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The California Area 2005 Summary Report contains information about selected clinical GPRA measures collected

from 23 tribal and 3 urban programs using CRS 5.1 software. This report is a companion to the 2005

Executive Summary and the 2005 12-Area Report. Taken together, these three reports allow individual

health programs to see how their performance contributes to California Area and national GPRA performance

and how California Area performance compares with other Areas. The California Area Report and the 12-Area Report
contain detailed, comparative performance information for programs and Areas. The Executive Summary includes
contextual information about GPRA measures and also contains a reference section for those who would like to review the
clinical literature relating to measures.

The California Area Summary Report includes graphs for each clinical GPRA measure. These graphs display results by
health program for GPRA year (GY) 2005 and GY 2004. The 2005 GPRA year ran from July 1, 2004 through June 30,
2005. In addition, each graph includes the California Area Average for GY 2005 and Healthy People 2010 or IHS

2010 goals. The last row under each graph shows the number of patient records examined to calculate the rate for

the measure. These graphs will allow each health program to review the change in their own performance from GY 2004 to
GY 2005, compare their performance with other California programs and with Area and national Averages, and assess their
progress toward achieving long-term national goals. On the following page, a table lists GPRA population numbers, so
programs can benchmark their progress against programs of similar size.

The long- term objective of this report is to provide California Area Indian Health Programs with comparable and
consistent performance data. The ability to access performance data at the local level will allow health programs to
identify where they need to make improvements in their delivery of clinical services. This data will also allow the
California Area to consider using performance as a factor in the distribution of new funds.



User Population by Tribal and Urban Program

California Area — Tribal Programs Reported (23)

Urban Programs Reported (3)
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Health Program GPRA User Population (2005)

Riverside/ San Bern (RSB)

Central Valley (CV)

United Indian Health (UIH)
Sonoma (SON)
Auburn/Chapa De (CDE)
Indian Health Council (IHC)
Hoopa (HPA)

Feather River (FRV)
Consolidated THP (CON)
Toiyabe (TOI)

Tule River (TUL)

Southern Indian Health (SIH)
United Amer. Indian Inv. UAII
MACT Health Board (MAC)
Karuk (KRK)

Northern Valley (NVL)

Lake County (LAK)

San Diego (SDG)

Round Valley (RVL)
Greenville (GVL)

Lassen (LAS)

Pit River/Burney (PIT) 852
Shingle Springs (SS) 820
Santa Ynez (SYZ) 746
Santa Barbara (SBR) 362
Sycuan (SYC) 77




CALIFORNIA AREA REPORT

National Average: 11% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
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CALIFORNIA AREA REPORT

National Average: 78%
2010 Target: 50% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005

CA AVERAGE.  83% Documented HbA1C
(Not a GPRA Measure- for context only)
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CALIFORNIA AREA REPORT

National Average: 15%
2010 Target: 10% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  15% Poor Glycemic Control
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ocvos| 14 | 18| 17|15 17| 13|14 8|18 7| 9)|15]|22]10f14]0f]12]25]12|6|20]16|12]16]09
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CALIFORNIA AREA REPORT

National Average: 30%

2010 Target: 40% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE: 37% Ideal Glycemic Control
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OoGYos| 41 39 50 35 35 32 37 35 25 35 39 48 32 24 39 14 56 41 47 44 38 30 32 44 30 50
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n 174 | 189 | 322 | 178 | 52 | 232 | 291 | 103 | 58 | 125 | 124 | 132 | 93 | 780 | 104 | 22 41 | 137 | 324 | 25 16 30 | 266 | 169 | 101 | 324
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National Average: 37%

2010 Target: 50% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  36% Controlled BP <130/80
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OGYO5| 51 | 35 | 35| 46| 29| 35|33 41273135243 |37]19]5|37|23]|]33]|]36]|5]30]44]|37]|30]39
@BGYO4| 44 | 26 | 36 | 52 | 29 | 31 | 34 | 34 | 33 | 42| 40| 21 | 26 | 36 | 27 | 27 | 43 | 17 | 32 | 36 | 31 | 28 | 43 | 35 38
n 1741189 1322|1178 | 52 | 232|291 | 103 | 58 | 1251241132 93 | 780|104 | 22 | 41 | 137|324 25 | 16 | 30 | 266 | 169 | 101 | 324
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CALIFORNIA AREA REPORT

National Average: 53%
2010 Target: 70% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
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OGYO5| 51 | 62 | 74| 64| 44| 77 | 66 | 67 | 60 | 83 | 57 | 65 | 53 | 65| 64 | 55 | 83 | 64 | 70 | 72 | 63 | 83 | 58 | 66 | 58 | 49
BGYo4| 59 | 58 | 72 | 64 | 67 | 75| 73 | 5|8 | 76| 706251 |61]70]5]|75]|65]7]60]7]|8|57]|40 45
n 1741189 1322|1178 | 52 | 232|291 | 103 | 58 | 1251241132 93 | 780|104 | 22 | 41 | 137|324 25 | 16 | 30 | 266 | 169 | 101 | 324
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National Average: 47%
2010 Target: 70% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  59% Nephropathy Assessed
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OGYOS| 61 | 50 | 74 | 57 | 37 | 61 | 64 | 45 | 46 | 69 | 48 | 65 | 40 | 63 | 60 | 50 | 71 | 65 | 61 | 64 | 69 | 83 | 64 | 76 | 21 | 38
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n 174 | 189 | 322 | 178 | 52 | 232 | 291 | 103 | 58 | 125 | 124 | 132 | 93 | 780 | 104 | 22 | 41 | 137 | 324 | 25 | 16 | 30 | 266 | 169 | 101 | 324
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National Average: 50%
2010 Target: 75% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  49% Retinopathy Assessed
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National Average: 60%
2010 Target: 90% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE: 56% Pap Screening
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National Average: 41%
2010 Target: 70% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005

CA AVERAGE:  42% Mammography Screening
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National Average: 11%
2010 Target: 25% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE: 9% Alcohol Screening (FAS Prevention)
60
50
40
5
8] 30
[ —
o
20 I; ]
10
Jnalma Il [L[I_ [I_J_.]_J:I_J[ | LT
CDE|CON| ¢V |FRV |GVL |HPA| IHC | KRK | LAK|LAS|MAC|NVL | PIT |RSB|RVL | SBR|SDG| SIH | SON| sS |syc|syz| Tor | TuL Juan JuiHs
ocvos| 4 | 18| 16| 4| 222|122 4|6 |22 4| 21|24 2]9|39|47]|25]|23]19|]28]1]25]0]22]1
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National Average: 24%
2010 Target: 40% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  37% Dental Access-General
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National Average: 39%
2010 Target: 75% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  58% Diabetes: Dental Access*
*This measure will be eliminated in 2006
100
80 I —
60 o m]
=
m p—
[&]
>
o
40 H
20 4
o+ - - u - . - - . . - - .]_. - - . .
CDE|coN| cv | FRV | GVL | HPA | IHC | KRK | LAK | LAS [MAC|NVL | PIT | RSB | RVL | SBR|SDG | SIH | SON| SS | syc | syz | Tor | TuL | UAI | UIHS
|I:IGY05 61 | 60 | 61 | 53 | 40 | 41 | 84 | 54 | 46 | 66 | 65 | 54 | 57 | 78 | 47 | 50 | 73| 77| 53 | 60 | 69 | 90 | 60 | 39 | 26 | 6
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National Average: 13%
2010 Target: 25% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  15% Intimate Partner/Domestic Violence Screening
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oGyos| 12 | 73 | 38 | 29 0 19 6 0 4 17 0 1 1 18 0 37 0 0 7 1 0 0 14 0 3 0
mGYo4| 5 38| 22| 22 0 1 16 0 12 3 0 1 0 0 0 57 2 0 2 0 0 0 3 0 1
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National Average: 60%
2010 Target: 80% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CAAVERAGE:  51% Childhood Immunizations*
*Individual Program and Area average reported
through CRS 5.1. Reported Area Average of 57%
was calculated using Immunization Reports
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OGYos| 70 | 62 | 50 | 77 0O | 23| 99| 27| 37|77 |52]|53]|67]|45]39]|] 0] 70]|]29]46|39] 0 ]60]43]|43]|] 0 | 59
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National Average: 59%
2010 Target: 90% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  58% Influenza Immunization
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OGYO5| 60 | 68 | 83 | 47 | 36 | 69 | 52 | 56 | 56 | 75 | 44 | 69 | 60 | 47 | 64 | 63 | 23 | 50 | 76 | 74 | 83 | 68 | 55 | 36 | 40 | 58
BGY04| 56 | 42 | 77 | 55| 16 | 58 | 54 | 42 | 41 | 70 | 50 | 65 | S0 | 47 | 46 | 35| 26 | 52 | 713 | 54 | 50 | 36 | 54 | 33 59
n 136|128 | 2411146 | 55 | 187|187 | 155 63 | 63 | 135 72 | 42 |510| 88 | 19 | 22 | 97 | 184 | 27 6 22 1188 | 99 | 52 | 318
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National Average: 69%
2010 Target: 90% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005

CA AVERAGE:  71% Pneumococcal Immunization
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OGYo5| 82 | 73 | 86 | 67 | 44| 73 | 78 | 54 | 49| 92 | 55| 58 | 74 | 68 | 51| 58 | 73| 75| 8 | 8 | 67 | 59 ) 77| /71|40 | 71
BGY04| 75 ) 66 | 89 | 69 | 40 | 68 | 96 | 62 | 36 | 89 | 55 | 56 | 68 | 67 | 39 | 59 | 63 | 74 | 87 | 713 | 50 | 64 | 64 | 55 70
n 136|128 | 2411146 | 55 | 187|187 | 155 63 | 63 | 135 72 | 42 |510| 88 | 19 | 22 | 97 | 184 | 27 6 22 1188 | 99 | 52 | 318
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National Average: 43%
2010 Target: 80% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE: 56% Cholesterol Screening - CVD Prevention
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oGyos| 61 | 56 | 81| 66 | 43 | 54 | 65| 61 | 49 | 66 | 46 | 59 | 61 | 55 | 59 | 74 | 61 | 54 | 52 | 63 | 91 | 14 | 56 | 36 | 59 | 35
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National Average: 64%
2010 Target: 90% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE: 76% Obesity Assessment (BMI Measurement)
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oGyos| 75| 64 | 89| 89 | 65| 92 | 65| 87 | 84 | 87 | 77 | 85| 67 | 72 | 76 | 78 | 82 | 79| 76 | 64 | 84 | 58 | 72 | 85 | 62 | 64
mGyo4| 65| 68| 88| 90| 74| 92 | 61 | 84 | 81 | 88| 77 | 87 | 51 | 64 | 75| 81 | 88 | 80| 71| 64 | 80 | 55 | 67 | 84 68
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National Average: 34%
2010 Target: 75% California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  36% Tobacco Use Assessment
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National Average: 54%
2010 Target: TBD California Area Comparison - GPRA 2005
CA AVERAGE:  17% Prenatal HIV Screening
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