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Abstract
Understanding early childhood mental health service utilization in community-based clinical settings is important. Project 
Linking Actions for Unmet Needs in Children’s Health (Project LAUNCH) provided mental health-related services for 
young children and families within pediatric medical homes. Using data from the Project LAUNCH evaluation (n = 106), we 
implemented negative binomial regression models to determine if baseline variables were associated with service utilization, 
defined as the number of encounters between the family and the team. Past-year homelessness emerged as a significant pre-
dictor of service utilization. Encounters for families with children who experienced homelessness within the last 12 months 
occurred at a rate 34.5% lower than those who had not experienced homelessness. Results highlight the importance of 
addressing homelessness as a barrier to mental health service utilization for families. Screening for recent housing insecurity 
and developing interventions that integrate housing support services into mental health programs may inform strategies to 
increase attendance for families with young children.

Keywords  Service utilization · Early childhood mental health · Primary care · Homelessness · Social determinants of 
health

Early-onset socioemotional difficulties related to vari-
ous health and behavior problems in childhood through 
adulthood decrease quality of life and lead to considerable 
public expenditures (Alfonso & DuPaul, 2020; Brauner & 
Stephens, 2006; Cree et al., 2018; Jones et al., 2015). Epi-
demiological studies estimate that 9–26% of children ages 
0–8 years are affected by emotional and behavioral distur-
bances (Brauner & Stephens, 2006; Briggs et al., 2012; 
Brown et al., 2012; Cree et al., 2018; Egger & Angold, 
2006). Many young children experience an unmet need for 

mental health services due to lack of referrals from primary 
care providers, lack of caregiver awareness to needs and 
resources, limited availability of services, and barriers to 
access (Brauner & Stephens, 2006; Godoy et al., 2019; Roll 
et al., 2013). Research on access to child mental health ser-
vices has sought to understand barriers and attitudes that 
influence caregivers’ decisions to engage in services. For 
example, parents from ethnic minorities and parents with 
low socioeconomic status often have more barriers to ser-
vice use (Thurston & Phares, 2008). Even among children 
who have access to and use mental health services, rates of 
service use tend to drastically decrease over time (Farmer 
et al., 1999; Gopalan et al., 2010; Reid et al., 2019). Suffi-
cient attendance at mental health appointments is critical to 
achieving clinically significant improvements in treatment 
outcomes for children (Boggs et al., 2005).

The pediatric primary care service sector is widely rec-
ognized as uniquely positioned to provide mental health 
services for children (Committee on Psychosocial Aspects 
of Child & Family Health & Task Force on Mental Health, 
2009). Primary care is a critical access point to the health 
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system. While only a small proportion of children visit a 
mental health provider, most interact with a primary care 
provider in a typical year (Godoy et al., 2019; Ko et al., 
2008). Behavioral health integration into pediatric pri-
mary care is one viable and feasible solution to improve 
mental health services for children (Asarnow et al., 2017; 
Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, n.d.; Moore 
& Krehbiel, 2016; Tyler et al., 2017). However, effective 
implementation and uptake remain low. A recent meta-
analytic review found that only 1.76% of school-aged 
children (5–18 years) accessed services through primary 
care (Duong et al., 2021). There is a need to better under-
stand how to increase behavioral health in primary care. 
This is particularly important for young children who may 
not be school-aged yet. Pediatric primary care may be an 
especially valuable space for behavioral health services for 
these infants, toddlers, and young children because of their 
standard well-child care structure (Simpson et al., 2016). 
Understanding factors associated with mental health ser-
vice utilization for young children (0–8 years) in primary 
care settings is necessary to improve existing models and 
expand services to a larger proportion of young children 
and families.

Prior mental health service utilization research has 
focused on a range of factors that influence access, engage-
ment, and retention in care. Several engagement studies in 
child and adolescent mental health services have shown 
promise (Alegría et al., 2004; May et al., 2007; McKay 
et al., 1998; Nock & Ferriter, 2005). Research on predictors 
of service utilization for children tends to focus on older 
children and children with externalizing behavior problems 
(e.g., Luk et al., 2001) and has mainly been conducted in the 
form of randomized controlled trials and quasi-experimental 
studies (Boggs et al., 2005; Lyon et al., 2013; Mendenhall, 
2012). Few studies on service utilization have occurred in 
non-research clinical service settings where there are short-
ages of manualized treatments, and treatment endpoints are 
seldom predetermined (Gonzalez et al., 2011). Not much 
is known about service utilization in programs with young 
children in primary care settings. Evidence that helps us 
better understand service utilization in these programmatic 
settings is essential to strengthening the design and imple-
mentation of widespread public mental health programs. 
Understanding caregiver and family-level predictors of 
service utilization for children are vital for children under 
eight years old, given that younger children's engagement is 
mostly or wholly dependent on their caregivers (Power et al., 
2005; Schneiderman & Villagrana, 2010; Staudt, 2007). 
Studies have shown that identifying caregiver and family 
characteristics can improve our understanding of mental 
health service utilization for children and youth (Kerkorian 
et al., 2006; Kruzich et al., 2003; Power et al., 2005).

Previous studies have identified several child, caregiver, 
and family characteristics associated with attendance. Low 
socioeconomic status and ethnic minority status have fre-
quently been associated with attrition and decreased attend-
ance in children’s mental health services (Carr et al., 2016; 
Fernandez & Eyberg, 2009; Gopalan et al., 2010, McKay & 
Bannon, 2004). Caregiver stress, being a single parent, and 
severity of children’s challenges have also been associated 
with attendance in child mental health services (Fernandez 
& Eyberg, 2009; McKay & Bannon, 2004, Gopalan et al., 
2010). There is a dearth of research examining the asso-
ciation between homelessness and attendance in children’s 
mental health services for young children. However, a study 
of children and youth aged 12–21 found the experience of 
homelessness to be associated with attrition in outpatient 
mental health services (Baruch et al., 2009).

Program Description

Project Linking Actions for Unmet Needs in Children’s 
Health (Project LAUNCH) in Massachusetts, USA, imple-
mented a model for integrating mental health into pediat-
ric primary care for young children (0–8 years) at risk of 
socioemotional and behavioral difficulties and their families 
(Boston Public Health Commission, 2011). The public pro-
gram, funded by the Substance Abuse and Mental Health 
Services Administration (SAMHSA), was most recently 
implemented in three pediatric practices in three cities in 
Massachusetts, serving residents in predominantly low-
income Latinx communities. The LAUNCH/MYCHILD 
model utilizes a team of a family partner and a mental health 
clinician that provides mental health promotion and preven-
tion services and coordinated care for children and their fam-
ilies within pediatric medical homes. A family partner is a 
peer-professional with the lived experience of raising a child 
with social, emotional, or behavioral difficulties, who also 
shares cultural and linguistic backgrounds with participants 
and is a member of the community being served (Molnar 
et al., 2018; Nayak et al., 2021). They are experience-based 
peer experts commonly employed as part of the Children's 
Behavioral Health Initiative (CBHI) in Massachusetts. CBHI 
has developed systems of care for Medicaid-eligible youth 
with behavioral, mental, and emotional challenges. In the 
LAUNCH/MYCHILD model, the family partner and clini-
cian work as equal partners to deliver a range of family-
centered promotion and prevention services, including 
treatment, referrals, and linkages to essential resources for 
families of children at risk of socio-emotional and behavioral 
difficulties (Boston Public Health Commission, 2011).

Participation in LAUNCH/MYCHILD services was 
associated with positive improvements for both chil-
dren and caregivers in an evaluation study of an earlier 
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iteration of this model implemented in Boston, MA 
(Molnar et al., 2018). Specifically, children who scored 
above clinically significant cutoffs for behavioral distress 
significantly improved over time, with symptoms falling 
into the normal range at 12-month follow-up. Similarly, 
caregiver depressive and stress symptoms significantly 
declined over time (Molnar et al., 2018). A more recent 
qualitative evaluation of this model with 38 participants 
found that family partners were vital in helping families 
navigate systems. The family partner approach could be 
one way to reduce disparities in mental health services 
for young children, particularly those from marginal-
ized communities (Nayak et al., 2021). The LAUNCH/
MYCHILD model has received the designation of an evi-
dence-based best practice by the Association of Maternal 
and Child Health Programs (AMCHP) and was awarded 
Best Practice out of all 2020 submissions at the AMCHP 
2021 Annual Conference (AMCHP, 2021).

The purpose of this analysis is to examine baseline fac-
tors that predict utilization in primary care mental health 
services for young children using a sample of families 
who participated in Project LAUNCH. To our knowledge, 
this is one of the first studies examining service utiliza-
tion using prospectively collected data from young chil-
dren (0–8 years) and families from a diverse cohort as 
part of an integrated primary care-based mental health 
promotion and prevention program.

Materials and Methods

Participants and Sampling

Data for this study come from families served by Project 
LAUNCH teams, based on referrals from pediatric pri-
mary care providers at the three sites in different Massa-
chusetts cities from 2016 to 2019. Families were invited 
to participate in an evaluation study of Project LAUNCH. 
Participants did not have to participate in the evaluation 
study in order to receive services. Three hundred and 
forty families were enrolled in Project LAUNCH, and 106 
families participated in the evaluation study, representing 
119 children aged 0–8 years old at baseline. Caregivers 
provided informed consent for themselves and their child/
children's participation in the evaluation study. The evalu-
ation team only had access to data from families who con-
sented to the evaluation. This study was approved by the 
Northeastern University Institutional Review Board, the 
Massachusetts Department of Public Health Institutional 
Review Board, and each participating primary care site's 
ethical oversight committee.

Measures

Demographic Characteristics

Caregiver participants reported a number of demographic 
variables at baseline about themselves and their children, 
including age, gender, and race/ethnicity (White, Black or 
African American, Hispanic or Latino, Asian, American 
Indian or Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian, Other Pacific 
Islander, or Multiracial).

Social and Financial Characteristics

Caregivers were also asked a variety of questions regarding 
their social and financial situation. Specifically, caregivers 
were asked if they were currently employed or in school, 
if they had completed high school or its equivalent, if they 
were a single parent household, if the mother was/is a teen-
age mother (19 years or younger at the time of the child’s 
birth), if the family participated in public assistance pro-
grams, if anyone in the household or family had a mental 
illness, if anyone in the household or family had a substance 
use problem, if a child in the household had been a victim 
of violence or trauma, if there was a known open case or 
investigation of abuse or neglect, if a child in the house-
hold had experienced homelessness in the last 12 months, 
if a child in the household had been removed from child 
care or preschool or expelled from elementary school, if 
a biological parent of the child was incarcerated, and if a 
household member was currently deployed on active duty 
in the military.

Caregiver Mental Health

We used two validated tools to measure caregiver mental 
health: The Patient Health Questionnaire-9 (PHQ-9) and 
the Parenting Stress Index-Short Form (4th Edition) (PSI-
4-SF). The PHQ-9 is an adult depression scale with nine 
items. It has high validity as a screening tool and has been 
used with diverse sets of primary care patients (Huang et al., 
2006). It has strong internal consistency (α = 0.86–0.92) and 
test–retest reliability (0.83–0.84). The item scores range 
from 0 (not at all) to 3 (nearly every day) and are summed 
to obtain scores from 0 to 27, with ≥ 10 representing clini-
cally significant depressive symptoms.

The PSI-4-SF uses 36 items from the Parenting Stress 
Index, a tool used to measure parenting-related stress 
(Abidin, 1995). It has three subscales (parental distress, 
parent–child dysfunction interaction, and difficult child) as 
well as a total stress composite scale. Raw scores are stand-
ardized into t-scores with accompanying percentile scores. 
Scores at the 85th percentile and higher for the total stress 
composite score indicate clinically significant stress levels 
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(Reitman et al., 2002). The PSI-4-SF total stress scale has 
excellent internal consistency (α = 0.91, 0.92, 0.90) and good 
test–retest reliability (ICC = 0.77, 0.78, 0.77) (Barroso et al., 
2016; Díaz et al., 2011; Haskett et al., 2006; Whiteside-
Mansell et al., 2007).

Child Mental Health

We used the Ages & Stages Social and Emotional question-
naire (ASQ: SE-2) and the Devereux Students Strengths 
Assessment (DESSA) to examine baseline measures of child 
wellness. The ASQ: SE-2 is a parent-reported highly valid 
and reliable screening tool used to assess social, emotional, 
and behavioral concerns of children up to 72 months (6 years 
of age) (Squires et al., 2002). It has 19–30 items depending 
on the age of the child and has demonstrated good inter-
nal consistency (α = 0.82) and test–retest reliability (0.94) 
(Squires et al., 2001). Scores are categorized as above or 
below the clinical cutoff based on age-specific guidelines. 
Scoring above age-specific clinical cutoff scores indicates 
follow-up and monitoring needs (Squires et al., 2002).

Since the ASQ: SE-2 can only be used with children up 
to 72 months of age, we used the DESSA to measure social 
and emotional development for children in the sample who 
were 6–8 years of age. The DESSA is a highly valid and 
reliable 72-item, norm-referenced behavior rating scale for 
social-emotional competencies (Lebuffe et al., 2009). It has 
very high internal consistency (α = 0.98) and high test–retest 
reliability (0.90) for the social-emotional composite score 
(Lebuffe et al., 2018). It is strengths-based, and therefore 
lower scores indicate higher levels of concern. Standardized 
t-scores of 40 or below (16th percentile or below) indicate 
the likelihood of socio-emotional problems.

Service Utilization

Service utilization was defined as the total number of 
encounters with the Project LAUNCH team. An encoun-
ter for this analysis was defined as an in-person visit or a 
phone conversation between the team and a family. Number 
of sessions attended has previously been used an outcome 
measure in studies examining predictors of service utiliza-
tion in youth and child mental health services (Brookman-
Frazee et al., 2008; Haine-Schlagel et al., 2019; Mendenhall, 
2012; Miller et al., 2008). Email or text message correspond-
ences were not considered encounters for this analysis. Team 
members documented each encounter they had in a data col-
lection database, using a process similar to medical record 
documentation used by health providers. A family had to 
have at least one in-person or phone encounter to be included 
in the analysis. Encounters had a mean length of 48.8 min 
(SD = 22.5 min). Encounters covered a range of topics, 
including caregiver parenting skills, psychoeducation for the 

caregiver, behavior management of the child, social skills 
for the child, school readiness preparation, stress manage-
ment of the caregiver, referrals to clinical and non-clinical 
services, accompanying the caregiver to school-based Indi-
vidual Education Program meetings (IEP meetings), assist-
ing with housing applications, and more.

Data Analysis

As potential predictors of service utilization, we modeled 
child and caregiver race/ethnicity and gender, caregiver's 
current employment/student status, if the mother was/is a 
teenage mother, if they were a single parent household, if 
anyone in the household or family had a mental illness, if 
anyone in the household or family had a substance use prob-
lem, if a child in the household had been a victim of violence 
or trauma, if there was a known open case or investigation 
of abuse or neglect, if a child in the household had experi-
enced homelessness in the last 12 months, adult depression 
(PHQ-9), parental stress (PSI-4-SF), and measures of child 
socio-emotional wellness (ASQ: SE-2 and DESSA) as cat-
egorical variables. We categorized scores for adult depres-
sion (PHQ-9), parenting stress (PSI-4-SF), and measures of 
child socio-emotional wellness (ASQ: SE-2, DESSA) based 
on clinical cutoffs as determined by each measurement tool. 
The DESSA and ASQ:SE-2 have age-specific clinical cutoffs 
that indicate clinically meaningful symptoms and are used 
by providers to inform the development of treatment plans. 
We used these cutoffs for our analyses (LeBuffe et al., 2009; 
Squires et al., 2002).

We modeled caregiver and child age as continuous meas-
ures. Due to the children's young ages (0–8), we limited the 
use of child demographic characteristics in the multivariable 
model to child gender and age. These have been shown to 
affect service utilization in other samples (Kataoka et al., 
2002). All other demographic characteristics were assessed 
at the caregiver/family level since caregivers are ultimately 
responsible for seeking care for young children (Staudt, 
2007).

The proposed analysis was completed in three separate 
steps. The first univariate analysis looked at child, caregiver, 
and family-level characteristics predicting the number of 
encounters. This first step in the analysis did not use mul-
tiple imputation and instead had missing data as a separate 
category for each variable.

In order to obtain model estimates while retaining as 
much of the sample data as possible, multiple imputation 
was implemented through fully conditional specification for 
the second and third analyses (described below). For each 
analysis, 20 imputed datasets were created with a maximum 
of 20 iterations; we assessed convergence of the imputation 
process using trace plots (Buuren, 2018).
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The second analysis sought to better understand the 
relationship between child socio-emotional and behavio-
ral wellness scores (ASQ: SE-2 and DESSA) and service 
utilization, utilizing a univariate analysis with multiple 
imputation. Since not all children qualified for both the 
DESSA and ASQ: SE-2 (due to the age requirements of 
each), three separate regression models were constructed 
based on child qualification (ASQ: SE-2 only, DESSA 
only, and ASQ: SE-2 and DESSA combined). In each 
regression model, clinically meaningful cutoffs were used 
to determine if a relationship existed between child socio-
emotional and behavioral wellness and service utilization.

The third analysis used an a priori selection of study 
variables to model the multivariable relationship between 
variables and service utilization encounters using mul-
tiple imputation to account for missing data. The use of 
multiple imputation through fully conditional specifica-
tion imputes missing data on a variable-by-variable basis 
under the assumption the data are missing at random 
(Buuren & Groothuis-Oudshoorn, 2011). We address 
this assumption in a sensitivity analysis. We included 
variables that (a) were associated with attendance in 
previous research and (b) represented important clinical 
characteristics relevant to our participants (e.g., assess-
ment scores). Based on our review of the literature, the 
following were selected as variables of interest for the 
multiple imputation analyses: caregiver race/ethnicity, if 
the caregiver was currently employed or in school, if the 
mother was/is a teenage mother, if they were a single par-
ent household, if anyone in the household or family had 
a mental illness, if anyone in the household or family had 
a substance use problem, if a child in the household had 
been a victim of violence or trauma, if there was a known 
open case or investigation of abuse or neglect, if a child 
in the household had experienced homelessness in the last 
12 months, and measures of adult depression and parental 
stress from the PHQ-9 and PSI-4-SF tools, respectively 
(Alegría et al., 2004; Carr et al., 2016; Schneiderman & 
Villagrana, 2010; Staudt, 2007).

Univariate modeling from the first analysis did not 
inform inclusion/exclusion of covariates in the final 
model of interest. The only a priori variables not included 
in the final analysis model were caregiver race and ethnic-
ity. Since the amount of missing data in this variable was 
high, we did not include it in the final model. We did not 
impute this variable because race is a social construct and 
therefore cannot and should not be estimated from impu-
tations. All a priori variables considered for the multivari-
able negative binomial regression model were imputed 
and resulting parameter estimates were pooled (Rubin, 
1987). In instances where a measurement was compared 
to some clinical cutoff (as seen with PHQ-9, PSI-4-SF, 

DESSA and ASQ: SE-2 measures), raw scores were first 
multiply imputed and later transformed post-imputation.

Sensitivity Analysis

An appropriate sensitivity analysis was carried out to test the 
robustness of imputations and plausibility of the assumed 
missingness mechanism. In all analyses, negative binomial 
regression models were implemented. All analyses were 
completed using the software package R, version 3.4.4 (R 
Core Team, 2020) and missing data were imputed using the 
statistical package MICE (Buuren & Groothuis-Oudshoorn, 
2011).

Results

Sample Characteristics

Of the 106 families in this sample, there were 119 child/
caregiver pairs with a mean of 7.61 (SD = 8.62) service 
utilization encounters. A distribution describing the num-
ber of encounters per child/caregiver pair for the cohort of 
sample participants can be seen in Fig. 1. Five hundred and 
sixty-seven of encounters (71.1%) occurred at the primary 
care sites, 94 encounters (11.8%) at the family's home, 97 
encounters (12.2%) by phone, and 39 (4.9%) in other loca-
tions, including at the child's school, local parks, housing 
shelters, etc. The average age of children at baseline was 
50.86 months (SD = 24.85) and the average age of caregivers 
was 31.57 years (SD = 7.78) (Table 1).

Ninety-eight (82.4%) caregivers and 33 (27.7%) children 
were female. For caregiver race/ethnicity, 81 (68.1%) identi-
fied as Hispanic, 11 (9.2%) as White and 9 (7.6%) as Black 
or African American. Given the small number of partici-
pants from racial and ethnic minority groups such as Asian, 
American Indian or Alaskan Native, Native Hawaiian, Other 
Pacific Islander, etc., these were combined into an Other cat-
egory. Four (3.4%) caregivers were categorized as Other and 
14 (11.8%) were missing data on race/ethnicity. For child 
race/ethnicity, caregivers identified 82 (68.9%) of the chil-
dren as Hispanic, 15 (12.6%) as White, 9 (7.6%) as Black or 
African American, and 5 (4.2%) as Multiracial. Three (2.5%) 
children were categorized as Other and 5 (4.2%) were miss-
ing data on race/ethnicity.

Twenty-five (21.0%) caregivers indicated that the 
mother was/is a teenage mother, 65 (54.6%) reported 
being in a single parent household, 4 (3.4%) reported 
that someone in the household had a substance use prob-
lem, 37 (31.1%) reported that someone in the household 
had a mental illness, 23 (19.3%) reported a child in the 
household had been a victim of violence or trauma, and 



1196	 Community Mental Health Journal (2022) 58:1191–1206

1 3

35 (29.4%) caregivers reported being currently employed 
or in school. In 16 (13.5%) of the families, there was a 
known open case or investigation of abuse or neglect and 
33 (27.7%) caregivers reported that a child in the house-
hold had experienced homelessness in the last 12 months.

Of all caregiver participants, 26 (21.9%) scored above 
the PSI-4-SF cutoff for having clinically significant par-
enting stress and 40 (33.6%) met the criteria for depres-
sion on the PHQ-9. Of those children who qualified 
and were given the assessment tools, 5 (11.6%) and 62 

(64.6%) had baseline scores in the clinically concerning 
range on the DESSA and ASQ: SE-2 assessments respec-
tively (Table 2).

Univariate Results

For continuous and categorical variables, univariate analy-
ses examined whether the covariate was associated with the 
outcome of interest (Table 3). Statistical significance was 
not found for caregiver age and child age. When examin-
ing caregiver and child race/ethnicity, those individuals 
identifying as Hispanic comprised the reference group as 
they represented the majority of the sample. Families with 
children identified as White by caregivers had encounters at 
a statistically significant rate of 2.01 times that of families 
with children identified as Hispanic in univariate analyses. 
There were no statistically significant differences between 
children identified as Black or African American and those 
identified as Hispanic. There were also no statistically sig-
nificant differences between children identified as Other and 
those identified as Hispanic. Likewise, there were no statisti-
cally significant differences between children identified as 
Multiracial and those identified as Hispanic. However, upon 
switching the reference group from children identified as 
Hispanic to White, there were important differences between 
children identified as White and those who were racial and 
ethnic minorities. Families with children identified as Black 
or African American by caregivers had encounters at a 

Fig. 1   Histogram of total 
number of encounters for child/
caregiver pairs
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Table 1   Continuous descriptive measures of the caregiver/child 
cohort

N (%) Mean (SD) Mean (SD)
No. of encounters

Total encounters
 Present 119 (100) 7.61 (8.62) –
 Missing 0 – –

Child Age (months)
 Present 118 (99.16) 50.86 (24.85) 7.67 (8.64)
 Missing 1 (0.84) – 1 (0.00)

Caregiver age (years)
 Present 99 (83.19) 31.57 (7.78) 7.49 (7.74)
 Missing 20 (16.81) – 8.2 (12.32)
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statistically significant rate of 0.30 times (70% lower) than 
those families with children identified as White. Similarly, 
families with children identified as "Other" had encounters 
at a statistically significant rate of 0.22 times (78% lower) 
than those families with children identified as White. These 
associations were not replicated with caregiver race/ethnic-
ity as a predictor of encounters.

In univariate analyses examining whether family 
homelessness in the past 12 months was a statistically 
significant predictor of service utilization encounters, 
families with children who did not experience homeless-
ness within the last 12 months had more encounters at 
a rate of 1.61 than those families who had experienced 
homelessness in the last 12  months. In other words, 
families with children who had experienced homeless-
ness within the last 12 months had fewer encounters at a 
rate of 0.62 times (38% lower) than those families with 
children who had not experienced homelessness within 
the last 12 months (Table 3). No significant relationships 

Table 2   Categorical descriptive measures of the caregiver/child 
cohort

N (%) Mean (SD)
No. of encounters

Caregiver race/ethnicity
 Hispanic 81 (68.07) 7.53 (7.30)
 White 11 (9.24) 6.55 (5.28)
 Black or African American 9 (7.56) 4.22 (2.91)
 Other 4 (3.36) 15.25 (18.39)
 Missing 14 (11.76) 8.93 (14.61)

Child race/ethnicity
 Hispanic 82 (68.91) 6.82 (6.96)
 White 15 (12.61) 13.73 (15.69)
 Black or African American 9 (7.56) 4.11 (2.71)
 Multiracial 5 (4.20) 8.20 (5.67)
 Other 3 (2.52) 3 (2.65)
 Missing 5 (4.20) 10.80 (9.47)

Caregiver gender
 Female 98 (82.35) 7.46 (7.82)
 Male 5 (4.20) 7.80 (2.49)
 Missing 16 (13.45) 8.50 (13.66)

Child gender
 Female 33 (27.73) 7.55 (9.04)
 Male 85 (71.43) 7.72 (8.53)
 Missing 1 (0.84) 1.00 (0.00)

Child developmental category
 Infant (0–1 years) 9 (7.56) 12.8 (14.7)°
 Toddler (1–3 years) 22 (18.5) 6.91 (5.46)
 Preschool (3–5 years) 44 (37.0) 7.07 (7.43)
 Middle Childhood (6 + years) 43 (36.1) 7.6 (9.42)
 Missing 1 (0.84) 1.0 (0.00)

Teenage mother
 Yes 25 (21.01) 8.00 (7.82)
 No 79 (66.39) 7.37 (8.55)
 Missing 15 (12.61) 8.27 (10.63)

Single parent household
 Yes 65 (54.62) 6.72 (7.94)
 No 39 (32.77) 8.85 (8.93)
 Missing 15 (12.61) 8.27 (10.63)

Substance use in household
 Yes 4 (3.36) 17.25 (10.56)
 No 95 (79.83) 7.22 (8.21)
 Missing 20 (16.81) 7.55 (9.47)

Mental illness in household
 Yes 37 (31.09) 6.59 (7.68)
 No 60 (50.42) 8.10 (9.06)
 Missing 22 (18.49) 8.00 (9.13)

Child victim of trauma
 Yes 23 (19.33) 6.74 (6.52)
 No 76 (63.87) 7.89 (9.02)
 Missing 20 (16.81) 7.55 (9.47)

Table 2   (continued)

N (%) Mean (SD)
No. of encounters

Caregiver employed/school
 Yes 35 (29.41) 7.94 (8.84)
 No 68 (57.14) 6.81 (7.08)
 Missing 16 (13.45) 10.31 (13.13)

Open abuse or neglect case
 Yes 16 (13.45) 9.00 (11.25)
 No 86 (72.27) 7.36 (7.81)
 Missing 17 (14.29) 7.59 (10.14)

Recent homelessness
 Yes 33 (27.73) 5.33 (4.17)
 No 70 (58.82) 8.60 (9.61)
 Missing 16 (13.45) 8.00 (10.32)

Total parenting stress (PSI-4-SF)
 Yes 26 (21.85) 7.42 (8.29)
 No 56 (47.06) 8.45 (8.23)
 Missing 37 (31.09) 6.49 (9.49)

Depression (PHQ-9)
 Yes 40 (33.61) 6.15 (6.40)
 No 46 (38.66) 8.91 (8.86)
 Missing 33 (27.73) 7.58 (10.43)

Socio-emotional concerns (DESSA)
 Yes 5 (11.6) 2.80 (1.64)
 No 9 (20.9) 5.00 (3.39)
 Missing 29 (67.4) 9.24 (10.97)

Socio-emotional concerns (ASQ: SE-2)
 Yes 62 (64.6) 7.18 (6.84)
 No 14 (14.6) 6.07 (7.9)
 Missing 20 (20.8) 11.4 (12.95)
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Table 3   Univariate negative 
binomial regression results for 
both continuous and categorical 
variables

Outcome: number of encounters

Incidence rate ratio Standard error p-value

Child age 1.00 0.003 0.268
Caregiver age 1.00 0.011 0.997
Caregiver race/ethnicity
 (Intercept) 7.53 0.10 0.000
 Hispanic Ref Ref Ref
 White 0.87 0.30 0.638
 Black or African American 0.56 0.34 0.089
 Other 2.03 0.45 0.118
 Missing 1.19 0.26 0.517

Child race/ethnicity
 (Intercept) 6.82 0.10 0.000
 Hispanic Ref Ref Ref
 White 2.01 0.24 0.004*
 Black or African American 0.60 0.33 0.127
 Multiracial 1.20 0.41 0.649
 Other 0.44 0.58 0.159
 Missing 1.58 0.40 0.249

Caregiver gender
 (Intercept) 7.46 0.09 0.000
 Female Ref Ref Ref
 Male 1.05 0.43 0.917
 Missing 1.14 0.25 0.603

Child gender
 (Intercept) 7.55 0.16 0.000
 Female Ref Ref Ref
 Male 1.02 0.19 0.906
 Missing 0.13 1.33 0.128

Teenage mother
 (Intercept) 8.00 0.19 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.92 0.21 0.701
 Missing 1.03 0.30 0.914

Single parent household
 (Intercept) 6.72 0.12 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.32 0.19 0.144
 Missing 1.23 0.27 0.437

Substance use in household
 (Intercept) 17.25 0.44 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.42 0.45 0.054
 Missing 0.44 0.49 0.090

Mental Illness in household
 (Intercept) 6.59 0.16 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.23 0.20 0.295
 Missing 1.21 0.25 0.444

Child victim of trauma
 (Intercept) 6.74 0.20 0.000
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were found between caregiver parenting stress or depres-
sion and service utilization encounters. When examining 
univariate relationships between child socio-emotional 
and behavioral development (using the ASQ: SE-2 and 
DESSA) and service utilization encounters, no statisti-
cally significant results were found in these univariate 

models, even after multiple imputation (Table 4). These 
latter models were created separately as the ASQ: SE-2 
and DESSA apply to children up to 72 months of age 
and over 72 months of age, respectively; including these 
measurements in the final multivariable regression model 
would reduce the available sample size of the study.

It should be noted, not all participants qualified for the ASQ: SE-2 and DESSA assessments; as such, only 
individuals based on their age were considered for inclusion in this table (ex: individuals marked as miss-
ing are only those individuals qualifying for the assessment). Statistical significance (at the .05 level) is 
designated with an asterisk (*)

Table 3   (continued) Outcome: number of encounters

Incidence rate ratio Standard error p-value

 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.17 0.22 0.481
 Missing 1.12 0.29 0.693

Caregiver employed/school
 (Intercept) 7.94 0.16 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.86 0.19 0.426
 Missing 1.30 0.28 0.344

Open abuse or neglect case
 (Intercept) 9.00 0.23 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.82 0.25 0.426
 Missing 0.84 0.32 0.599

Recent homelessness
 (Intercept) 8.60 0.11 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.61 0.20 0.016*
 Missing 1.50 0.28 0.151

Total parenting stress (PSI-4-SF)
 (Intercept) 7.42 0.18 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.14 0.22 0.559
 Missing 0.87 0.24 0.575

Depression (PHQ-9)
 (Intercept) 6.15 0.15 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 1.45 0.20 0.065
 Missing 1.23 0.22 0.343

Socio-emotional concerns (DESSA)
 (Intercept) 5.00 0.32 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.56 0.57 0.305
 Missing 1.85 0.36 0.091

Socio-emotional concerns (ASQ: SE-2)
 (Intercept) 7.18 0.11 0.000
 Yes Ref Ref Ref
 No 0.85 0.27 0.535
 Missing 1.59 0.23 0.041*
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Multivariable Results

Our negative binomial multivariable model indicates that 
having a child in the family experience recent homeless-
ness is a statistically significant predictor of encounters 
in this sample (Incidence Rate Ratio = 0.655, SE = 0.208, 
p = 0.045); specifically, those families where a child had 
experienced homelessness in the last 12 months had encoun-
ters at a rate 0.655 times (34.5% lower) than that of those 
families where a child had not experienced homelessness in 
the last 12 months (Table 5).

Sensitivity Analysis

In order to test the stability of our multiply imputed data-
sets, the delta adjustment method was implemented (Rubin, 
1987). This method aims to simulate imputations under a 
missing not at random scheme to test how regression coef-
ficients change (or do not change) after successive imputa-
tions. If regression coefficients remain relatively unchanged, 
the assumptions of how data are missing in the original data 
are said to be reasonable. In particular, this sensitivity analy-
sis tested whether changes to the imputed PSI-4-SF and clas-
sification of homelessness and presence of substance use 
values, would (independently) affect results obtained from 
the negative binomial regression analysis. This analysis 

was designed to examine if the estimate of the incidence 
rate ratio when comparing families with children who had 
experienced homelessness (compared to those who were 
not) changed (via statistical significance) when artificially 
manipulating caregiver's PSI-4-SF scores, and the log odds 
of our model imputing a child as experiencing recent home-
lessness and/or someone in the household as having a sub-
stance use problem.

The results from the sensitivity analysis when adjusting 
for PSI-4-SF, homelessness, and substance use can be seen 
in Table 6 and further confirm the robustness of the multiple 
imputation technique. The final negative binomial regression 
model estimates remain consistent even through artificial 

Table 4   Results from the socio-emotional negative binomial regres-
sion models using multiple imputation

Outcome: number of encounters

Incidence rate 
ratio

Standard error p-value

Model 1:
 (Intercept) 7.497 0.199 0.000
 Socio-emotional concerns (ASQ: SE-2)
  No Ref Ref Ref
  Yes 1.026 0.251 0.917

Model 2:
 (Intercept) 7.805 0.296 0.000
 Socio-emotional concerns (ASQ: SE-2)
  No Ref Ref Ref
  Yes 1.018 0.261 0.946

 Socio-emotional con-
cerns (DESSA)

  No Ref Ref Ref
  Yes 0.927 0.344 0.829

Model 3:
 (Intercept) 7.904 0.195 0.005
 Socio-emotional concerns (DESSA)
  No Ref Ref Ref
  Yes 0.935 0.334 0.808

Table 5   Pooled results from the multivariable negative binomial 
regression model

Statistical significance (at the .05 level) is designated with an asterisk 
(*)

Incidence 
rate ratio

Standard error p-value

(Intercept) 11.298 0.223 0.000
Teenage mother
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.982 0.229 0.938

Single parent household
0.799 0.212 0.293

Substance use in the household
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 1.908 0.357 0.076

Mental illness in the household
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.935 0.215 0.754

Child victim of trauma
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.753 0.265 0.288

Caregiver employed/school
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.998 0.219 0.994

Open abuse of neglect case
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 1.258 0.262 0.385

Recent homelessness
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.655 0.208 0.045*

Total parenting stress (PSI-
4-SF)

 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.790 0.237 0.325

Depression (PHQ-9)
 No Ref Ref Ref
 Yes 0.793 0.217 0.291
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adjustment (as homelessness remains a statistically significant 
predictor of service utilization encounters across adjustments).

Discussion

Prior research on integrating child mental health services 
into primary care has shown promise in improving access 
to care, identifying problems, and improving outcomes 

(Gadomski & Hoagwood, 2014; Hodgkinson et al., 2017; 
Molnar et al., 2018). However, retention in these services 
still remains a challenge. In this study we identified factors 
that predict service utilization among young children and 
their families participating in an integrated behavioral health 
pediatric primary care-based program. The experience of 
families in this sample who had a child who had experienced 
homelessness in the past year emerged as a significant pre-
dictor of 34.5% lower service utilization. Homelessness is an 

Table 6   Sensitivity analysis results with the delta adjustment method

Tables displaying the incidence rate ratios of each of the covariates reported from the final negative binomial regression model with the delta 
adjustment method for PSI-4-SF (top), homelessness (middle), and substance use (bottom). The top row represents by how much each imputa-
tion was augmented after each iteration. Statistical significance (at the .05 level) is designated with an asterisk (*)

− 60 − 40 − 20 0 20 40 60

(Intercept) 11.462 11.044 11.712 11.365 11.781 11.870 11.772
Teenage Mother 0.925 0.914 0.956 0.949 0.910 0.927 0.937
Single Parent Household 0.786 0.811 0.801 0.803 0.841 0.829 0.846
Substance Use in the Household 1.910 2.001* 1.696 1.943 2.136* 2.104 2.142
Mental Illness in the Household 0.925 0.948 0.906 0.934 0.880 0.930 0.930
Child Victim of Trauma 0.789 0.747 0.794 0.749 0.751 0.721 0.733
Caregiver Employed/School 0.972 0.989 0.918 0.962 0.987 0.960 0.954
Open Abuse of Neglect Case 1.200 1.260 1.255 1.299 1.263 1.324 1.317
Recent Homelessness 0.654* 0.647 0.653* 0.653* 0.659 0.656* 0.655
Total Parenting Stress (PSI-4-SF) 0.816 0.811 0.812 0.777 0.772 0.751 0.755
Depression (PHQ-9) 0.795 0.815 0.782 0.827 0.855 0.853 0.844

− 6 − 4 − 2 0 2 4 6

(Intercept) 11.076 11.138 11.492 11.365 11.389 11.764 11.269
Teenage Mother 0.947 0.948 0.930 0.949 0.938 0.924 0.939
Single Parent Household 0.819 0.804 0.819 0.803 0.821 0.814 0.819
Substance Use in the Household 1.956 1.892 1.916 1.943 2.040* 2.070 2.049
Mental Illness in the Household 0.916 0.973 0.930 0.934 0.965 0.935 0.985
Child Victim of Trauma 0.749 0.757 0.748 0.749 0.772 0.749 0.745
Caregiver Employed/School 0.974 0.957 0.955 0.962 0.989 0.937 1.005
Open Abuse of Neglect Case 1.253 1.224 1.247 1.299 1.274 1.309 1.276
Recent Homelessness 0.684 0.684 0.657* 0.653* 0.621* 0.642* 0.640*
Total Parenting Stress (PSI-4-SF) 0.787 0.791 0.774 0.777 0.756 0.764 0.765
Depression (PHQ-9) 0.821 0.810 0.812 0.827 0.820 0.811 0.815

− 6 − 4 − 2 0 2 4 6

(Intercept) 11.387 11.454 11.439 11.365 11.353 11.514 11.299
Teenage Mother 0.957 0.971 0.961 0.949 0.941 0.924 0.958
Single Parent Household 0.812 0.848 0.800 0.803 0.812 0.805 0.788
Substance Use in the Household 2.971* 3.095* 2.590* 1.943 1.819 1.596 1.618
Mental Illness in the Household 0.944 0.918 0.947 0.934 0.928 0.935 0.960
Child Victim of Trauma 0.761 0.801 0.761 0.749 0.714 0.716 0.709
Caregiver Employed/School 0.968 0.913 0.959 0.962 0.951 0.976 0.996
Open Abuse of Neglect Case 1.338 1.254 1.287 1.299 1.277 1.306 1.306
Recent Homelessness 0.652* 0.632* 0.653* 0.653* 0.666 0.657* 0.662*
Total Parenting Stress (PSI-4-SF) 0.744 0.750 0.742 0.777 0.791 0.788 0.798
Depression (PHQ-9) 0.815 0.808 0.816 0.827 0.829 0.820 0.821
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important social determinant of health. Family homelessness 
places an immense material and psychosocial burden on car-
egivers. Caregivers in families who experience homelessness 
are at an increased risk of having high levels of caregiv-
ing stress, poor mental health outcomes, a disrupted social 
network to draw on for social support, violence victimiza-
tion, and interrupted family routines and rituals (Bassuk & 
Beardslee, 2014; Gilroy et al., 2016; Mayberry et al., 2014; 
Park et al., 2015; Shinn et al., 1991; Sylvestre et al., 2018). 
Therefore, caregivers in families that have experienced 
recent homelessness might have difficulty remaining active 
participants in children's mental health services because of 
these competing demands on their time and mental energy 
(Torquati, 2002).

Research also suggests that homelessness and related 
housing insecurity can have deleterious effects on child men-
tal health and child mental health treatment success (Mar-
cal, 2017; Marçal et al., 2020). Experiencing homelessness 
in childhood is associated with a higher rate of experienc-
ing adverse childhood experiences (Radcliff et al., 2019). 
These can put children at a higher risk of poor physical and 
mental health outcomes over the life course (Brown et al., 
2010; Felitti et al., 1998; Kerker et al., 2015; Shonkoff et al., 
2012). Moreover, the causes and consequences of housing 
insecurity may be mutually reinforcing. For example, on 
one hand homelessness could worsen child mental health. 
On the other hand, child emotional or behavioral difficul-
ties may create a barrier to finding stable housing (Bassuk 
& Beardslee, 2014; Marçal et al., 2020). Consequently, 
targeting housing insecurity may be a critical intervention 
not only in the treatment of the child and the caregiver, but 
also in the maintenance of treatment results. Screening for 
recent housing insecurity in families of young children at 
the outset of treatment may inform targeted strategies for 
increased attendance. Moreover, integrating interventions 
to increase housing stability into treatment could positively 
impact engagement and retention.

Our study did not find an association between caregiver 
depression and service utilization. Prior studies examining 
caregiver depression and use of community-based child 
mental health services have mixed findings, with some 
showing that caregiver depression is associated with lower 
service utilization, and some showing no association (Brook-
man-Frazee et al., 2008; Gopalan et al., 2015; Gordon et al., 
2010; Podell & Kendall, 2011). Our findings of a null effect 
could have a few explanations. Although Project LAUNCH 
was family-centered, the focus remained on children. It is 
possible that caregiver mental health did not play as much of 
a role in this context because families were focused on their 
children's needs. Given our findings regarding the experi-
ence of homelessness, it is possible that families had more 
immediate basic needs that Project LAUNCH was able to 
serve. It is possible that the caregivers’ mental health was a 

secondary need in this context and therefore mental health 
symptomology including depression and stress may not have 
impacted their likelihood of continuing to seek services for 
their children.

In line with other studies, we found statistically signifi-
cant differences in service utilization based on child race/
ethnicity; children identified as White by their caregivers 
had a higher rate of encounters than children identified as 
Hispanic. This disparity also was seen between White and 
Black or African American children, and between White 
children and those who comprised the “Other” race/ethnic-
ity category. Although this result was not replicated with 
caregiver race/ethnicity, this is likely due to a high propor-
tion of missing data on race/ethnicity of the caregivers and 
should not be taken as evidence of no effect. Nearly 12% 
of caregivers were missing data on race/ethnicity compared 
to approximately 4% of children in this sample. Therefore, 
the univariate analyses for caregiver race/ethnicity might 
have been underpowered to detect an effect. There are sev-
eral possibilities that could explain this difference between 
children of different races and ethnicities. Previous findings 
with standardized programs have found that that racial and 
ethnic minority groups are at an increased risk for attrition. 
Reasons for this have included structural racism, institu-
tional distrust, distinct cultural beliefs about mental health, 
preferences for alternate interventions, experiences of inter-
personal racism, and/or sociocultural norms around coping 
styles (Cauce et al., 2002). It is possible that some of these 
factors were also at play in Project LAUNCH. At the same 
time, it is worth noting that the LAUNCH/MYCHILD model 
does not include a prescribed number of sessions. Therefore, 
a lower rate of encounters might not necessarily represent 
a deficit. Families with children who are racial and ethnic 
minorities might have had stronger external supports and/or 
social networks, which resulted in having fewer needs and 
subsequently fewer encounters. In this case, a lower rate of 
encounters could represent a stronger community support 
system. The LAUNCH/MYCHILD model was designed 
with the intention of reducing racial and ethnic health dis-
parities. Qualitative research from Project LAUNCH indi-
cates that family partners in particular are able to engage 
families in ways that traditional medical personnel cannot 
by cultivating meaningful relationships with families and 
leveraging their personal experiences (Nayak et al., 2021). 
Further research is needed to better understand the media-
tors that fully explain the differences in rates of encounters 
seen between White children and children who are racial and 
ethnic minorities.

Strengths and Limitations

The strength of this study includes its focus on young 
children in primary care settings, the racial and ethnic 
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diversity of families, and prospective data collection 
which is not subject to recall bias. Nonetheless, findings 
must be interpreted with some caveats. There was a high 
level of missing data across certain variables. However, 
the sensitivity analyses demonstrate that our main multi-
variable findings were consistent even when missingness 
was addressed. A small proportion of our encounters were 
by phone (10.7%). Therefore, we were not able to conduct 
analyses that distinguished between in-person vs. tele-
phone encounters. Future studies with larger sample sizes 
should seek to explore this question. The measurement 
of gender in this study was limited to a binary and does 
not accurately capture the range of the gender spectrum. 
In our present work with this model (currently under-
way), gender is being collected in a more accurate and 
comprehensive manner. Future research should ensure 
that questions related to gender are inclusive of all gen-
der identities. Next, there is the possibility of selection 
bias since not all families who participated in Project 
LAUNCH consented to the evaluation study. Delays in 
securing ethical approval for the evaluation study from 
each of the study sites resulted in a number of families 
entering and leaving the program before the evaluation 
study commenced. Many of these families could not 
be contacted for inclusion in the evaluation study. It is 
also possible that families who consented to the study 
remained engaged in services longer and hence these 
results may not be representative of the entire cohort of 
participants in the program. Since the evaluation team 
did not have access to individual-level data from families 
who declined to participate, differences between partici-
pating families and non-participating families cannot be 
empirically studied. However, demographic distributions 
between families in the evaluation (n = 106) and aggregate 
findings from all families in Project LAUNCH (n = 340) 
are comparable. Finally, there was also a lack of detail 
concerning the specifics of what transpired during each 
encounter with the team. Access and ongoing participa-
tion in mental health promotion and prevention services 
are undoubtedly important for the families of children 
with socio-emotional difficulties; however, attendance 
for any mental health service alone does not necessarily 
produce positive outcomes. Research suggests that the 
key to positive service outcomes may be the quality of 
engagement in mental health services, which this study 
did not measure (Haine-Schlagel & Walsh, 2015; Gopalan 
et al., 2010; Weisz et al., 1995). Furthermore, there is a 
need for improvement in delivery of evidence-based strat-
egies of high intensity child mental health care (Garland 
et al., 2010). Research has shown that usual care outpa-
tient psychotherapy for children employs a wide variety 
of treatment strategies that are delivered at low average 
intensity (Garland et al., 2010).

Conclusions and Future Directions

This study adds to the literature on patterns of service 
use among demographically diverse children and families. 
Since the children in this age group are young (0–8 years) 
and are not responsible themselves for seeking mental 
health services, adult caregivers, the school system, the 
primary care system, and the community at large play 
important roles in ensuring that they are matched with 
appropriate services and that they remain in services. The 
primary finding that recent homelessness predicted a lower 
rate of encounters underscores the need to expand mental 
health promotion and preventive interventions beyond the 
clinic to address a family's social needs and the social 
determinants of health. While social needs and social 
determinants of health have sometimes been considered 
tangentially related to mental health services, our find-
ings highlight that addressing these needs, particularly 
those around securing stable housing for families, must 
be included in primary service delivery. Future research 
should develop and test interventions where family sup-
port services for housing insecurity are key components 
of mental health services for young children. Moreover, 
given the prominent role of insurance companies in mental 
health services in the US health system, developing pay-
ment mechanisms that allow providers to bill for activities 
to promote housing security will increase the likelihood 
that these services become integrated into mental health 
care and improve socio-emotional and behavioral wellness 
for young children.

Acknowledgements  Project Linking Actions for Unmet Needs in 
Children’s Health (Project LAUNCH) was an initiative of the Mas-
sachusetts Department of Public Health and the Boston Public Health 
Commission. The evaluation study was carried out by the Institute for 
Health Equity and Social Justice Research at Northeastern University, 
Boston, MA. The authors of this paper would like to acknowledge the 
families who participated in Project LAUNCH, the staff and leadership, 
the partnering primary care practices, and the Massachusetts Partner-
ship for Early Childhood Mental Health (ECMHMatters.org).

Author Contributions  SSN, LZ, and BEM conceptualized this paper. 
Preliminary data cleaning was performed by SSN and LZ. Data analy-
sis was carried out by TC. LZ, SSN and TC wrote the original draft of 
the manuscript. KR, LMP, CM, MA, DM, and BEM revised the manu-
script. BEM provided supervision for the research team. All authors 
read and approved the final manuscript.

Funding  Project LAUNCH was funded by the U.S. Substance Abuse 
and Mental Health Services Administration (SAMHSA), (Grant Num-
ber 1H79SM059334).

Declarations 

Conflict of interest  The authors have no relevant conflicts of interests 
to disclose.



1204	 Community Mental Health Journal (2022) 58:1191–1206

1 3

References

Abidin, R. R. (1995). Parenting Stress Index-Short Form (PSI-4-SF): 
Professional Manual. Odessa, FL: Psychological Assessment 
Resources. Recuperado del sitio de internet Psychological Assess-
ment Resources. http://​www4.​parinc.​com.

Alegría, M., Canino, G., Lai, S., Ramirez, R. R., Chavez, L., Rusch, D., 
& Shrout, P. E. (2004). Understanding caregivers’ help-seeking 
for Latino children’s mental health care use. Medical Care, 42(5), 
447–455. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​01.​mlr.​00001​24248.​64190.​56

Alfonso, V. C., & DuPaul, G. J. (2020). Introduction: The importance 
of early childhood development, education, and intervention. In V. 
C. Alfonso & G. J. DuPaul (Eds.), Healthy development in young 
children: Evidence-based interventions for early education. (pp. 
3–10). American Psychological Association. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1037/​00001​97-​001

Asarnow, J. R., Kolko, D. J., Miranda, J., & Kazak, A. E. (2017). The 
Pediatric Patient-Centered Medical Home: Innovative models 
for improving behavioral health. American Psychologist, 72(1), 
13–27. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0040​411

Association of Maternal and Child Health Programs (2021). 2021 
AMCHP Award Winners. http://​www.​amchp.​org/​About​AMCHP/​
Pages/​2021-​AMCHP-​Award-​Winne​rs.​aspx

Barroso, N. E., Hungerford, G. M., Garcia, D., Graziano, P. A., & Bag-
ner, D. M. (2016). Psychometric properties of the Parenting Stress 
Index-Short Form (PSI-SF) in a high-risk sample of mothers and 
their infants. Psychological Assessment, 28(10), 1331–1335. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​pas00​00257

Baruch, G., Vrouva, I., & Fearon, P. (2009). A follow-up study of char-
acteristics of young people that dropout and continue psycho-
therapy: Service implications for a clinic in the community. Child 
and Adolescent Mental Health, 14(2), 69–75. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1111/j.​1475-​3588.​2008.​00492.x

Bassuk, E. L., & Beardslee, W. R. (2014). Depression in homeless 
mothers: Addressing an unrecognized public health issue. Ameri-
can Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 84(1), 73–81. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1037/​h0098​949

Boggs, S. R., Eyberg, S. M., Edwards, D. L., Rayfield, A., Jacobs, 
J., Bagner, D., & Hood, K. K. (2005). Outcomes of parent-child 
interaction therapy: A comparison of treatment completers and 
study dropouts one to three years later. Child and Family Behavior 
Therapy, 26(4), 1–22. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1300/​J019v​26n04_​01

Boston Public Health Commission. (2011). Partnership for Early 
Childhood Mental Health. http://​www.​ecmhm​atters.​org/​Pages/​
ECMHM​atters.​aspx

Brauner, C. B., & Stephens, C. B. (2006). Estimating the prevalence 
of early childhood serious emotional/behavioral disorders: Chal-
lenges and recommendations. Public Health Reports, 121(3), 
303–310. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​00333​54906​12100​314

Briggs, R. D., Stettler, E. M., Silver, E. J., Schrag, R. D. A., Nayak, 
M., Chinitz, S., & Racine, A. D. (2012). Social-emotional screen-
ing for infants and toddlers in primary care. Pediatrics, 129(2), 
e377–e384. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1542/​peds.​2010-​2211

Brookman-Frazee, L., Haine, R. A., Gabayan, E. N., & Garland, A. F. 
(2008). Predicting frequency of treatment visits in community-
based youth psychotherapy. Psychological Services, 5(2), 126–
138. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​1541-​1559.5.​2.​126

Brown, C. M., Copeland, K. A., Sucharew, H., & Kahn, R. S. (2012). 
Social-emotional problems in preschool-aged children: Opportu-
nities for prevention and early intervention. Archives of Pediatrics 
& Adolescent Medicine, 166(10), 926. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1001/​
archp​ediat​rics.​2012.​793

Brown, D. W., Anda, R. F., Felitti, V. J., Edwards, V. J., Malarcher, A. 
M., Croft, J. B., & Giles, W. H. (2010). Adverse childhood experi-
ences are associated with the risk of lung cancer: A prospective 

cohort study. BMC Public Health, 10(1), 1–12. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1186/​1471-​2458-​10-​20

Buuren, S. V. (2018). Flexible imputation of missing data (2nd ed.). 
Chapman and Hall/CRC.

Buuren, S. V., & Groothuis-Oudshoorn, K. (2011). Mice: Multivari-
ate Imputation by Chained Equations in R. Journal of Statistical 
Software, https://​doi.​org/​10.​18637/​jss.​v045.​i03

Carr, T., Shih, W., Lawton, K., Lord, C., King, B., & Kasari, C. (2016). 
The relationship between treatment attendance, adherence, and 
outcome in a caregiver-mediated intervention for low-resourced 
families of young children with autism spectrum disorder. Autism, 
20(6), 643–652. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​13623​61315​598634

Cauce, A. M., Domenech-Rodríguez, M., Paradise, M., Cochran, B. N., 
Shea, J. M., Srebnik, D., & Baydar, N. (2002). Cultural and con-
textual influences in mental health help seeking: A focus on ethnic 
minority youth. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 
70, 1. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​006X.​70.1.​44

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. (n.d.). Improving Access 
to Children’s Mental Health Care. U.S. Department of Health 
and Human Services. https://​www.​cdc.​gov/​child​rensm​ental​health/​
access.​html

Committee on Psychosocial Aspects of Child and Family Health and 
Task Force on Mental Health. (2009). The future of pediatrics: 
Mental health competencies for pediatric primary care. Pediatrics, 
124(1), 410–421. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1542/​peds.​2009-​1061

Cree, R. A., Bitsko, R. H., Robinson, L. R., Holbrook, J. R., Danielson, 
M. L., Smith, C., Kaminski, J. W., Kenney, M. K., & Peacock, G. 
(2018). Health care, family, and community factors associated 
with mental, behavioral, and developmental disorders and poverty 
among children aged 2–8 Years—United States, 2016. MMWR: 
Morbidity and Mortality Weekly Report, 67(50), 1377–1383. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​15585/​mmwr.​mm675​0a1

Díaz-Herrero, A., López-Pina, J. A., Pérez-López, J., Brito de la Nuez, 
A. G., & Martínez-Fuentes, M. T. (2011). Validity of the Parent-
ing Stress Index-Short Form in a sample of Spanish fathers. The 
Spanish Journal of Psychology, 14, 990–997. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
5209/​rev_​SJOP.​2011.​v14.​n2.​44

Duong, M. T., Bruns, E. J., Lee, K., Cox, S., Coifman, J., Mayworm, 
A., & Lyon, A. R. (2021). Rates of mental health service utiliza-
tion by children and adolescents in schools and other common 
service settings: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Adminis-
tration and Policy in Mental Health, 48(3), 420–439. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10488-​020-​01080-9

Egger, H. L., & Angold, A. (2006). Common emotional and behavioral 
disorders in preschool children: Presentation, nosology, and epi-
demiology. Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 47(3–4), 
313–337. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1469-​7610.​2006.​01618.x

Farmer, E. M. Z., Stangl, D. K., Burns, B. J., Costello, E. J., & Angold, 
A. (1999). Use, persistence, and intensity: Patterns of care for 
children’s mental health across one year. Community Mental 
Health Journal. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1023/A:​10187​43908​617

Felitti, V. J., Anda, R. F., Nordenberg, D., Williamson, D. F., Spitz, A. 
M., Edwards, V., & Marks, J. S. (1998). Relationship of childhood 
abuse and household dysfunction to many of the leading causes 
of death in adults: The Adverse Childhood Experiences (ACE) 
Study. American Journal Preventive Medicine, 56(6), 774–786. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​amepre.​2019.​04.​001

Fernandez, M. A., & Eyberg, S. M. (2009). Predicting treatment and 
follow-up attrition in parent-child interaction therapy. Journal of 
Abnormal Child Psychology, 37(3), 431–441. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s10802-​008-​9281-1

Gadomski, A. M., Wissow, L. S., Palinkas, L., Hoagwood, K. E., Daly, 
J. M., & Kaye, D. L. (2014). Encouraging and sustaining integra-
tion of child mental health into primary care: Interviews with pri-
mary care providers participating in Project TEACH (CAPES and 

http://www4.parinc.com
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.mlr.0000124248.64190.56
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000197-001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0000197-001
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0040411
http://www.amchp.org/AboutAMCHP/Pages/2021-AMCHP-Award-Winners.aspx
http://www.amchp.org/AboutAMCHP/Pages/2021-AMCHP-Award-Winners.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1037/pas0000257
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-3588.2008.00492.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-3588.2008.00492.x
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0098949
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0098949
https://doi.org/10.1300/J019v26n04_01
http://www.ecmhmatters.org/Pages/ECMHMatters.aspx
http://www.ecmhmatters.org/Pages/ECMHMatters.aspx
https://doi.org/10.1177/003335490612100314
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2010-2211
https://doi.org/10.1037/1541-1559.5.2.126
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2012.793
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpediatrics.2012.793
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-10-20
https://doi.org/10.1186/1471-2458-10-20
https://doi.org/10.18637/jss.v045.i03
https://doi.org/10.1177/1362361315598634
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.70.1.44
https://www.cdc.gov/childrensmentalhealth/access.html
https://www.cdc.gov/childrensmentalhealth/access.html
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2009-1061
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6750a1
https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n2.44
https://doi.org/10.5209/rev_SJOP.2011.v14.n2.44
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-020-01080-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-020-01080-9
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7610.2006.01618.x
https://doi.org/10.1023/A:1018743908617
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amepre.2019.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-008-9281-1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10802-008-9281-1


1205Community Mental Health Journal (2022) 58:1191–1206	

1 3

CAP PC) in NY. General Hospital Psychiatry, 36(6), 555–562. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​genho​sppsy​ch.​2014.​05.​013

Garland, A. F., Brookman-Frazee, L., Hurlburt, M. S., Accurso, E. C., 
Zoffness, R. J., Haine-Schlagel, R., & Ganger, W. (2010). Mental 
health care for children with disruptive behavior problems: A view 
inside therapists’ offices. Psychiatric Services, 61(8), 788–795. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1176/​ps.​2010.​61.8.​788

Gilroy, H., McFarlane, J., Maddoux, J., & Sullivan, C. (2016). 
Homelessness, housing instability, intimate partner violence, 
mental health, and functioning: A multi-year cohort study of 
IPV survivors and their children. Journal of Social Distress 
and the Homeless, 25(2), 86–94. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​10530​
789.​2016.​12452​58

Godoy, L., Hodgkinson, S., Robertson, H. A., Sham, E., Druskin, L., 
Wambach, C. G., Beers, L. S., & Long, M. (2019). Increasing 
mental health engagement from primary care: The potential role 
of family navigation. Pediatrics, 143(4), e20182418. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1542/​peds.​2018-​2418

Gonzalez, A., Weersing, V. R., Warnick, E. M., Scahill, L. D., & 
Woolston, J. L. (2011). Predictors of treatment attrition among 
an outpatient clinic sample of youths with clinically significant 
anxiety. Administration and Policy in Mental Health and Mental 
Health Services Research, 38(5), 356–367. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s10488-​010-​0323-y

Gopalan, G., Fuss, A., & Wisdom, J. P. (2015). Multiple family 
groups for child behavior difficulties retention among child 
welfare-involved caregivers. Research on Social Work Practice, 
25(5), 564–577. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​10497​31514​543526

Gopalan, G., Goldstein, L., Klingenstein, K., Sicher, C., Blake, C., 
& McKay, M. M. (2010). Engaging families into child mental 
health treatment: Updates and special considerations. Journal 
of the Canadian Academy of Child and Adolescent Psychiatry/
Journal de l'Académie canadienne de psychiatrie de l'enfant et 
de l'adolescent, 19(3), 182–196.

Gordon, M., Antshel, K. M., Lewandowski, L., & Seigers, D. (2010). 
Economic grand rounds: predictors of missed appointments over 
the course of child mental health treatment. Psychiatric Ser-
vices, 61(7), 657–659. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1176/​ps.​2010.​61.7.​657

Haine-Schlagel, R., & Walsh, N. E. (2015). A review of parent par-
ticipation engagement in child and family mental health treat-
ment. Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review, 18(2), 
133–150. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10567-​015-​0182-x

Haskett, M. E., Ahern, L. S., Ward, C. S., & Allaire, J. C. (2006). 
Factor structure and validity of the parenting stress index-short 
form. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent Psychology, 
35, 302–312. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1207/​s1537​4424j​ccp35​02_​14

Hodgkinson, S., Godoy, L., Beers, L. S., & Lewin, A. (2017). 
Improving mental health access for low-income children 
and families in the primary care setting. Pediatrics, 139(1), 
e20151175. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1542/​peds.​2015-​1175

Huang, F. Y., Chung, H., Kroenke, K., Delucchi, K. L., & Spitzer, R. 
L. (2006). Using the Patient Health Questionnaire-9 to measure 
depression among racially and ethnically diverse primary care 
patients. Journal of General Internal Medicine, 21, 547–552. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1111/j.​1525-​1497.​2006.​00409.x

Jones, D. E., Greenberg, M., & Crowley, M. (2015). Early social-
emotional functioning and public health: The relationship 
between kindergarten social competence and future wellness. 
American Journal of Public Health, 105(11), 2283–2290. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​2105/​AJPH.​2015.​302630

Kataoka, S. H., Zhang, L., & Wells, K. B. (2002). Unmet need for 
mental health care among U.S. Children: Variation by ethnicity 
and insurance status. American Journal of Psychiatry, 159(9), 
1548–1555. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1176/​appi.​ajp.​159.9.​1548

Kerker, B. D., Zhang, J., Nadeem, E., Stein, R. E. K., Hurlburt, M. 
S., Heneghan, A., Landsverk, J., & McCue Horwitz, S. (2015). 

Adverse childhood experiences and mental health, chronic med-
ical conditions, and development in young children. Academic 
Pediatrics, 15(5), 510–517. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​acap.​2015.​
05.​005kon

Kerkorian, D., McKay, M., & Bannon, W. M. (2006). Seeking help 
a second time: Parents’/caregivers’ characterizations of previ-
ous experiences with mental health services for their children 
and perceptions of barriers to future use. American Journal of 
Orthopsychiatry. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0002-​9432.​76.2.​161

Ko, S. J., Ford, J. D., Kassam-Adams, N., Berkowitz, S. J., Wilson, 
C., Wong, M., Brymer, M. J., & Layne, C. M. (2008). Creat-
ing trauma-informed systems: Child welfare, education, first 
responders, health care, juvenile justice. Professional Psychol-
ogy: Research and Practice, 39(4), 396–404. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1037/​0735-​7028.​39.4.​396

Kruzich, J. M., Jivanjee, P., Robinson, A., & Friesen, B. J. (2003). 
Family caregivers’ perceptions of barriers to and supports of par-
ticipation in their children’s out-of-home treatment. Psychiatric 
Services, 54(11), 1513–1518. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1176/​appi.​ps.​54.​
11.​1513

Lebuffe, P. A., Shapiro, V. B., & Naglieri, J. A. (2009). The Devereux 
Student Strengths Assessment (DESSA). Kaplan Press.

LeBuffe, P. A., Shapiro, V. B., & Robitaille, J. L. (2018). The Devereux 
Student Strengths Assessment (DESSA) comprehensive system: 
Screening, assessing, planning, and monitoring. Journal of 
Applied Developmental Psychology, 55, 62–70. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1016/j.​appdev.​2017.​05.​002

Luk, E. S. L., Staiger, P. K., Mathai, J., Wong, L., Birleson, P., & Adler, 
R. (2001). Children with persistent conduct problems who drop-
out of treatment. European Child &amp; Adolescent Psychiatry, 
2001, 10. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s0078​70170​044

Lyon, A. R., Ludwig, K. A., Stoep, A. V., Gudmundsen, G., & McCau-
ley, E. (2013). Patterns and predictors of mental healthcare uti-
lization in schools and other service sectors among adolescents 
at risk for depression. School Mental Health. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1007/​s12310-​012-​9097-6

Marcal, K. E. (2017). A theory of mental health and optimal ser-
vice delivery for homeless children. Child and Adolescent 
Social Work Journal, 34(4), 349–359. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10560-​016-​0464-2

Marçal, K. E., Fowler, P. J., Hovmand, P. S., & Cohen, J. (2020). 
Understanding mechanisms driving family homeless shelter use 
and child mental health. Journal of Social Service Research, 
47(4), 473–485. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01488​376.​2020.​18316​81

May, D. E., Kratochvil, C. J., Puumala, S. E., Silva, S. G., Rezac, A. J., 
Hallin, M. J., Reinecke, M. A., Vitiello, B., Weller, E. B., Pathak, 
S., Simons, A. D., & March, J. S. (2007). A manual-based inter-
vention to address clinical crises and retain patients in the treat-
ment of adolescents with depression study (TADS). Journal of 
the American Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 46(5), 
573–581. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​chi.​0b013​e3180​323342

Mayberry, L. S., Shinn, M., Benton, J. G., & Wise, J. (2014). Families 
experiencing housing instability: The effects of housing programs 
on family routines and rituals. American Journal of Orthopsychia-
try, 84(1), 95–109. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​h0098​946

McKay, M. M., & Bannon, W. M., Jr. (2004). Engaging families in 
child mental health services. Child and Adolescent Psychiatric 
Clinics of North America, 13(4), 905–921. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​chc.​2004.​04.​001

McKay, M. M., Stoewe, J., McCadam, K., & Gonzales, J. (1998). 
Increasing access to child mental health services for urban chil-
dren and their caregivers. Health & Social Work, 23(1), 9–15. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1093/​hsw/​23.1.9

Mendenhall, A. N. (2012). Predictors of service utilization among 
youth diagnosed with mood disorders. Journal of Child and 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.genhosppsych.2014.05.013
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.8.788
https://doi.org/10.1080/10530789.2016.1245258
https://doi.org/10.1080/10530789.2016.1245258
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2018-2418
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2018-2418
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-010-0323-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10488-010-0323-y
https://doi.org/10.1177/1049731514543526
https://doi.org/10.1176/ps.2010.61.7.657
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10567-015-0182-x
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15374424jccp3502_14
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2015-1175
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1525-1497.2006.00409.x
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.2015.302630
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ajp.159.9.1548
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2015.05.005kon
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.acap.2015.05.005kon
https://doi.org/10.1037/0002-9432.76.2.161
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7028.39.4.396
https://doi.org/10.1037/0735-7028.39.4.396
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.54.11.1513
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.54.11.1513
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2017.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.appdev.2017.05.002
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007870170044
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12310-012-9097-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12310-012-9097-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-016-0464-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10560-016-0464-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/01488376.2020.1831681
https://doi.org/10.1097/chi.0b013e3180323342
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0098946
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chc.2004.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.chc.2004.04.001
https://doi.org/10.1093/hsw/23.1.9


1206	 Community Mental Health Journal (2022) 58:1191–1206

1 3

Family Studies, 21(4), 603–611. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10826-​011-​9512-x

Miller, L. M., Southam-Gerow, M. A., & Allin, R. B. (2008). Who stays 
in treatment? Child and family predictors of youth client retention 
in a public mental health agency. Child & Youth Care Forum, 
37(4), 153–170. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10566-​008-​9058-2

Molnar, B. E., Lees, K. E., Roper, K., Byars, N., Méndez-Peñate, L., 
Moulin, C., McMullen, W., Wolfe, J., & Allen, D. (2018). Enhanc-
ing early childhood mental health primary care services: Evalu-
ation of MA project launch. Maternal and Child Health Journal, 
22(10), 1502–1510. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10995-​018-​2548-4

Moore, J., & Krehbiel, C. (2016). Closing the gap on mental health 
service disparities through integrated pediatric care. American 
Psychological Association CYF News. http://​www.​apa.​org/​pi/​
famil​ies/​resou​rces/​newsl​etter/​2016/​06/​integ​rated-​pedia​tric-​care

Nayak, S. S., Tobias, C., Wolfe, J., Roper, K., Méndez-Peñate, L., Mou-
lin, C., Arty, M., Scoglio, A. A. J., Kelleher, A., Rue, J., Brigham, 
M., Bradshaw, T., Byars, N., Camacho, A., Douglas, S., & Molnar, 
B. E. (2021). Engaging and supporting young children and their 
families in early childhood mental health services: The role of the 
family partner. Community Mental Health Journal. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s10597-​021-​00796-8

Nock, M. K., & Ferriter, C. (2005). Parent management of attendance 
and adherence in child and adolescent therapy: A conceptual and 
empirical review. Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review, 
8(2), 149–166. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s10567-​005-​4753-0

Park, J. M., Ostler, T., & Fertig, A. (2015). Physical and psychologi-
cal aggression toward a child among homeless, doubled-up, and 
other low-income families. Journal of Social Service Research, 
41(3), 413–423. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​01488​376.​2015.​10186​60

Podell, J. L., & Kendall, P. C. (2011). Mothers and fathers in family 
cognitive-behavioral therapy for anxious youth. Journal of Child 
and Family Studies, 20(2), 182–195. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10826-​010-​9420-5

Power, T. J., Eiraldi, R. B., Clarke, A. T., Mazzuca, L. B., & Krain, A. 
L. (2005). Improving mental health service utilization for children 
and adolescents. School Psychology Quarterly, 20(2), 187–205. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1521/​scpq.​20.2.​187.​66510

R Core Team. (2020). R: A language and environment for statistical 
computing. R Core Team

Radcliff, E., Crouch, E., Strompolis, M., & Srivastav, A. (2019). Home-
lessness in childhood and adverse childhood experiences (ACEs). 
Maternal and Child Health Journal, 23(6), 811–820. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s10995-​018-​02698-w

Reid, G. J., Stewart, S. L., Barwick, M., Carter, J., Leschied, A., Neu-
feld, R. W. J., & St. Pierre, J., Tobon, J. I., Vingilis, E., & Zaric, 
G. S. (2019). Predicting patterns of service utilization within chil-
dren’s mental health agencies. BMC Health Services Research, 
19(1), 993. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1186/​s12913-​019-​4842-2

Reitman, D., Currier, R. O., & Stickle, T. R. (2002). A Critical Evalu-
ation of the Parenting Stress Index-Short Form (PSI-SF) in a 
head start population. Journal of Clinical Child and Adolescent 
Psychology, 31, 384–392. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1207/​S1537​4424J​
CCP31​03_​10

Roll, J. M., Kennedy, J., Tran, M., & Howell, D. (2013). Disparities 
in Unmet Need for Mental Health Services in the United States, 
1997–2010. Psychiatric Services, 64(1), 80–82. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1176/​appi.​ps.​20120​0071

Rubin, D. B. (1987). Multiple imputation for nonresponse in surveys. 
Wiley. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1002/​97804​70316​696

Schneiderman, J. U., & Villagrana, M. (2010). Meeting children’s men-
tal and physical health needs in child welfare: the importance of 
caregivers. Social Work in Health Care, 49(2), 91–108. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1080/​00981​38090​31580​37

Shinn, M., Knickman, J. R., & Weitzman, B. C. (1991). Social Rela-
tionships and Vulnerability to Becoming Homeless Among Poor 
Families. American Psychologist, 46(11), 1180–1187. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1037/​0003-​066X.​46.​11.​1180

Shonkoff, J. P., Garner, A. S., Siegel, B. S., Dobbins, M. I., Earls, M. F., 
McGuinn, L., & Committee on Early Childhood, Adoption, and 
Dependent Care. (2012). The lifelong effects of early childhood 
adversity and toxic stress. Pediatrics, 129(1), e232–e246. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​1542/​peds.​2011-​2663

Simpson, T. E., Condon, E., Price, R. M., Finch, B. K., Sadler, L. S., & 
Ordway, M. R. (2016). Demystifying infant mental health: What 
the primary care provider needs to know. Journal of Pediatric 
Health Care, 30(1), 38–48. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​pedhc.​2015.​
09.​011

Squires, J., Bricker, D., Heo, K., & Twombly, E. (2001). Identification 
of social-emotional problems in young children using a parent-
completed screening measure. Early Childhood Research Quar-
terly, 16(4), 405–419. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/​S0885-​2006(01)​
00115-6

Squires, J., Bricker, D., & Twombly, E. (2002). The ASQ:SE user's 
guide: For the Ages & Stages Questionnaires: Social-emotional. 
Paul H Brookes Publishing.

Staudt, M. (2007). Treatment engagement with caregivers of at-risk 
children: Gaps in research and conceptualization. Journal of Child 
and Family Studies, 16(2), 183–196. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s10826-​006-​9077-2

Sylvestre, J., Kerman, N., Polillo, A., Lee, C. M., Aubry, T., & 
Czechowski, K. (2018). A qualitative study of the pathways into 
and impacts of family homelessness. Journal of Family Issues, 
39(8), 2265–2285. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​01925​13X17​746709

Thurston, I. B., & Phares, V. (2008). Mental health service utilization 
among African American and Caucasian mothers and fathers. 
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 76(6), 1058–
1067. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​a0014​007

Torquati, J. C. (2002). Personal and social resources as predictors of 
parenting in homeless families. Journal of Family Issues, 23(4), 
463–485. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1177/​01925​13X02​02300​4001

Tyler, E. T., Hulkower, R. L., & Kaminski, J. W. (2017). Behavioral 
health integration in pediatric primary care. Milbank Memorial 
Fund, 15.

Weisz, J. R., Donenberg, G. R., Han, S. S., & Weiss, B. (1995). Bridg-
ing the gap between laboratory and clinic in child and adolescent 
psychotherapy. Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 
63(5), 688. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1037/​0022-​006X.​63.5.​688

Whiteside-Mansell, L., Ayoub, C., McKelvey, L., Faldowski, R. A., 
Hart, A., & Shears, J. (2007). Parenting stress of low-income 
parents of toddlers and preschoolers: Psychometric properties of 
a short form of the Parenting Stress Index. Parenting, 7, 26–56. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1080/​15295​19070​93367​75

Publisher's Note  Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to 
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-011-9512-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-011-9512-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10566-008-9058-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-018-2548-4
http://www.apa.org/pi/families/resources/newsletter/2016/06/integrated-pediatric-care
http://www.apa.org/pi/families/resources/newsletter/2016/06/integrated-pediatric-care
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10597-021-00796-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10597-021-00796-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10567-005-4753-0
https://doi.org/10.1080/01488376.2015.1018660
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-010-9420-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-010-9420-5
https://doi.org/10.1521/scpq.20.2.187.66510
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-018-02698-w
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10995-018-02698-w
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12913-019-4842-2
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15374424JCCP3103_10
https://doi.org/10.1207/S15374424JCCP3103_10
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201200071
https://doi.org/10.1176/appi.ps.201200071
https://doi.org/10.1002/9780470316696
https://doi.org/10.1080/00981380903158037
https://doi.org/10.1080/00981380903158037
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.46.11.1180
https://doi.org/10.1037/0003-066X.46.11.1180
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-2663
https://doi.org/10.1542/peds.2011-2663
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedhc.2015.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedhc.2015.09.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(01)00115-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0885-2006(01)00115-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-006-9077-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10826-006-9077-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X17746709
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0014007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0192513X02023004001
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-006X.63.5.688
https://doi.org/10.1080/15295190709336775

	Public Domain.pdf
	s10597-021-00929-z
	Predictors of Service Utilization of Young Children and Families Enrolled in a Pediatric Primary Care Mental Health Promotion and Prevention Program
	Abstract
	Program Description
	Materials and Methods
	Participants and Sampling
	Measures
	Demographic Characteristics
	Social and Financial Characteristics
	Caregiver Mental Health
	Child Mental Health
	Service Utilization

	Data Analysis
	Sensitivity Analysis

	Results
	Sample Characteristics
	Univariate Results
	Multivariable Results
	Sensitivity Analysis

	Discussion
	Strengths and Limitations
	Conclusions and Future Directions

	Acknowledgements 
	References





