36 South Carolina 29.8 20 35 20 33 41 41 New Jersey 318
16 South Dakota 224 27 16 22 36 11 42 Alaska 32
26 Tennessee 252 15 18 26 24 43 43 Oregon 32
46 Texas 35.2 50 42 28 44 12 44 Arkansas 32.8
27 Utah 25.6 44 40 2 39 3 45 Nevada 34.4

2 Vermont 11.6 6 6 44 1 1 46 Texas 35.2
24 Virginia 24.4 31 23 8 35 25 47  Arizona 35.6
18 Washington 22.6 21 34 32 20 6 48 Louisiana 37.2
20 West Virginia 23.2 11 19 39 4 43 49  Mississippi 39.6
10 Wisconsin 19.6 9 11 38 14 26 50 Florida 40.6
16 Wyoming 22.4 22 27 37 18 8 51 Oklahoma 40.8

* Final rank for overall health system performance across five dimensions.
Source: The Commonwealth Fund’s calculations based on state’s rankings on access, quality, cost, healthy lives, and equity dimensions.
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Table 2.1 Access: Adequate Health Coverage for Children

State Variation 2005-2006 Alphabetical Order Rank Order
Top 5 States Average 41 Rank State Average Rank  Rank State Average Rank
All States Average %9 9 Alabama 10 1 Massachusetts 15
All States Median zro 27  Alaska 275 2 lowa 25
Bottom 5 States Average 47.7 Py i 3 Michigan 5
27 Arkansas 275 3 Rhode Island 5
40 California 39 5 Ohio 6.5
48 Colorado 47.5 6 Hawaii 75
23 Connecticut 235 6 Vermont 7.5
38 Delaware 345 8 District of Columbia 8.5
8 District of Columbia 8.5 9 Alabama 10
51 Florida 49.5 9 Wisconsin 10
37 Georgia 335 11 West Virginia 135
6 Hawaii 7.5 12 Kansas 14.5
33 Idaho 315 13 Kentucky 15
36 lllinois 33 14 Maine 16
17 Indiana 18 15 Tennessee 16.5
2 lowa 25 16 New York 17.5
12 Kansas 145 17 Indiana 18
13 Kentucky 15 17 Pennsylvania 18
40 Louisiana ) 19 Minnesota 195
14 Maine 16 20 South Carolina 20
35 Maryland 32 21 Washington 21
1 Massachusetts 15 22 Wyoming 23
3 Michigan 5 23 Connecticut 235
19 Minnesota 19.5 24 New Hampshire 24
43  Mississippi 44 25 Missouri 25
25 Missouri 25 26 Oregon 27
46 Montana 46 27 Alaska 275
31 Nebraska 30.5 27 Arkansas 275
48 Nevada 475 27 South Dakota 275
24 New Hampshire 24 30 North Dakota 28
42  New Jersey 415 31 Nebraska 30.5
44 New Mexico 455 31 Virginia 30.5
16 New York 175 33 Idaho 31.5
39 North Carolina 36 33 Oklahoma 315
30 North Dakota 28 35 Maryland 32
5 Ohio 6.5 36 lllinois 33
33 Oklahoma 315 37 Georgia 335
26 Oregon 27 38 Delaware 34.5
17 Pennsylvania 18 39 North Carolina 36
3 Rhode Island 5 40 California 39
20 South Carolina 20 40 Louisiana 39
27 South Dakota 275 42  New Jersey 41.5
15 Tennessee 16.5 43  Mississippi 44
50 Texas 48 44  New Mexico 45.5
44  Utah 45.5 44 Utah 45.5
6 Vermont 75 46  Arizona 46
31 Virginia 30.5 46 Montana 46
21 Washington 21 48 Colorado 47.5
11 West Virginia 135 48 Nevada 47.5
9 Wisconsin 10 50 Texas 48
22 Wyoming 23 51 Florida 49.5
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* Average Rank is the average of the state’s rank across all indicators in the dimension.
Access domain includes: percent of children uninsured and percent of low-income (below 200% of the federal poverty
level) children uninsured.
Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, Annual Social and Economic Supplement, 2006 through 2007.




Table 2.2 Percent of Children at or Below 200% Poverty Who Are
Uninsured, Two Year Average, Ages 0-17

Alphabetical Order Rank Order State Variation 2005-2006

Rank State 2005-2006  Rank State 2005-2006 Top 5 States Average 7.7

13 Alabama 12.5 1 District of Columbia 7.0 All States Average 17.5

28 Alaska 17.4 1 Massachusetts 7.0 All States Median 16.6

44 Arizona 26.0 3 lowa 7.4 Bottom 5 States Average 32.2
23 Arkansas 15.8 4 Ohio 8.2
36 California 20.1 5 Rhode Island 8.9
51 Colorado 345 5 Vermont 8.9
36 Connecticut 20.1 7 South Carolina 9.6
33 Delaware 18.8 8 Kentucky 10.2
1 District of Columbia 7.0 9 Michigan 10.3
50 Florida 335 10 West Virginia 10.4
30 Georgia 18.1 11 Hawaii 12.4
11 Hawaii 124 11 Indiana 12.4
24 |daho 16.3 13 Alabama 125
35 lllinois 19.9 14 New York 12.7
11 Indiana 12.4 15 Tennessee 12.9
3 lowa 7.4 15 Wisconsin 12.9
18 Kansas 13.7 17 Wyoming 13.6
8 Kentucky 10.2 18 Kansas 13.7
39 Louisiana 20.5 19 Maine 13.9
19 Maine 13.9 20 Oregon 14.4
38 Maryland 20.3 21 Pennsylvania 145
1 Massachusetts 7.0 22 Washington 14.9
9 Michigan 10.3 23 Arkansas 15.8
25 Minnesota 16.4 24 Idaho 16.3
42 Mississippi 22.6 25 Minnesota 16.4
27  Missouri 16.7 26 North Dakota 16.6
47 Montana 30.8 27 Missouri 16.7
43 Nebraska 24.1 28 Alaska 17.4
48 Nevada 31.1 29 Oklahoma 17.5
40 New Hampshire 20.6 30 Georgia 18.1
46 New Jersey 30.6 31 North Carolina 18.6
41 New Mexico 219 31 South Dakota 18.6
14 New York 12.7 33 Delaware 18.8
31 North Carolina 18.6 34 Virginia 18.9
26  North Dakota 16.6 35 lllinois 19.9
4  Ohio 8.2 36 California 20.1
29 Oklahoma 175 36 Connecticut 20.1
20 Oregon 14.4 38 Maryland 20.3
21 Pennsylvania 145 39 Louisiana 20.5
5 Rhode Island 8.9 40 New Hampshire 20.6
7 South Carolina 9.6 41 New Mexico 21.9
31 South Dakota 18.6 42 Mississippi 22.6
15 Tennessee 12.9 43 Nebraska 241
45 Texas 28.0 44 Arizona 26.0
48 Utah 31.1 45 Texas 28.0
5 Vermont 8.9 46 New Jersey 30.6
34 Virginia 18.9 47 Montana 30.8
22 Washington 14.9 48 Nevada 311
10 West Virginia 10.4 48 Utah 311
15 Wisconsin 12.9 50 Florida 335
17  Wyoming 13.6 51 Colorado 345

United States 19.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, Annual Social and Economic Supplement,
2006 through 2007.
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Table 2.3 Percent of Children Who Are Uninsured,
Two Year Average, Ages 0-17

State Variation 2005-2006 Alphabetical Order Rank Order
Top 5 States Average 5.6% Rank State 2005-2006  Rank State 2005-2006
All States Average 9.8% 7 Alabama 6.0% 1 Michigan 4.9%
All States Median 9.1% 27 Alaska 9.3% 2  lowa 5.6%
Bottom 5 States Average 18.2% 48 Arizona 16.7% 2 Massachusetts 5.6%
32 Arkansas 10.0% 4 Hawaii 5.8%
42 California 13.1% 5 Rhode Island 5.9%
44  Colorado 14.1% 5 Wisconsin 5.9%
11 Connecticut 6.8% 7 Alabama 6.0%
36 Delaware 11.8% 8 New Hampshire 6.4%
16 District of Columbia 7.5% 9 Ohio 6.6%
49 Florida 18.5% 10 Vermont 6.7%
37 Georgia 11.9% 11 Connecticut 6.8%
4 Hawaii 5.8% 11 Kansas 6.8%
39 Idaho 12.2% 13 Maine 7.0%
31 lllinois 9.8% 14 Minnesota 7.1%
25 Indiana 8.8% 15 Pennsylvania 7.3%
2 lowa 5.6% 16 District of Columbia 7.5%
11 Kansas 6.8% 17 West Virginia 7.6%
22 Kentucky 8.2% 18 Nebraska 7.7%
39 Louisiana 12.2% 18 Tennessee 7.7%
13 Maine 7.0% 20 Washington 7.8%
26 Maryland 9.1% 21 New York 8.0%
2 Massachusetts 5.6% 22 Kentucky 8.2%
1 Michigan 4.9% 23 Missouri 8.3%
14 Minnesota 7.1% 24 South Dakota 8.6%
46  Mississippi 15.1% 25 Indiana 8.8%
23 Missouri 8.3% 26 Maryland 9.1%
45 Montana 14.3% 27 Alaska 9.3%
18 Nebraska 7.7% 27 Virginia 9.3%
47 Nevada 16.6% 29 Wyoming 9.5%
8 New Hampshire 6.4% 30 North Dakota 9.6%
37 New Jersey 11.9% 31 lllinois 9.8%
50 New Mexico 18.9% 32 Arkansas 10.0%
21 New York 8.0% 33 South Carolina 10.5%
41 North Carolina 12.8% 34 Oklahoma 11.7%
30 North Dakota 9.6% 34 Oregon 11.7%
9 Ohio 6.6% 36 Delaware 11.8%
34 Oklahoma 11.7% 37 Georgia 11.9%
34 Oregon 11.7% 37 New Jersey 11.9%
15 Pennsylvania 7.3% 39 Idaho 12.2%
5 Rhode Island 5.9% 39 Louisiana 12.2%
33 South Carolina 10.5% 41 North Carolina 12.8%
24  South Dakota 8.6% 42 California 13.1%
18 Tennessee 7.7% 43 Utah 13.7%
51 Texas 20.1% 44  Colorado 14.1%
43 Utah 13.7% 45 Montana 14.3%
10 Vermont 6.7% 46 Mississippi 15.1%
27 Virginia 9.3% 47 Nevada 16.6%
20 Washington 7.8% 48 Arizona 16.7%
17 West Virginia 7.6% 49 Florida 18.5%
5 Wisconsin 5.9% 50 New Mexico 18.9%
29 Wyoming 9.5% 51 Texas 20.1%
United States 11.3

Data: U.S. Census Bureau, Current Population Survey, Annual Social and Economic Supplement, 2006 through 2007.
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Table 4.2 Personal Health Care Spending per Capita, 2004

State Variation 2005
Top 5 States Average 4311.7
All States Average 5399.3
All States Median 5327.2
Bottom 5 States Average 6091.1

44 U.S. Variations in Child Health System Performance: A State Scorecard

Alphabetical Order Rank Order
Rank State 2004 Rank State 2004
21 Alabama 5,135 1 Utah 3,972
47  Alaska 6,450 2 Arizona 4,103
2 Arizona 4,103 3 Idaho 4,444
11  Arkansas 4,863 4 New Mexico 4,471
8 California 4,638 5 Nevada 4,569
9 Colorado 4,717 6 Georgia 4,600
46 Connecticut 6,344 7 Texas 4,601
45 Delaware 6,306 8 California 4,638
51 District of Columbia 8,295 9 Colorado 4,717
33 Florida 5,483 10 Virginia 4,822
6 Georgia 4,600 11 Arkansas 4,863
14 Hawaii 4,941 12 Oregon 4,880
3 Idaho 4,444 13 Oklahoma 4,917
24 lllinois 5,293 14 Hawaii 4,941
25 Indiana 5,295 15 Louisiana 5,040
27 lowa 5,380 16 Michigan 5,058
28 Kansas 5,382 17 Mississippi 5,059
32 Kentucky 5,473 18 Montana 5,080
15 Louisiana 5,040 19 Washington 5,092
49 Maine 6,540 20 South Carolina 5,114
34 Maryland 5,590 21 Alabama 5,135
50 Massachusetts 6,683 22 North Carolina 5,191
16 Michigan 5,058 23 Wyoming 5,265
38 Minnesota 5,795 24 lllinois 5,293
17 Mississippi 5,059 25 Indiana 5,295
30 Missouri 5,444 26  South Dakota 5,327
18 Montana 5,080 27 lowa 5,380
35 Nebraska 5,599 28 Kansas 5,382
5 Nevada 4,569 29 New Hampshire 5,432
29 New Hampshire 5,432 30 Missouri 5,444
39 New Jersey 5,807 31 Tennessee 5,464
4 New Mexico 4,471 32 Kentucky 5,473
48 New York 6,535 33 Florida 5,483
22 North Carolina 5,191 34 Maryland 5,590
40 North Dakota 5,808 35 Nebraska 5,599
37 Ohio 5,725 36 Wisconsin 5,670
13 Oklahoma 4,917 37 Ohio 5,725
12 Oregon 4,880 38 Minnesota 5,795
41 Pennsylvania 5,933 39 New Jersey 5,807
44  Rhode Island 6,193 40 North Dakota 5,808
20 South Carolina 5,114 41 Pennsylvania 5,933
26  South Dakota 5,327 42 West Virginia 5,954
31 Tennessee 5,464 43  Vermont 6,069
7 Texas 4,601 44 Rhode Island 6,193
1 Utah 3,972 45 Delaware 6,306
43  Vermont 6,069 46 Connecticut 6,344
10 Virginia 4,822 47  Alaska 6,450
19 Washington 5,092 48 New York 6,535
42  West Virginia 5,954 49 Maine 6,540
36 Wisconsin 5,670 50 Massachusetts 6,683
23 Wyoming 5,265 51 District of Columbia 8,295
United States $5,283

Note: For Medicare, enrollees are the number of persons enrolled in the hospital and/or supplementary
medical insurance programs.
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services, Office of the Actuary, National Health Statistics Group.




Table 4.3 Average Family Premium per Enrolled Employee for

Employer-Based Health Insurance, FY 2005

Alphabetical Order Rank Order
Rank State 2005 Rank State 2005

5 Alabama $9,420 1 North Dakota $8,334
47  Alaska $11,542 2 Arkansas $9,190
14 Arizona $10,268 3 lowa $9,359

2 Arkansas $9,190 4 Hawaii $9,392
22 California $10,551 5 Alabama $9,420
30 Colorado $10,850 6  North Carolina $9,657
49 Connecticut $11,717 7 Kansas $9,734
34 Delaware $10,964 8 Nebraska $9,805
48 District of Columbia $11,623 9  Missouri $9,948
31 Florida $10,852 10 Mississippi $9,987
13 Georgia $10,262 11 Nevada $10,011

4 Hawaii $9,392 12 Montana $10,058
19 Idaho $10,398 13 Georgia $10,262
23 lllinois $10,574 14  Arizona $10,268
28 Indiana $10,678 15 Utah $10,282

3 lowa $9,359 16 Virginia $10,292

7 Kansas $9,734 17  South Dakota $10,312
25 Kentucky $10,617 18 Tennessee $10,361
24 Louisiana $10,602 19 Idaho $10,398
41  Maine $11,289 20 South Carolina $10,436
21  Maryland $10,528 21  Maryland $10,528
44  Massachusetts $11,435 22 California $10,551
37 Michigan $11,005 23 lllinois $10,574
29 Minnesota $10,846 24 Louisiana $10,602
10 Mississippi $9,987 25 Kentucky $10,617

9 Missouri $9,948 26 New Mexico $10,637
12 Montana $10,058 27 Ohio $10,662

8 Nebraska $9,805 28 Indiana $10,678
11 Nevada $10,011 29 Minnesota $10,846
50 New Hampshire $11,835 30 Colorado $10,850
42 New Jersey $11,403 31 Florida $10,852
26 New Mexico $10,637 32 Oregon $10,898
40 New York $11,280 33  West Virginia $10,900

6 North Carolina $9,657 34 Delaware $10,964

1 North Dakota $8,334 35 Wisconsin $10,983
27 Ohio $10,662 36 Oklahoma $10,985
36 Oklahoma $10,985 37 Michigan $11,005
32 Oregon $10,898 38 Washington $11,018
39 Pennsylvania $11,108 39 Pennsylvania $11,108
51 Rhode Island $11,924 40 New York $11,280
20 South Carolina $10,436 41 Maine $11,289
17  South Dakota $10,312 42  New Jersey $11,403
18 Tennessee $10,361 43 Vermont $11,420
46 Texas $11,533 44  Massachusetts $11,435
15 Utah $10,282 45 Wyoming $11,467
43  Vermont $11,420 46 Texas $11,533
16 Virginia $10,292 47  Alaska $11,542
38 Washington $11,018 48 District of Columbia $11,623
33 West Virginia $10,900 49 Connecticut $11,717
35 Wisconsin $10,983 50 New Hampshire $11,835
45  Wyoming $11,467 51 Rhode Island $11,924

United States $10,728

Source: KFF State Health Facts. Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality, Center for Financing, Access and
Cost Trends. 2005 Medical Expenditure Panel Survey (MEPS) -Insurance Component. Tables I1.D.1, I1.D.2, Il.D.3

available at: Medical Expenditure Panel survey (MEPS), accessed August 8, 2007.
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State Variation 2005
Top 5 States Average 9139.0
All States Average 10612.4
All States Median 10637.0
Bottom 5 States Average 11650.0
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www.childhealthdata.org

Table 5.2 Equity: Insurance

Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without a Medical Home
Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without Both a Medical and Dental Preventive Care Visit in the Past Year

Alphabetical Order

Rank Order

Overall Rank State

Overall Rank

State Rank on Medical

Rank on Preventive

Average Insurance Equity

Home Equity Care Equity

35 Alabama 1 Massachusetts 5 1 5]
14  Alaska 2 Vermont 3 4 35
50 Arizona 3 Pennsylvania 6 5 5.5
47  Arkansas 4 New Hampshire 2 10 6
42 California 4 Rhode Island 10 2 6
34 Colorado 6 New York 11 3 7

7 Connecticut 7 Connecticut 4 11 7.5
22 Delaware 8 Maine 1 16 8.5
26 District of Columbia 9 Maryland 12 8 10
38 Florida 9 Ohio 8 12 10
35 Georgia 9 Wisconsin 13 7 10
17 Hawaii 12 lowa 6 19 12.5
40 Idaho 12 West Virginia 9 16 125
23 lllinois 14 Alaska 18 15 16.5
27 Indiana 14 Kentucky 15 18 16.5
12  lowa 14 New Jersey 20 13 16.5
21 Kansas 17 Hawaii 28 6 17
14  Kentucky 18 Michigan 22 13 175
39 Louisiana 18 Missouri 14 21 175

8 Maine 20 North Dakota 17 23 20

9 Maryland 21 Kansas 24 20 22

1 Massachusetts 22 Delaware 25 22 235
18 Michigan 23 lllinois 26 26 26
27 Minnesota 23 Montana 19 33 26
48  Mississippi 25 South Carolina 23 30 26.5
18 Missouri 26 District of Columbia 46 9 275
23 Montana 27 Indiana 21 35 28
43  Nebraska 27 Minnesota 16 40 28
49 Nevada 29 North Carolina 33 25 29

4 New Hampshire 30 South Dakota 38 24 31
14 New Jersey 30 Washington 28 34 31
40 New Mexico 32 Wyoming 31 36 335

6 New York 33 Tennessee 40 28 34
29 North Carolina 34 Colorado 30 39 34.5
20 North Dakota 35 Alabama 27 43 85}

9 Ohio 35 Georgia 41 29 35
45 Oklahoma 65} Virginia 43 27 35
44 Oregon 38 Florida 34 37 35.5

3 Pennsylvania 39 Louisiana 35 38 36.5

4 Rhode Island 40 Idaho 32 42 37
25 South Carolina 40 New Mexico 44 30 37
30 South Dakota 42 California 48 30 39
33 Tennessee 43 Nebraska &5 44 39.5
51 Texas 44 Oregon 39 46 42.5
45 Utah 45 Oklahoma 37 49 43

2 Vermont 45 Utah 45 41 43
35 Virginia 47 Arkansas 42 48 45
30 Washington 48 Mississippi 47 45 46
12 West Virginia 49 Nevada 50 47 48.5

9 Wisconsin 50 Arizona 49 51 50
32 Wyoming 51 Texas 51 50 50.5

A Gap is the difference between the US average for this each indicator and each state’s uninsured group.
Note: Medical home is defined as having at least one preventive medical care visit in the past year; being able to access needed specialist care and services; and having a
personal doctor/nurse who usually/always spends enough time and communicates clearly, provides telephone advice and urgent care when needed, and follows up after

specialist care.

Data: National Survey of Children’s Health. Data assembled by the Child and Adolescent Health Measurement Initiative (CAHMI 2005). Retrieved from www.childhealthdata.org, 2008.
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www.childhealthdata.org

Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without a Medical Home
Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without Both a Medical and Dental Preventive Care Visit in the Past Year

5.3 Equity: Income

Alphabetical Order Rank Order
Overall Rank State Overall Rank State Rank Rank Average Income Equity

13 Alabama 1 Vermont 2 1 15
43  Alaska 2 New Hampshire 1 4 25
47  Arizona 3 West Virginia 4 2 3
36 Arkansas 4  Maine 7 5 6
44  California 4 Massachusetts 9 3 6
50 Colorado 6 Rhode Island 3 11 7

8 Connecticut 7 Nebraska 8 9 8.5
25 Delaware 8 Connecticut 5 13 9
11 District of Columbia 9 Pennsylvania 13 6 9.5
49  Florida 10 Kentucky 11 12 11.5
21 Georgia 11 District of Columbia 17 7 12
12 Hawaii 12 Hawaii 17 10 13.5
38 Idaho 13 Alabama 16 14 15
34 lllinois 13 Tennessee 14 16 15
20 Indiana 15 Ohio 12 24 18
26 lowa 15 Wisconsin 6 30 18
35 Kansas 17 North Carolina 33 8 20.5
10 Kentucky 18 New York 28 15 215
37 Louisiana 18 Wyoming 25 18 215

4  Maine 20 Indiana 25 21 23
21 Maryland 21 Georgia 20 27 235

4 Massachusetts 21 Maryland 24 23 235
24 Michigan 21 South Carolina 28 19 235
40 Minnesota 24  Michigan 22 26 24
44 Mississippi 25 Delaware 32 17 24.5
42 Missouri 26 lowa 22 29 255
31 Montana 27 Washington 10 44 27

7 Nebraska 28 New Jersey 36 20 28
51 Nevada 28 Utah 14 42 28

2 New Hampshire 30 Virginia 25 32 285
28 New Jersey 31 Montana 21 38 295
32 New Mexico 32 New Mexico 40 22 31
18 New York 33 North Dakota 19 45 32
17 North Carolina 34 lllinois 37 28 325
33 North Dakota 35 Kansas 41 25 @8
15 Ohio 36 Arkansas 34 40 37
44  Oklahoma 37 Louisiana 42 33 37.5
47  Oregon 38 Idaho 28 48 38

9 Pennsylvania 38 South Dakota 65} 41 38

6 Rhode Island 40 Minnesota 46 31 38.5
21 South Carolina 40 Texas 43 34 38.5
38 South Dakota 42 Missouri 31 47 39
13 Tennessee 43  Alaska 45 35 40
40 Texas 44  California 49 35 42
28 Utah 44 Mississippi 47 37 42

1 Vermont 44  Oklahoma 38 46 42
30 Virginia 47  Arizona 48 39 435
27 Washington 47 Oregon 44 43 435

3 West Virginia 49  Florida 39 49 44
15 Wisconsin 50 Colorado 50 50 50
18 Wyoming 51 Nevada 51 51 51

A Gap is the difference between the US average for this indicator (53.9) and each state’s most vulnerable low-income (0-99% FPL or 100-199% FPL) group. A positive
or negative value indicates that this state’s most vulnerable group is that much better or worse than the US average for the indicator.

Data: National Survey of Children’s Health. Data assembled by the Child and Adolescent Health Measurement Initiative (CAHMI 2005). Retrieved from

www.childhealthdata.org, 2008.
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www.childhealthdata.org

Table 5.4 Equity: Race/Ethnicity
Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without a Medical Home
Percent of Children Ages 0-17 Without Both a Medical and Dental Preventive Care Visit in the Past Year

Alphabetical Order

Rank Order

Rank State Rank Med Home Rank Prev Care Average Rank* | Rank State Rank Med Home Rank Prev Care  Average Rank*
39 Alabama 45 30 375 1 Vermont 1 2 15
32 Alaska 41 21 31.0 1 West Virginia 2 1 1.5
42  Arizona 50 31 40.5 3 Maine 8 3 3.0
48 Arkansas 47 45 46.0 4 Connecticut 7 6 6.5
22 California 31 14 225 5 Massachusetts 10 4 7.0
28 Colorado 24 29 26.5 5 New York 9 5 7.0

4 Connecticut 7 6 6.5 7 Rhode Island 6 9 75
21 Delaware 25 18 215 8 District of Columbia 15 6 10.5

8 District of Columbia 15 6 10.5 9 Hawaii 16 8 12.0
26  Florida 22 28 25.0 9 Maryland 12 12 12.0
49 Georgia 49 47 48.0 11 New Jersey 14 11 12.5

9 Hawaii 16 8 12.0 11 Ohio 8 17 125
51 Idaho 51 49 50.0 11 Washington 11 14 12.5
27 llinois 20 31 25.5 14 New Hampshire 4 23 13.5
43 Indiana 43 41 42.0 15 Kentucky 19 13 16.0
29 lowa 18 39 28.5 16 Wyoming 25 10 17.5
34 Kansas 29 42 355 17 Louisiana 28 19 21.0
15 Kentucky 19 13 16.0 17 Montana 21 21 21.0
17 Louisiana 23 19 21.0 17 Pennsylvania 17 25 21.0

3 Maine 3 3 3.0 17  Wisconsin 5 37 21.0

9 Maryland 12 12 12.0 21 Delaware 25 18 215

5 Massachusetts 10 4 7.0 22 California 31 14 225
23 Michigan 30 16 23.0 23 Michigan 30 16 23.0
39 Minnesota 35 40 375 24  Nebraska 27 20 235
45  Mississippi 44 43 43.5 25 Missouri 12 36 24.0
25 Missouri 12 36 24.0 26 Florida 22 28 25.0
17 Montana 21 21 21.0 27 lllinois 20 31 2515)
24 Nebraska 27 20 235 28 Colorado 24 29 26.5
43 Nevada 40 44 42.0 29 lowa 18 39 28.5
14 New Hampshire 4 23 135 29 Texas 34 23 28.5
11 New Jersey 14 11 12,5 31 Virginia 83 27 30.0
39 New Mexico 42 33 375 32  Alaska 41 21 31.0

5 New York 9 5 7.0 33 Tennessee 32 38 35.0
34 North Carolina 37 34 35.5 34 Kansas 29 42 35.5
38 North Dakota 28 46 37.0 34 North Carolina 37 34 B515)
11 Ohio 8 17 12.5 34 Utah 36 35 355
50 Oklahoma 46 51 48.5 37 South Dakota 47 26 36.5
45 Oregon 39 48 43.5 38 North Dakota 28 46 37.0
17 Pennsylvania 17 25 21.0 39 Alabama 45 30 375

7 Rhode Island 6 9 75 39 Minnesota 35 40 375
47  South Carolina 38 50 44.0 39 New Mexico 42 88 375
37 South Dakota 47 26 36.5 42 Arizona 50 31 40.5
33 Tennessee 32 38 35.0 43 Indiana 43 41 42.0
29 Texas 34 23 28.5 43 Nevada 40 44 42.0
34 Utah 36 35 35.5 45 Mississippi 44 43 435

1 Vermont 1 2 1.5 45 Oregon 39 48 43.5
31 Virginia 33 27 30.0 47  South Carolina 38 50 44.0
11 Washington 11 14 12.5 48 Arkansas 47 45 46.0

1 West Virginia 2 1 1.5 49 Georgia 49 47 48.0
17  Wisconsin 5 37 21.0 50 Oklahoma 46 51 48.5
16 Wyoming 25 10 17.5 51 Idaho 51 49 50.0

A Gap is the difference between the US average for this indicator and each state’s most vulnerable non-white group. A positive or negative value indicates that this state’s
most vulnerable group is that much better or worse than the US average for the indicator. Healthy Lives domain includes: percent of young children at moderate/high risk for
developmental delay and infant mortality (deaths per 1,000 live births).
Source: National Vital Statistics System - Linked Birth and Infant Death Data (NCHS, NVSS n.d.). Reported in the 2005 National Healthcare Quality Report (AHRQ 2005) and National
Survey of Children’s Health. Data assembled by the Child and Adolescent Health Measurement Initiative (CAHMI 2005). Retrieved from www.childhealthdata.org, 2008.
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www.childhealthdata.org

Table 6.1 Potential to Lead Healthy Lives

Alphabetical Order Rank Order State Variation 2002

Rank State Average Rank Rank State Average Rank Top 5 States Average 52

48 Alabama 45.5 1 Vermont 15 All States Average 25.7

13  Alaska 15.0 2 Maine 4.0 All States Median 25.0

35  Arizona 33.0 3 Utah 6.0 Bottom 5 States Average 46.6
48 Arkansas 455 4 New Hampshire 7.0
15 California 18.5 5 Colorado 7.5
5 Colorado 7.5 6 Washington 10.0
21 Connecticut 215 7 Minnesota 115
34 Delaware 325 8 Wyoming 12.5
38 District of Columbia 36.0 9 North Dakota 13.0
38 Florida 36.0 10 New Mexico 135
47 Georgia 43.0 11 South Dakota 14.0
41  Hawaii 36.5 12 Texas 14.5
13 Idaho 15.0 13 Alaska 15.0
38 lllinois 36.0 13 Idaho 15.0
33 Indiana 32.0 15 Callifornia 18.5
17  lowa 19.0 15 Montana 185
23 Kansas 22.0 17 lowa 19.0
18 Kentucky 195 18 Kentucky 195
51 Louisiana 50.0 18 Nebraska 195
2 Maine 4.0 20 Massachusetts 20.5
28 Maryland 27.0 21 Connecticut 215
20 Massachusetts 20.5 21 Nevada 215
36 Michigan 35.0 23 Kansas 22.0
7 Minnesota 115 24 Oregon 225
50 Mississippi 49.0 25 Virginia 235
29  Missouri 29.0 26 Wisconsin 25.0
15 Montana 18.5 27 New York 26.0
18 Nebraska 195 28 Maryland 27.0
21 Nevada 215 29 Missouri 29.0
4 New Hampshire 7.0 29 New Jersey 29.0
29 New Jersey 29.0 31 Ohio 31.0
10 New Mexico 13.5 31 Rhode Island 31.0
27 New York 26.0 33 Indiana 32.0
46  North Carolina 42.5 34 Delaware 325
9 North Dakota 13.0 85 Arizona 33.0
31 Ohio 31.0 36 Michigan 35.0
45 Oklahoma 40.5 37 Pennsylvania 8585
24 Oregon 225 38 District of Columbia 36.0
37 Pennsylvania 35.5 38 Florida 36.0
31 Rhode Island 31.0 38 lllinois 36.0
41  South Carolina 36.5 41 Hawaii 36.5
11  South Dakota 14.0 41 South Carolina 36.5
43 Tennessee 39.0 43 Tennessee 39.0
12 Texas 14.5 43 West Virginia 39.0
3 Utah 6.0 45 Oklahoma 40.5
1 Vermont 15 46 North Carolina 425
25 Virginia 235 47 Georgia 43.0
6 Washington 10.0 48 Alabama 45.5
43  West Virginia 39.0 48 Arkansas 45.5
26  Wisconsin 25.0 50 Mississippi 49.0
8 Wyoming 125 51 Louisiana 50.0

United States 7.0

Healthy Lives domain includes: percent of young children at moderate/high risk for developmental delay and
infant mortality (deaths per 1,000 live births).
Source: National Vital Statistics System - Linked Birth and Infant Death Data (NCHS, NVSS n.d.). Reported in the

2005 National Healthcare Quality Report (AHRQ 2005) and National Survey of Children’s Health. Data assembled
by the Child and Adolescent Health Measurement Initiative (CAHMI 2005).
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Appendix: Study Methodology
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