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i that languags shouid be more expansive or detatled, e apen B0 suegg

snzeia

From: Mona Hanna-Attisha [mailte: MHanna 1@ hurlevmc o]

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 10:46 AM

To: Minicuci, Angela {DHHS) <pinicuciA@michigan.gov>; Wells, Eden (DHHS) <fells 2 Ebmichigan.sov>; LaRocco, Toni
<Haroooodtechd. s

Cc: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS) <PeslerM i@ michigarn gove; Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS) <lizherzilmichigan.gov>; Eisner, Jennifer
(DHHS) <iisneridimizhipan.gove Emily Houk <emily @2 peongultanis o) Travis, Rashmi (DHHS)
<TrovisBRmephizmr oo

Subject: RE: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

fthink | have emailad this about ten times already, there naads to be o third column under testing methodology titled
GUHD - that iz an indepandent site where kids can get blood lead tested separate from the primary care providers and
sprngrate from comenunity/health plan events,

From: Minicuci, Angela (DHHS) [maitig: MinicuciA@michigan.gov]

Sent: Friday, October 23, 2015 10:20 AM

To: Wells, Eden (DHHS); LaRocco, Toni

Cc: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS); Mona Hanna-Attisha; Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS); Eisner, Jennifer {DHHS); Emily Houk; Travis,
Rashmi (DHHS)

Subject: RE: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

As wern rereiverd na edits to this last night, circulating tonight. Lok ke this i the Hinal version?
Alsss, any insight to the difference betweesn Priority levels 2 anwd 37 Any help wonudd e appreciated!
Angein

From: Minicuci, Angela {DHHS)

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:57 PM

To: Wells, Eden {(DHHS) <WelsE3@michizan.gzov>; 'LaRocco, Toni' <tiarpoooiiicchd us>

Cc: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS) <Pgelerid @ michizan.gov>; 'Mona Hanna-Attisha' <iiHannalithurleyms.com>; Lasher, Geralyn
(DHHS) <lashersfimichizanzoys; Eisner, Jennifer (DHHS) «<Eiznarighmichizan.goy>; 'Emily Houk!

<gimibvairdoconosiante eoms; Travis, Rashmi (DHHS) <FravizsB&mishizan zovs

Subject: RE: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

Aitached i a clearssd g version Tor Priority 3
{an wimeane heip me sndersiand the difference bedween the priority levais? Now that P72 and 73 have the same
whiong asseciatad with them, hoping to be able o explain why we've set these different audiences under different

&
priciity ievels.

Anpeis

From: Minicuci, Angela {(DHHS)
Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 2:33 PM
To: Wells, Eden {DHHS) <WellsE3@michigan.gov>; LaRocco, Toni <tlaroccof@echid us>
Ce: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS) <PeelerN@michigan.gov>; Mona Hanna-Attisha <MHannal@hurleyme.com>; Lasher, Geralyn
(DHHS) <iasherg@mnichigan.gove; Eisner, Jennifer (DHHS) <Eisnsri@michizan.gow>; Emily Houk
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<grnibydly Prconsubtanis. come; Travis, Rashmi (DHHS) <TravisRfmichipan oy
Subject: RE: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

ven the cazs maragament edit and the GUHD testing Irformation, plesss ses the attachad updated version.
é’eedn...,...\ '

From: Wells, Eden (DHHS)

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 11:55 AM

To: LaRocco, Toni <tlaroceo@pchd. us>

Ce: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS) <Peeleri @ michigan.gov>; Minicuci, Angela (DHHS) <FAiniruciadimichigan.gov>; Mona Hanna-
Attisha <dHannal&hurleyme corr>; Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS) <lasherafimichigan sovs; Elsner, Jennifer (DHHS)
<Eisneri@rmichigan.gove; Emily Houk <emily@:r2pconsultants com>; Traws, Rashml (DHHS) «<TravisR@michigan.gov>
Subject: Re: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

Great!!
Sent from my iPhone

On Oct 22, 2015, at 11:53 AM, LaRocco, Toni <tlarogeoiwigehd, g™ wrote:

After lunrh conversation regarding printing of materials. | have spoken with both our Headstart/Early Headstart
program, call i for GSHP, call in for non-licensed day care and have distribution Hist for licensad day care centers.

From: Peeler, Nancy (DHHS) [mailio: PeelerB@michigan.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 11:36 AM

To: LaRocco, Toni

Cc: Minicuci, Angela (DHHS); Wells, Eden {(DHHS); Mona Hanna-Attisha; Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS); Eisner, Jennifer
(DHHS); Emily Houk; Travis, Rashmi (DHHS)

Subject: Re: Time Sensitive-Updated Testing Protocol October 22, 2015

I agree with Toni - the case management contract with GCHD will be based on actual elevated levels (e.g.
Priority 1), and CM will do outreach to those kids. They will not be oftering CM to children who don't have a
test showing an elevated level (e.g. Priority 2 and 3).

However, if kids from Priority level 2 or 3 DO have an elevated level, that would bump them up into Priority 1.
Nancy

Sent from my iPad

On Oct 22, 2015, at 11:16 AM, LaRocco, Ton <tlaroccofagchd us™ wrote:

fdor't think case management colum under priority level 2 is pertinent pending comversations tomarrow afternoon.
Although anvone needing case management will be followed by GCHED

From: Minicuci, Angela (DHHS) [imailto: MinicuciA@michigan.gov]

Sent: Thursday, October 22, 2015 11:01 AM

To: Wells, Eden {DHHS)

Cc: Mona Hanna-Attisha; Lasher, Geralyn (DHHS); Eisner, Jennifer (DHHS); Emily Houk; Peeler, Nancy {DHHS); LaRocco,
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