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Overview:

This report provides summary information on all Requests for Proposal (RFPs) sent by Developmental
Pathways (DP) for the entirety of Fiscal Year 2016 (7/1/2015—6/30/2016). The report summarizes RFPs
sent for the following programs: HCBS-CES, HCBS-DD, HCBS-SLS, and State SLS. Data are current as of
11/10/2016.
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Explanation of Terms Used:

. Total number of unique lines on the RFP tracking; clients may have multiple
RFPs Submitted: . )
lines when multiple RFPs have been sent for the same client.

RFPs Placed: Total number of RFPs with placement reported

Total number of RFPS where the case manager, client, and/or guardian
requested that the RFP be marked withdrawn

RFPs Withdrawn:

Total number of RFPs where no placement was found and the outcome was
reported

RFPs With No Placement:

RFPs Listed As Active: Total number of RRPs where the final status was not reported and/or which
remain open as of the date the reporting was pulled. There were no
remaining requests active as of the date of analysis.

Total number of RFPs where the person in services is satisfied with the
RFPs Left Open per

. responses they’ve received and they are in the process of deciding on a
Family Request

provider.

DP Affiliated Entity: Continuum of Colorado
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Notes on These Data

Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

7/1/2015 -6/30/2016

The count of RFPs approximates, but does not precisely correlate, to the number of services requested;
In FY16 there were 9 RFPs sent out requesting multiple services for the same client in a single request.

Additionally, our process to address RFPs that need to be resent (due to lack of responses or the
individual’s request to solicit additional responses) changed partway through the reporting period;
initially, resent RFPs were tracked on a new line. The process has been changed to track up to three
resends on the same line as the original request; this will better facilitate future reporting on the
number of services needed and difficult-to-place services. For this year’s reporting, however, the data
are mixed, and reliable reporting on resent RFPs are not available.

Overview of Total RFPs

Total Number of RFPs Sent: 2867

Total Number of RFPs With Zero (0) Positive Responses: 612  21% of total RFPs?

Total Number of RFPs with One (1) or More Positive Responses: 2189 76% of total RFPs?

Total Number of Statewide RFPs': 66 2% of total RFPs?

Number of RFPs that Resulted in Placement: 907 32% of total RFPs

Total Unique Clients Represented: 1078

Number of Clients with Multiple RFP IDs: 672  62% of total clients

1 Developmental Pathways does not track responses or outcomes for statewide RFPs.

2 Percentages may not add up to 100% due to rounding.

Summary by Waiver

Number of RFPs Submitted

Number of RFPs Submitted

CES
1295
45%
SLS
1122

39%
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A total of 2867 RFPs were submitted in
fiscal year 2016. Of those 2867 RFPs, 16%
were sent for individuals on the HCBS-DD

waiver, 45% were sent for individuals on
the HCBS-CES waiver, and 39% were sent
for individuals on the HCBS-SLS waiver.
Further details on RFPs by waiver are

reported below.
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Percent of Individuals Placed with a DP Affiliated Entity
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7/1/2015 -6/30/2016

Percent of Individuals Placed
with a DP Affiliated Entity

CES SLS DD

& Number of Clients Placed with a DP Subsidiary

100%

0%

E Number of RFPs Placed

Outcomes by Waiver

Of the 907 RFPs that resulted in
placement with a provider, a total of 65

placements (7.17%) were with

Continuum of Colorado, Developmental
Pathways’ affiliated entity.

Outcomes by Waiver

600

500

400

300

200

100

0 H
Number of Number of Number of Number of Number of
RFPs Placed RFPs RFPs with No RFPs Left OpenStatewide RFPs
Withdrawn Placement per Family
Found Request

ESLS ECES MDD

Of the 2867 RFPs that were
submitted, a total of 907
(32%) were placed with a
provider, 1053 (37%) were
withdrawn, 816 (28%) resulted
in no placement being found,
25 (1%) were left open at the
request of the person in
services and/or their family,
and 66 (2%) were statewide
RFPs.

Average Number of Days Between RFPs Sent to Providers and the Start Date of Services

Average Number of Days Between

RFP

Sent to Providers and Start of Services

190.42

200.00

74.37

7232

100.00

0.00

ECES ®ESLS DD
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For RFPs that resulted in
placement, across all
waivers there was an
average of 113 days
(approximately 3.7 months)
between when the RFP was
sent to providers and when
the individual began
services with the chosen
provider. This span includes
time for the providers to
review and respond to the
request; time for the case
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manager to forward the responses to the person in services and/or their representative(s); time for the

person in services to meet with, interview, and select providers; and time for the team to determine the

amount/scope/frequency and duration of services and revise the service plan.

The data show that CES services take significantly longer to place and begin services. Anecdotal

information suggests that this is due to families feeling overwhelmed and struggling to find the time to

meet with providers and get services established. Additionally, there are likely provider capacity issues

that exacerbate these timelines, as demonstrated by the no response rates later in this report.

Summary by Provider

This chart shows the frequency with which each provider was selected to provide services as a result of
the RFP process, by waiver.

Agency Selected CES | SLS | DD | Total Agency Selected CES | SLS | DD | Total
The Child and Family Therapy Developmental Disability
Center of Denver 82 3 0 85 Consultants 4 4 2 10
Continuum of Colorado 14 37 15 The Foundation Behavioral
66 Services, LLC 8 1 0 9
Divine Royal Care 23 18 0 41 Thrive Community Options 0 6 3 9
Behavior Services of the
Rockies | 17 8 13 38 GoldStar Learning Options | 9 0 0 9
Parker Personal Care Homes 16 10 5 31 Golden Medical Transportation
Services 4 5 0 9
R&AMHomeCare | 15 9 0 24 Mulitple Providers 3 4 1 8
Shared Touch 3 18 2 23 Angels Family, LLC 0 8 0 8
Megan's Place | 21 0 0 21 Bethesda Lutheran
To the Rescue 5 14 0 19 Communities 0 5 3 8
Promise Ranch Therapeutic
Encouraging Development 0 12 7 19 Riding 5 3 0 8
Homeward, Inc. 7 12 0 19 Venezia Innovative Services 0 6 2 8
A-1 Home Care Services 4 13 0 17 Care and Community 2 5 1 8
Metro Music Therapy, Inc. | 12 4 0 16 Carmel Community Living 2 4 2 8
PASCO | 13 0 1 14 Real Care, Inc. 0 2 6 8
Highpointe 0 11 3 14 Colorado Massage Agency 5 2 0 7
Quality Service Connections 7 7 0 14 Sample Supports 0 2 5 7
Alternative Support 0 6 7 13 Mosaic Denver 1 4 2 7
Continuum Autism Spectrum Life Enrichment Opportunities 0 7 0 7
Alliance 11 1 1 13 Hands to Heart Therapeutic
Smith Agency 0 4 9 13 Massage 3 4 0 7
People's Day Services 9 1 2 12 Careprox LLC 0 4 2 6
Wellspring Community | Q 10 2 12 Activity Options | 2 4 6
Support, Inc. 0 1 11 12 Excel Services Network, Inc. 4 2 0 6
AOI Home Care 2 9 0 11 ACT Behavioral Services 3 0 3 6
Ariel Clinical Services 2 4 5 11 Sunflower Home Care, Inc. 3 2 0 5
. Cottonwood Community
SO 0 9 1 10 Alternatives 0 3 2 5
s e deleEey 3 1 6 10 Angels of Colorado Home Care 4 1 0 5
Boulder Analysts 8 1 1 10 ABA Services of the Front
4 0 0 4

Range
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| Agency Selected CES | SLS | DD | Total Agency Selected CES | SLS | DD | Total
CommunitySCeP:\zicc:Ss’ ng 0 4 0 4 Before and After Cleaning 3 0 0 3
Bending Birch Behavioral Spectrum p 0 1 3
Services 4 0 0 4 Integrated Life Choices 0 0 3 3
Actualize Behavior Alternatives 3 0 1 4 ) e CG e
Laradon 0 2 2 4 Services 0 1 2 3
Ability Specialists 0 4 0 4 Act of Kindness 0 2 1 3
Alpine Home Care 0 4 0 4 Colorado Autism Consultants 2 0 0 2
KMB Endeavors | 2 2 0 4 Kyle Lucas, LPC | (O 0 2 2
Molly Maids 3 0 0 3 Michelle Kerska 0 1 1 2
Autism Behavioral Associates 3 0 0 3 il ds il 2 0 0 2
Developmental Disabilities Evergreen Service Providers 0 0 2 2
Resource Center 1 0 2 3 Xanadu-2 Corporation 0 1 1 2
Firefly Autism 2 0 1 3 S—— 0 1 1 2
Overture 0 0 3 3 Stellar Care and Services, LLC 0 0 2 2
Garden, Inc. 2 1 0 3 E— 0 0 5 2
Friends for Lfe 0 2 1 3 Alpine Adult Day Care 0 2 0 2
Ability Access, LLC 0 2 1 3 Lori K. Benson 1 1 0 2
CMB Advocates 0 3 0 3

The following providers placed one RFP each: Carolyn Ferguson, Community Support Services, CO

Massage Therapy, Carrie Myers, Wheat Ridge Regional Center/Secrest House, Support Management,
Light of the World, Opportunity in Living, Eclipse Therapy, Community Advantage, Walkabout Village,
Barb Jeske, Rocky Mountain Autism Center, Tamara Trager, Insights, Aurora Mental Health Center, Rose

Lamb, Toni Taylor, Sel LLC, Michelle Miller, Community Living Alternatives, Jewish Family Services,

Crossroads Counseling, Choice Living Services, Excel Services Southeast, Inc., Bonnie Kilman, Residential
Care Services, More Maitri Inc, Highlands Ranch Rec Center, Comprehensive Community Based Services,
Loving Life Host Homes, Connecting with Community, Colorado Horsepower, April's Angels, LLC, Belk

Model, Lifelong, Innovative Services of Colorado, Interaction Resources, Caring Hands Community

Services.
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RFP No Response Reporting

Of the 2,801 RFPs sent (excluding 66 statewide RFPs), 612 received no positive responses. This chart
shows which services had the highest rates of receiving no positive responses. Services with the highest

percent of requests made are highlighted.

Number of Percent of
Number of Percent of RFI.>s RFI.>s
Service Category RFPs RFPs Sub.mltted Sub.mltted
Submitted Submitted Wltl.'l N © Wlﬂ.'l N ©
Positive Positive
Responses Responses
Hippotherapy 176 6% 130 74%
Prevocational Services 29 1% 17 59%
Transportation 39 1% 18 46%
Homemaker Services 312 11% 119 38%
Respite 625 22% 177 28%
Community Connector 117 4% 29 25%
Massage Therapy 137 5% 30 22%
Supported Employment 30 1% 4 13%
Personal Care 144 5% 15 10%
Movement Therapy 172 6% 16 9%
Mentorship 122 4% 9 7%
Behavioral Services 341 12% 23 7%
Residential Services 161 6% 10 6%
Day Habilitation 393 14% 15 4%
Multiple 3 0% 0 0%
Total 2801 100% 612 22%
Page 6 of 21
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Number of RFPs Submitted Compared with Number of RFPs
with No Positive Responses
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Number of RFPs Submitted with No Positive Responses B Number of RFPs Submitted
Results by Waiver
Requests for services made by individuals on the HCBS-
Number of Percent CES waiver were most likely to garner no responses.
Number of | Requests .
Program . with No
Requests with No R
Response esponse Results by SIS Support Level
Number Percent
CES 1295 394 30% SIS Numfber withNo | with No
sLS 1119 181 16% Support ° Positive | Positive
Level Requests
DD 387 37 10% Responses | Responses
()
Total 2801 612 22% 1 241 32 13%
2 482 73 15%
3 203 29 14%
Requests made for Individuals with a SIS support 4 171 23 13%
level of 6 were most likely to receive no positive 5 140 17 12%
responses; there are no significant differences 6 122 25 0%
among the rate of no response among the other ; s 0 0%
support levels. Because so few requests were No Support -
made for individuals with a SIS support level of 7, Level 1437 413 29%
no conclusions can be drawn from those data. Total 2801 612 22%
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RFP Final Status Reporting (“No Placement Found” Reporting)

The following table shows the frequency at which specific services are placed, withdrawn, or result in no
placement being found, sorted in order of the services for which a provider is most frequently not found
(percent not placed). Services with the highest percent of requests made are highlighted.

Category of No Left Open . Percent | Percent of
Service Placement | Withdrawn c::cle:t/e d per Family S;:ti‘gl::: ReTo::lts Not Requests
Requested Found P Request 9 9 Placed Made
Hippotherapy 111 54 9 2 0 176 63% 6%
Respite 259 193 168 5 0 625 41% 22%
Homemaker 114 120 77 1 0 312 | 37% | 11%
Services
Community 41 46 28 2 0 117 36% 4%
Connector
Prevocational 10 18 1 0 0 29 | 34% 1%
Services
Movement 40 63 65 4 0 172 | 23% 6%
Therapy
Transportation 9 16 14 0 0 39 23% 1%
Residential 35 56 69 1 55 216 | 16% 8%
Services
Mentorship 26 64 31 1 0 122 21% 4%
ES“"F"’”Ed 6 15 9 0 0 30 20% 1%
mployment
Behavioral 59 129 151 2 3 344 | 17% | 12%
Services
'}":ssage 23 48 62 4 0 137 17% 5%
erapy
Day 63 153 175 2 1 394 | 16% | 14%
Habilitation
Personal Care 20 78 45 1 1 145 14% 5%
Multiple? 0 0 3 0 6 9 0% 0%
Totals 816 1053 907 25 66 2867 29%

4In some instances, services are combined on the RFP tracking and accounted for under “multiple” on the above chart.

Report Prepared by the Quality Assurance Department November 2016 Page 8 of 21
FINAL VER 12/19/2016



\/_.\ Deve|opmenta| Pathways Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

-~ DEDICATED TO [INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/1/2015 - 6/30/2016

Number of RFPs Submitted Compared with Number of
RFPs with No Placement Found
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The following tables show the frequency of RFPs being placed, withdrawn, or not placed by waiver and
by service. Again, the services for each wavier that are most frequently requested are highlighted.

DD

2 - | 2

c c v | © w| S 0 8 | S

] 3 ° o S =3 Q o o
€ o c Tl 9| 3 0 o
f Servi 4l &S S| E|lge x| & B &3

o Y=
Category of Service Requeste f:u uozj g S 8. = § = .Z.- S rEu

) S| 8| %€l 3| & 3|5

z 8| =2 & B | £ |8

a 8 & | &
Prevocational Services 4 4 0 0 0 8 | 50% | 2%
Supported Employment 3 2 3 0 0 8 [38% | 2%
Behavioral Services 17 27 | 36 0 2 82 | 21% | 18%
Day Habilitation 22 41 | 62 1 1 | 127 | 17% | 28%
Residential Services 34 51 | 67 1 55 | 208 | 16% | 46%
Transportation 1 2 0 0 11% | 2%
Community Connector® 0 1 0 0 0 1 0% | 0%
Respite® 0 0 0 0 0% | 0%
Multiple 0 0 0 0 5 5 0% | 1%

Totals | 81 | 134|170 2 63 | 450 | 18%

5 Community Connector is not a service available on the HCBS-DD waiver. A request for community connector for an individual on the DD

waiver was sent out accidentally.
6Respite is not a service available on the HCBS-DD waiver. Respite requests for individuals on the DD waiver are for temporary residential

placements.
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Hippotherapy 91 37 6 2 0 136 | 67% | 11%
Homemaker Services 77 54 | 37 0 0 168 | 46% | 13%
Respite 188 | 123 | 116 3 0 430 | 44% | 33%
Community Connector 41 45 | 28 2 0 116 | 35% | 9%
Personal Care 4 12 1 0 0 17 | 24% | 1%
Movement Therapy 34 52 | 57 3 0 146 | 23% | 11%
Behavioral Services 29 70 | 89 0 0 188 | 15% | 15%
Massage Therapy 12 32 | 47 1 0 92 | 13% | 7%
Day Habilitation’ 0 1 0 0 0 1 0% | 0%
Multiple 0 0 0 0 1 1 0% | 0%
Totals | 476 | 426 | 381 11 1 1295 | 37%

7Day habilitation is not a service available on the HCBS-CES waiver. A request for day habilitation for an individual on the CES waiver was sent
out accidentally.

SLS
(7)) (7]
- g ~ g & g ':dn-;
c c ] v ol 3 (7} & | 3
Q 3 S| 23| © ] z | T
: Ee 5| €| 58| & 3| 5|29
Category of Service Requested ,_% 3 = é On. ‘: g L 2|5 g
a v E2| 3 = | = ™
c | 2| 8| 5E 3| €| 8§
z =28 %] P | §|¢
o b a | &
Hippotherapy 20 | 17 3 0 0 40 | 50% | 4%
Respite 71 | 68 | 52 2 0 | 193 |37% | 17%
Prevocational Services 6 14 1 0 0 21 | 29% | 2%
Transportation 8 10 | 12 0 0 30 | 27% | 3%
Homemaker Services 37 | 66 | 40 1 0 144 | 26% | 13%
Massage Therapy 11 | 16 | 15 3 0 45 | 24% | 4%
Movement Therapy 6 11 8 1 0 26 | 23% | 2%
Mentorship 26 | 64 | 31 1 0 122 | 21% | 11%
Behavioral Services 13 | 32 | 26 2 1 74 | 18% | 7%
Day Habilitation 41 | 111 | 113 1 0 | 266 | 15% | 24%
Supported Employment 3 13 6 0 0 22 | 14% | 2%
Residential Services® 1 5 2 0 0 8 13% | 1%
Personal Care 16 | 66 | 44 1 1 128 | 13% | 11%
Multiple 0 0 3 0 0 3 0% | 0%
Totals | 259 | 493 | 356 | 12 2 | 1122 | 23%

8 Residential services are not available on the HCBS-SLS waiver. Requests for residential services were made in preparation for enrolling in the

HCBS-DD waiver, or for private pay.
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This table shows the frequency of RFPs being placed, withdrawn, or not placed by month.

£ c = 5 B 2 . -

s E¥ 3 3i g5 ¢ 2 25| 2=

o 8 2 © O o o @ 2 Q c 9 o 8

= s = = £ c = & = Sz | g8

s 3 ° 35 ° e | & | "2

January 44 85 76 0 6 211 21% 7%
February 38 74 71 0 10 193 20% 7%
March 52 84 85 2 5 228 23% 8%
April 49 93 74 1 5 222 22% 8%
May 45 98 87 5 5 240 19% 8%
June 61 115 69 15 7 267 23% 9%
July 96 76 77 1 6 256 38% 9%
August 88 113 72 0 1 274 32% 10%
September 115 72 73 0 2 262 44% 9%
October 75 110 72 0 9 266 28% 9%
November 76 77 86 0 4 243 32% 8%
December 77 56 65 1 6 205 38% 7%

Totals | 816 1053 907 25 66 2867 28%

This table shows the frequency of RFPs being placed, withdrawn, or not placed by SIS support level.
Individuals in the HCBS-CES waiver or served in State SLS do not have SIS support levels. Statewide RFPs

are not included with these data, since we do not have SIS support level information for those

individuals.
Left
No . Placed/ Open Total Percent Pert;:fe "
Support Level | Placement Withdrawn per Not
Completed . Requests Requests
Found Family Placed Made
Request
1 45 120 76 0 241 19% 9%
2 82 198 196 6 482 17% 17%
3 48 76 74 5 203 24% 7%
4 45 73 52 1 171 26% 6%
5 33 54 52 1 140 24% 5%
6 42 39 41 0 122 34% 4%
7 1 1 2 1 5 20% 0%
No f:\f’eﬁmt 520 492 414 11 1437 36% 51%
Totals 816 1053 907 25 2801 29%

Report Prepared by the Quality Assurance Department November 2016
FINAL VER 12/19/2016

Page 11 of 21




\/0\, Developmental Pathways

-~ DEDICATED TO [INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES

Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

7/1/2015 -6/30/2016

These tables show the rate of no placement by SIS support level for the HCBS-DD and HCBS-SLS waivers.

Report Prepared by the Quality Assurance Department November 2016
FINAL VER 12/19/2016

HCBS-DD
Left
Support No Placed/ (Ol Total Percent Pert;:fe "
PP Placement Withdrawn per Not
Level Completed . Requests Requests
Found Family Placed Made
Request
1 3 6 8 0 17 18% 4%
2 4 19 33 0 56 7% 14%
3 18 24 43 0 85 21% 22%
4 9 30 22 0 61 15% 16%
5 7 22 28 1 58 12% 15%
6 12 20 26 0 58 21% 15%
7 1 1 2 1 5 20% 1%
No
Support 27 12 8 0 47 57% 12%
Level
Totals 81 134 170 2 387 21%
HCBS-SLS
Left
Support No Placed/ Open Total Percent Perc::fe "
PP Placement Withdrawn per Not
Level Completed . Requests Requests
Found Family Placed Made
Request
1 42 114 68 0 224 19% 20%
2 78 179 163 6 426 18% 38%
3 30 52 31 5 118 25% 11%
4 36 43 30 1 110 33% 10%
5 26 32 24 0 82 32% 7%
6 30 19 15 0 64 47% 6%
7 0 0 0 0 0 0% 0%
No
Support 17 53 25 0 95 18% 8%
Level
Totals 259 492 356 12 1119 23%
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The following tables present a geographical analysis of the requests where no placement was found, by
county, city, and zip code. The geographical analysis is based on the current residential address of the
individual for whom the RFP was sent. Note that the total RFPs by each grouping do not match the total
requests seen elsewhere in this report; these charts show data only for requests not placed, therefore
geographical areas (counties, cities, and zip codes) where all RFPs were placed do not appear with these
data. Statewide RFPs are not included with these data, since we do not have geographical information

for those individuals.

Numbef of Percent Percent
Y RFPs with  Total of Not
No RPFs Requests Placed
Placement Made

Logan 5 8 0.3% 63%

El Paso 19 43 1.5% 44%

Pueblo 10 26 0.9% 38%

Douglas 283 809 29.0% 35%

Arapahoe 455 1678 60.1% 27%

Denver 18 68 2.4% 26%

Jefferson 7 38 1.4% 18%

Adams 18 111 4.0% 16%

Elbert 1 10 0.4% 10%

Totals 816 | 2791 | 100%
. Number of RFPs Percent of Percent Not
City with No Placement petallitns Requests Made Placed

Arvada 7 16 0.6% 44%
Aurora 270 1105 39.9% 24%
Bennett 3 8 0.3% 38%
Byers 2 4 0.1% 50%
Castle Rock 61 176 6.4% 35%
Centennial 63 246 8.9% 26%
Colorado Springs 17 30 1.1% 57%
Commerce City 3 9 0.3% 33%
Denver 33 114 4.1% 29%
Elizabeth 1 3 0.1% 33%
Englewood 71 188 6.8% 38%
Franktown 4 10 0.4% 40%
Greenwood Village 1 14 0.5% 7%
Highlands Ranch 57 193 7.0% 30%
Lakewood 2 10 0.4% 20%
Larkspur 4 9 0.3% 44%
Littleton 79 276 10.0% 29%
Lone Tree 9 32 1.2% 28%
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Git Number of RFPs Total REPs Percent of Percent Not
y with No Placement Requests Made Placed
Loveland 3 6 0.2% 50%
Parker 96 265 9.6% 36%
Peyton 1 2 0.1% 50%
Pueblo 10 22 0.8% 45%
Sedalia 7 0.3% 43%
Sheridan 2 0.1% 100%
Westminster 5 7 0.3% 71%
Wheat Ridge 9 14 0.5% 64%
Totals 816 2768 100%
City/zi No Placement Total P::EZZ:: Percent Not
/<P Found Requests 9 Placed
Made
Arvada 7 16 0.57% 43.75%
80003 5 10 0.36% 50.00%
80004 1 1 0.04% 100.00%
80007 1 5 0.18% 20.00%
Aurora 270 1105 39.45% 24.43%
80013 4 0.14% 0.00%
80010 12 67 2.39% 17.91%
80011 36 156 5.57% 23.08%
80012 25 147 5.25% 17.01%
80013 69 230 8.21% 30.00%
80014 19 103 3.68% 18.45%
80015 29 114 4.07% 25.44%
80016 50 155 5.53% 32.26%
80017 25 104 3.71% 24.04%
80018 1 16 0.57% 6.25%
80019 1 0.04% 0.00%
80041 3 4 0.14% 75.00%
80047 1 4 0.14% 25.00%
Bennett 3 8 0.29% 37.50%
80102 3 8 0.29% 37.50%
Brighton 6 0.21% 0.00%
80601 6 0.21% 0.00%
Broomfield 2 0.07% 0.00%
80020 2 0.07% 0.00%

Report Prepared by the Quality Assurance Department November 2016

FINAL VER 12/19/2016

Page 14 of 21



\/_.\ Deve|opmenta| Pathways Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

-~ DEDICATED TO INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/ 1/ 2015 - 6/ 30/ 2016
City/Zip No Placement Total P:;;EZZS Percent Not

Found Requests Made Placed

Byers 2 4 0.14% 50.00%
80103 2 4 0.14% 50.00%
Castle Pines 2 0.07% 0.00%
80108 2 0.07% 0.00%
Castle Rock 62 176 6.28% 35.23%
80104 4 0.14% 0.00%
80104 21 63 2.25% 33.33%
80108 14 34 1.21% 41.18%
80109 27 75 2.68% 36.00%
Centennial 67 246 8.78% 27.24%
80122 1 0.04% 0.00%
80015 16 70 2.50% 22.86%
80016 12 31 1.11% 38.71%
80111 6 0.21% 0.00%
80112 19 57 2.03% 33.33%
80121 4 23 0.82% 17.39%
80122 16 58 2.07% 27.59%
Cherry Hills Village 4 0.14% 0.00%
80113 4 0.14% 0.00%
Colorado Springs 17 30 1.07% 56.67%
80908 3 0.11% 0.00%
80909 7 11 0.39% 63.64%
80917 10 15 0.54% 66.67%
80923 1 0.04% 0.00%
Commerce City 3 9 0.32% 33.33%
80022 9 0.32% 33.33%
Denver 33 114 4.07% 28.95%
80210 3 5 0.18% 60.00%
80216 5 6 0.21% 83.33%
80219 2 0.07% 0.00%
80220 1 5 0.18% 20.00%
80221 2 5 0.18% 40.00%
80222 3 0.11% 0.00%
80223 1 0.04% 0.00%
80229 2 0.07% 0.00%
80230 1 2 0.07% 50.00%
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\/_.\ Deve|opmenta| Pathways Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

-~ DEDICATED TO INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/ 1/ 2015 - 6/ 30/ 2016
City/zi No Placement Total P::EZZS Percent Not
/<P Found Requests 9 Placed
Made
Denver (continued)
80231 3 0.11% 0.00%
80236 3 7 0.25% 42.86%
80237 1 0.07% 50.00%
80239 4 24 0.86% 16.67%
80247 7 21 0.75% 33.33%
80249 6 26 0.93% 23.08%
Elizabeth 1 3 0.11% 33.33%
80107 1 3 0.11% 33.33%
Englewood 67 188 6.71% 35.64%
80110 7 0.25% 0.00%
80110 33 80 2.86% 41.25%
80111 16 42 1.50% 38.10%
80112 12 23 0.82% 52.17%
80113 6 33 1.18% 18.18%
80151 3 0.11% 0.00%
Franktown 3 10 0.36% 30.00%
80116 3 10 0.36% 30.00%
Golden 4 0.14% 0.00%
80401 4 0.14% 0.00%
Greenwood Village 1 14 0.50% 7.14%
80111 1 12 0.43% 8.33%
80121 2 0.07% 0.00%
Highlands Ranch 57 193 6.89% 29.53%
80126 29 94 3.36% 30.85%
80129 17 68 2.43% 25.00%
80130 11 31 1.11% 35.48%
Kiowa 1 0.04% 0.00%
80117 1 0.04% 0.00%
Lakewood 2 10 0.36% 20.00%
80214 7 0.25% 0.00%
80215 1 2 0.07% 50.00%
80401 1 1 0.04% 100.00%
Larkspur 4 9 0.32% 44.44%
80118 4 9 0.32% 44.44%
Report Prepared by the Quality Assurance Department November 2016 Page 16 of 21

FINAL VER 12/19/2016



\/_.\ Deve|opmenta| Pathways Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

~”  DEDICATED TO INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/ 1/ 2015 - 6/ 30/ 2016
City/Zip No Placement Total P:;;EZZ::C Percent Not
Found Requests Made Placed
Littleton 79 276 9.85% 28.62%
80120 26 105 3.75% 24.76%
80121 1 13 0.46% 7.69%
80122 14 41 1.46% 34.15%
80123 2 13 0.46% 15.38%
80124 9 27 0.96% 33.33%
80125 10 32 1.14% 31.25%
80126 8 12 0.43% 66.67%
80127 4 0.14% 0.00%
80128 2 0.25% 28.57%
80129 1 11 0.39% 9.09%
80130 6 11 0.39% 54.55%
Lone Tree 9 32 1.14% 28.13%
80124 9 32 1.14% 28.13%
Loveland 3 6 0.21% 50.00%
80537 3 6 0.21% 50.00%
Morrison 2 0.07% 0.00%
80465 2 0.07% 0.00%
Parker 96 265 9.46% 36.23%
80134 75 207 7.39% 36.23%
80138 21 58 2.07% 36.21%
Peyton 1 2 0.07% 50.00%
80831 1 2 0.07% 50.00%
Pueblo 10 22 0.79% 45.45%
81001 2 6 0.21% 33.33%
81005 8 16 0.57% 50.00%
Pueblo West 4 0.14% 0.00%
81007 4 0.14% 0.00%
Sedalia 3 7 0.25% 42.86%
80135 3 7 0.25% 42.86%
Sheridan 2 2 0.07% 100.00%
80110 2 2 0.07% 100.00%
Strasburg 3 0.11% 0.00%
80136 3 0.11% 0.00%
Westminster 5 7 0.25% 71.43%
80234 5 7 0.25% 71.43%
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\/0\, Developmental Pathways

-~ DEDICATED TO [INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES

Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016
7/1/2015 -6/30/2016

City/Zip No Placement Total P:;;EZZS Percent Not
Found Requests Made Placed
Wheat Ridge 9 14 0.50% 64.29%
80033 6 0.21% 16.67%
80212 8 8 0.29% 100.00%
Woodland Park 5 0.18% 0.00%
80863 5 0.18% 0.00%
Total Requests 816 2801

The final table (on the following pages) shows the rate of “No Placement” by both city and service,
showing which supports are most needed in which locations. The cities are sorted such that cities with
the highest total number of requests are at the top. The cells highlighted in the columns “Percent Not

Placed” and “Percent Requested” are those that are above average for that service.
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O. Deve|opmenta| Pathway§ Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

-~ DEDICATED TO INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/ 1/ 2015 - 6/ 30/ 2016
Respite Day Habilitation Massage Therapy Homemaker Services Movement Therapy Behavioral Services Residential Services
= 8 = g = 8 = -8 = 8 = 8 = 8 = 8 = 8 = -8 = 8 = g = 8 P 8 = 8 = -8 = 8 = -8 = 8 = -8 = 8 P 8 = 8 = 8 = 8 = -8 = 8 = g
868 8% §& Gho|l&88 &E 88 STv|8&8 8% §& Gw|lLR8 8% T& SL|l8RLEEB §R8 Sw|L&8 8% TR SL|2&8 E&°B §& GO
Ea ES Sa ¢£S5(€Eo €8 c£a | ¢3|Ea ES fa g£S[Ea ES fa CSS5|Ea ES Sa £S5 Eox ES Sa | C3|Ea ES £a £ 3
26 28 &8 &8|28 23 &5 &F|2828 &8 &£8|28 28 &8 &3|2828 &8 &F|25828 & £5|28 28 &8 &8
= o =2 o =2 o 2 o 2 o 2 o 2 o =2 o =2 o =2 o =2 o =2 o = o =2 o
Aurora 73 225 32% 21 | 174 12% 11 55 20% 44 129 34% 18 80 20 161 12% 9 61 15%
Littleton 28 70 40% 1 28 4% 2 17 12% 7 29 24% 5 17 8 29 28% 3 14 21%
Parker 38 74 51% 6 30 20% 2 14 14% 14 27 52% 4 12 4 21 19% 0 9 0%
Centennial 22 59 37% 3 32 9% 0 9 0% 19 37 51% 2 11 6 24 25% 0 6 0%
Englewood 22 44 50% 8 30 27% 1 8 13% 8 18 44% 1 11 5 18 28% 0 6 0%
Highlands Ranch 23 54 43% 6 24 25% 0 6 0% 3 16 19% 3 11 4 26 15% 1 4  25% 2%
Castle Rock 25 50 50% 1 10 10% 3% 4 13 31% 13 28 46% 2 16 3 18 17% 0 1 0% 1%
Denver 9 13 6% 2% | 3 24  13% 1 2| 50% 1% 2 9 2% 1 1| 100% 1% | 4 24 17% 4 16 25% |iosN
Lone Tree 5 10 50% 2% 1 5 20% 1% 0 0 0% 1 4 25% 1% 0 1 0% 1% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0%
Colorado Springs 5 7 71% 1% 2 5 40% 1% 2 3 67% 2% 0 0 0% 1 2 50% 1% 1 2 50% 1% 0 0 0%
Pueblo 0 0 0% 4 8 50% 2% 0 0 0% 1 3 33% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 2 6 33%
Wheat Ridge 0 0 0% 3 5 60% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 2 2 100% 1% 4 7  57%
Arvada 0 0 0% 1 3 33% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 6 12 = 50%
Greenwood Village 0 2 0% 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Franktown 0 1 0% 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 2 4  50% 2%
Lakewood 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 1 0% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 2 0% 1%
Commerce City 0 1 0% 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 2 2 100% 1% 1 2 50% 1%
Larkspur 2 2 100% 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 1 1 100% 0% 1 2 50% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 1 0% 1%
Bennett 0 0 0% 2 4 50% 1% 0 1 0% 1% 0 0 0% 1 1 100% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0%
Sedalia 2 2 100% 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 1 0% 1%
Westminster 4 4  100% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0%
Loveland o o0 0%| o 1 0% 0%| 0 o %| o o %| 0o o %| o o 0% | 3 5 60% e
Brighton 0 2 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Woodland Park 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Pueblo West 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 3 0% 2%
Golden 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 1 0% 0% 0 1 0% 1%
Cherry Hills Village 0 2 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 2 0% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Byers 1 2 50% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Elizabeth 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 1% 0 0 0% 1 2 50% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Strasburg 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Castle Pines 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0%
Sheridan 0 0 0% 1 1  100% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Morrison 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Peyton 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 1 2 50% 1% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Broomfield 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0%
Kiowa 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 1 0% 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0% 0 0 0%
Totals 259 625 41% 100% 63 393 16% 100% 23 137 17% 100% | 114 312 37% 100% 40 172 23% 100% 59 341 17% 100% 35 161 22% 100%
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o. Deve]opmental Pathway§ Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

-~ DEDICATED TO |[INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/1/2015 - 6/30/2016

Mentorship Supported Employment Personal Care Transportation Prevocational Services Community Connector Hippotherapy
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0% 3%

0% 100% 1% 33% 2%

2%
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Colorado Springs 50% 2% 0% 0% 0% 0% 67% 2%

Pueblo 0% 0% 0% 0% 60% 0% 0%

Wheat Ridge 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Arvada 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Greenwood Village 0% 1% 0% e 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 2% 100% 1%

Franktown 50% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Lakewood 50% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 1%

Commerce City 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Larkspur 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%

Bennett 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% IS 0% 0%

Sedalia 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 1%

Westminster 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 2% 0%

Loveland 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Brighton 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Woodland Park 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Pueblo West 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Golden 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Cherry Hills Village 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Byers 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 1% 0%

Elizabeth 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Strasburg 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0% 0% e 0% 0%

Castle Pines 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0%

Sheridan 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 1%

Morrison 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1% 0%

Peyton 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

Broomfield 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Kiowa 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%
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Totals 11
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O. Deve|opmenta| Pathway§ Annual RFP Report: Fiscal Year 2016

- DEDICATED TO |INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES 7/ 1/ 2015 - 6/ 30/ 2016
Totals
L9 80 £ 8 =0
88 8% 58 §%
Exl B3l 52| 58
22 %2 2 =&
Aurora 270 1105 24%
Littleton 79 275 29%
Parker 96 264 36%
Centennial 67 246 27%
Englewood 67 187 36%
Highlands Ranch 57 193 30%
Castle Rock 62 176 35%
Denver 33 114 29%
Lone Tree 9 32 28% 1%
Colorado Springs 17 30 57% 1%
Pueblo 10 22 45% 1%
Wheat Ridge 9 14  64% 1%
Arvada 7 16 44% 1%
Greenwood Village 1 14 7% 1%
Franktown 3 10 30% 0%
Lakewood 2 10 20% 0%
Commerce City 3 9 33% 0%
Larkspur 4 9 44% 0%
Bennett 3 8 38% 0%
Sedalia 3 7 43% 0%
Westminster 5 7 71% 0%
Loveland 3 6 50% 0%
Brighton 0 6 0% 0%
Woodland Park 0 5 0% 0%
Pueblo West 0 4 0% 0%
Golden 0 4 0% 0%
Cherry Hills Village 0 4 0% 0%
Byers 2 4 50% 0%
Elizabeth 1 3 33% 0%
Strasburg 0 3 0% 0%
Castle Pines 0 2 0% 0%
Sheridan 2 2 100% 0%
Morrison 0 2 0% 0%
Peyton 1 2 50% 0%
Broomfield 0 2 0% 0%
Kiowa 0 1 0% 0%
Totals 816 2798 29% 100%
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