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Preschool Development Grants

Development Grants
Technical Review Form for New Hampshire
Reviewer 1
A. Executive Summary
	 
	Available
	Score

	(A)(1) The State’s progress to date 

(A)(2) Provide High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-Need Communities

(A)(3) Increase the number and percentage of Eligible Children served in High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(4) Characteristics of High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(5) Set expectations for school readiness 

(A)(6) Supported by a broad group of stakeholders

(A)(7) Allocate funds between–
(a) Activities to build or enhance infrastructure using no more than 35% of funds; and
(b) Subgrants using at least 65% of funds
	10
	7


	(A) Reviewer Comments: 
Strengths:

New Hampshire discusses under subsection A (1) its recent work with partners (e.g., Schoolwide Integrated Framework for Transformation (SWIFT) Center).  Further, for its Preschool Development grant, it is proposing the use of an Early Childhood Full-service Community School (ECFSC) model.  The model is a strength for NH because it is inclusive, project-based and incorporates purposeful play.  For subsection A (2), the applicant states that four regional centers in the state will respond with an "intent to apply" in January 2015 if the grant is funded.  Districts in these four regional centers with high poverty rates have submitted letters of support for this application and will be able to submit a letter of intent to apply.

Information on the number and percentage of eligible children to be served is included in Table A.  Only students meeting the poverty criteria will be included to ensure dollars are not supplanting current services.

Weaknesses:

Data presented in subsection A (3) of the application for the number of "improved slots" appears to be incorrect and represents instead the PPE/Slot value of $1,050 presented in Table A.  (Note: This error is repeated in other sections of the grant; see for example subsection D (4)).

Little information is presented in A (4) on the applicant's position concerning the important elements of a high-quality preschool program, including high staff qualifications, child-to-instructional staff ratios, and instructional staff salaries. In A (5), the state includes the NAEYC 2009 definition of School Readiness but does not explain how it relates to and correlates with the FSC model.

The applicant does not discuss subsection A (7) in this section. But, in Table A, it is stated that no more than 35% of federal grant funds will be spent on infrastructure over the grant period.

A comprehensive assessment needs to be conducted for the state to determine what the greatest needs are and where they exist.

Regarding the ambitious and achievable subjects, the grant appears to be ambitious.  Concerns about achievability exist, however.  For example, the applicant during the first year needs to:   conduct a comprehensive needs assessment, select its preschool subgrantees, provide training for them, and assist them in generating a rather large number of slots for eligible children, 378 new and 204 improved ones.  Further, during the second year challenges may also exist as the new slots increase to 500 and the improved slots, more dramatically, to 1,000.  In summary, the first few years of implementing a new program often involve many changes which can lead to not reaching expectations.  Because of these weaknesses, this section was scored as a medium/high-quality response.


B. Commitment to High-Quality Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(1) Early Learning and Development Standards
	2
	2


	(B)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Early Learning and Development Standards are in existence and have been aligned with NH Kindergarten Readiness Indicators and additional alignments are planned. The standards have also be reviewed by nationally recognized professionals such as Dr. Scott Little.

Weaknesses: 
None.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(2) State’s financial investment
	6
	2


	(B)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The table in subsection B (2) illustrates the numerous sources and amounts of "federal" dollars coming into the state for fiscal year 2014-2015 and the projected amounts for the three following fiscal years.  Also, the number of four-year-olds served in the NH preschool programs in 2013 was 3320 and in 2014 was 3420 (see Table B).  This data shows recent movement toward preschool program commitment.

Weaknesses:

The "state’s" financial investment is listed in a later section of this application, Table B, and for each of the years 2011 through 2014 it was $0.00.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(3) Enacted and pending legislation, policies, and/or practices
	4
	2


	(B)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Legislation, covering the years 1999 - 2012, is related to improving quality of child care and early childhood education through credentialing and updated licensing. The 2007 mandate for half day kindergarten reflects movement in the state towards increasing early education.  There is also a strategic plan that has been developed (See appendix) and the QRIS system has been implemented for child care.

Weaknesses:

Although the 2007 mandate for half day kindergarten reflects movement in the state towards increasing early education, there is little if any other reference to legislation to increase the number of children receiving preschool services in the state.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(4) Quality of existing early learning programs
	4
	3


	(B)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

A comprehensive assessment will be conducted within three months of funding to assess needs and resources. There is a Birth through Eight State Policy Framework developed and included in the appendix which demonstrates the beginning work being conducted by the state. There is also a NH comprehensive strategic plan for early childhood that has been developed (see appendix) and the state does have a system for housing data for the future.  Finally, Head Start programs meet federal and QRIS quality standards but currently they do not meet the funding requirements for enhanced slots.  They will, however, be eligible to add new slots under the new grant if they chose to apply as a subgrantee with regional consortia.
Weaknesses:

The state's commitment to early childhood education is just beginning, therefore, less information is presented about the quality of existing early learning programs. Submission of this planning application is evidence that NH is increasing its efforts in this area.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(5) Coordination of preschool programs and services
	2
	1


	(B)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Coordination with other preschool programs, e.g., with part C and part B of IDEA plus the Head Start Act, was not mentioned here.  These programs, however, were discussed in other sections of the application (see, for example, B (6) and G (2)) as important for preschool programs.
Weaknesses:

Even though IDEA and Head Start were discussed elsewhere as important for preschool programs, strong coordination was not emphasized.

The applicant discusses coordination within its ECFSC Model components: comprehensive, collaborative, coherent, and committed, and with its Interagency Advisory Group.  But the information is limited and fragmented.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(6) Role in promoting coordination of preschool programs with other sectors
	2
	1


	(B)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:
If the grant is funded, a new team will be formed and will include others such as Title I, II, III and DHHS representation and will meet bi-monthly.
Weaknesses:

The SWIFT Core Planning team includes a variety of interested partners at the state level but may not include representation at the local (or regional) level.


C. Ensuring Quality in Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(1) Use no more than 35% of funds for infrastructure and quality improvements
	8
	5


	(C)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH will use 35% of the funds received on infrastructure which is the maximum allowed under the grant requirements. Of these funds, 13% will be allocated to finalizing the TQRIS system.  The other 22% will be allocated to such activities as:  training and support of the proposed ECFSC model for regional programs; support to data systems; facilitating community partnerships; and family outreach support, all part of a strong early learning system.

Weaknesses:

No references are made to other items for ensuring quality in preschool programs such as: enhancing or expanding early learning or development standards; implementing standards consistent with high-quality preschool programs; conducting a needs assessment; implementing a statewide longitudinal data system; establishing teacher early education and licensure requirements; or implementing a comprehensive early learning assessment system.  These are key components, for this reason the score is a medium/high-quality response.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(2) Implement a system for monitoring
	10
	7


	(C)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

 The measurement tools included for monitoring outcomes are reliable and valid and recognized nationwide. The applicant explains the development of each tool and how it will be used to monitor quality. The FirstSchools Professional Learning System is utilized with school aged children and has not been piloted or used with preschool aged settings. However the applicant does describe how it will be adapted to meet the needs of birth to five programs through the use of institutes and a year-long planning period that supports the implementation of reliable data collection and reporting.

The state's TQRIS system, Granite State Stars to the Summit (GSSS), was developed and launched in 2006.   It is open to early learning and development center-based programs including Head Start, early learning and development family home-based programs, and school age programs.  With this grant, NH will complete a revision of GSSS that will achieve all the benchmarks published by the U.S. Office of Child care.

Regarding a longitudinal data system, the state's DOE and DHHS have a plan to explore the design of such a system to integrate the data currently collected by the two agencies.

Weaknesses:

Although a plan plus funding exists for developing an early childhood longitudinal data system (see C (2) (b)), it is not currently available for use.  In addition, no time line was presented for when the data system will available. Regarding subsection C (2) (c), there is little evidence or reference to school readiness other than general statements such as all children having access to high quality learning and development programs. Early literacy and math are included but there is a lack of clarity in the discussion of school readiness.  An outcome appears to be helping move child care programs to nationally accredited status which can be correlated with school readiness but the applicant did not make this connection. New pre-school and full day kindergarten slots are mentioned but outcomes are unclear.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(3) Measure the outcomes of participating children
	12
	12


	(C)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The focus of this subsection is on measuring the outcomes of children across the five essential domains of school readiness.  NH uses the Kindergarten Early Learning Scale (KELS) for assessing a child's progress toward learning standards.  Children are assessed three times a year over the nine-month school year, generally every three months.  NH uses these assessment, as expected, to help guide instruction.

Weaknesses: 

None.


D. Expanding High-Quality Preschool Programs in Each High-Need Community
	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(1) How the State—
(a) Has selected each High-Need Community
(b) Will select each High-Need Community 

Note: Applicants should address either (D)(1)(a) or (D)(1)(b).  Applicants will receive up to 8 points for addressing (D)(1)(a) or up to 4 points for addressing (D)(1)(b).
	4 or 8
	4


	(D)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The applicant has not selected its high-need communities at this point.  In the executive summary, the applicant states that four regional centers in the state will respond with an "intent to apply" in January 2015 if the grant is funded.  NH is unique in that it is geographically diverse, e.g., regions differ in poverty levels and ethnicities.  The North Country has the highest density of extreme poverty.  The Southern Region has the highest density of language diversity. The West and East Regions are tourist areas where many people are employed as service workers.  Districts in these four regional centers with high poverty rates have submitted letters of support that are included in this application and will be able to submit a letter of intent to apply.  Training and technical assistance is available to those who are submitting.  To help ensure the selection of high risk communities, the applicant also states that “in addition, districts or programs where 40% of families live at or under the 200% poverty line will also be contacted and invited to an information session.”

Weaknesses:

Only some of the writers of support letters identify themselves as having characteristics which qualify their communities as high risk communities.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(2) How each High-Need Community is currently underserved
	8
	7


	(D)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The applicant states that one of the NH's first year activities, if the grant is funded, will be to conduct a comprehensive needs assessment.  The information from this assessment will be valuable for subgrantees as they plan their applications.  Next, the applicant presents information on the reading and math proficiencies of fourth grade children for the following groups:  living with poverty, dual language learners, and children with special needs.

Such information is needed when planning comprehensive services.

Other data relevant to this subcriterion is presented in Table B.  It concerns the number and percentage of four year-olds in state preschool programs.  Note that this data is for the entire state and not for a particular high-need community.  Four relevant numbers are presented for 2014.  Two of them are:  the number of NH four-year children was 11,203 and, of these, 3,420 were served in NH preschool programs.  The other two are:  the number of four year olds at or below the 200% FPL was 3,136 and, of these, 2,820 were served in NH preschool programs.

Therefore, by subtraction, the number of unserved children at or below the 200% FPL was 316 for 2014.

Weaknesses:

Information on high-need communities in the state is not presented.  Because a comprehensive needs assessment has not been conducted at this point, this information is not available but it will be needed before communities can be selected.

Regarding table B, unlike for 2014, only one number was presented for 2013:  the number of four-year olds served the NH preschool program was 3320.  Additional data would have been helpful or an explanation of why it was not available.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(3) How the State will conduct outreach to each potential Subgrantees
	4
	4


	(D)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state presents a plan for providing outreach to subgrantee applicants.  Activities for the plan are outlined in a table. Since NH has not at this time selected its subgrantees, it will not start implementing the plan until January 2015.

The process NH will employ to select its subgrantees was presented in the executive summary.  The applicant stated that four regional centers in the state will respond with an "intent to apply" in January 2015, if the grant is funded.  Districts in these four regional centers with high poverty rates have submitted letters of support for this application and will be able to submit a letter of intent to apply.

Weaknesses: 

None.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4) How the State will subgrant at least 65% of its Federal grant award to its Subgrantee or Subgrantees to implement and sustain voluntary, High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-

Need Communities, and—

(a) Set ambitious and achievable targets; and
	16
	13


	(D)(4)(a) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Information on the number and percentage of eligible children served is included in Table A.  The number of new slots in years one through four are:  378, 500, 500, and 500.  The number of improved slots are:  204, 1,000, 1,000, and 1,250.  These numbers represent an ambitious undertaking.

Weaknesses:

Corresponding Table A data presented in the subsection D (4) (a) narrative of the application for the number of "improved slots" is incorrect and represents instead the PPE/Slot value of $1,050 presented in Table A.  (Note: This error is repeated in other sections of the grant; see for example subsection A (3)).

Given all the start-up activities NH will be undertaking in the grant's first year (e.g., completing a comprehensive needs assessment across the state, selecting subgrantees, and providing training for the subgrantees), it will be challenging for the state and its subgantees to also begin providing services to children in 378 new slots plus 204 improved slots.

In addition, the Table B 2014 data indicate that of the 3,136 kids who were at or below the 200% FPL, 2,820 were in NH preschool programs, making the target new slots for the grant hard to understand.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4)
(b) Incorporate in its plan—

(i) Expansion of the number of new high-quality State Preschool Program slots; and
(ii) Improvement of existing State Preschool Program slots

Note: Applicants may receive up to the full 12 points if they address only (D)(4)(b)(i) or (b)(ii) or if they address both (D)(4)(b)(i) and (b)(ii);
	12
	6


	(D)(4)(b) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

As noted in D (4) (a), the number of proposed new slots NH will be providing in year one is 378 and increases in years two, three, and four to 500. With 20 children per classroom, this means NH will be adding 25 classrooms in each of years two through four.  This is an ambitious endeavor.

Likewise, the number of proposed improved slots in year one is 204 and increases in years two, three, and four to 1,000, 1,000, and 1,250.

Weaknesses:

NH does not discuss how it will meet the definition of a high-quality preschool program for the new slots.  It also does not discuss how it will improve existing state preschool slots through such means as:  extending programs from half-day to full-day; limiting class size and decreasing child to staff ratios; and employing and compensating teachers with bachelor's degree.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(5) How the State, in coordination with the Subgrantees, plans to sustain High-Quality Preschool Programs after the grant period
	12
	7


	(D)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH states that by building on enhanced slots in current programs the state will leverage physical space already allocated thereby allowing for administrative and space costs to be limited and maximize sustainability after the grant expires.

Weaknesses:

NH does not discuss how it will sustain new preschool slots after the grant ends, e.g., using state or private funds.


E. Collaborating with Each Subgrantee and Ensuring Strong Partnerships
	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(1) Roles and responsibilities of the State and Subgrantee in implementing the project plan
	2
	1


	(E)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Some of the roles and responsibilities of the state and its subgrantees to implement the grant are presented in a table covering the period January 2015 through July 2015.

Also, in this section’s narrative the applicant describes the role of the ECFSC coaches across the four year period and the narrative describes some evidence of four year planning.

Weaknesses:

A discussion of roles and responsibilities covering the first half year of the grant is a start, but in order to show an achievable implementation plan, the applicant needs to cover a longer time period and other responsibilities such as: hiring and training subgrantee staff, recruiting children, and ensuring high-quality preschool programs exist for grant funded sites.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(2) How High-Quality Preschool Programs will be implemented
	6
	5


	(E)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The NH team that developed this grant application, the Interagency Advisory Group, will lead the hiring of grant staff, if it is awarded.  The NHFCS grant staff will include:  a project director, a web developer, and 8 regional coaches.  Grant staff will be overseen and evaluated by the Administrator of the Bureau of Integrated Programs. The person serving in this position will also serve as the grant interim project director until a permanent director is hired.  The NH Department of Education will act as the fiscal agent leveraging their online grants management system for monitoring subgrantees, limiting overhead costs.  In addition, NH states when discussing its "Push in Model of Sustainability" that DHHS, the Bureau of Special Education, and the MHDOE serve jointly on the SWIFT core planning team which helps them identify resources, decrease duplication of services and develop coherent plans for service delivery.  All these items will help NH implement its program.

Weaknesses:

Although NH states it only plans to hire 10 staff (and use the NH Department of Education as its fiscal agent), managing, coordinating, and monitoring a grant of this size will be a large undertaking for a team of this size, especially during the first year when many activities the team faces will be new.  The capacity to implement a plan that is ambitious is not sufficiently addressed.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(3) How the Subgrantee will minimize local administrative costs
	2
	2


	(E)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:
The applicant provides two examples.  First, as discussed in E (2), the NH Department of Education will act as the fiscal agent for the grant leveraging their online grants management system for monitoring subgrantees, limiting overhead costs. Second, in subsection D (5), NH states that by building on enhanced slots in current programs the state will leverage physical space already allocated thereby allowing for administrative and space costs to be limited and maximize sustainability after the grant expires.
Weaknesses:
None.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(4) How the State and Subgrantee will monitor Early Learning Providers
	4
	2


	(E)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH states that the eight regional ECFSC coaches in the second year of the grant will spend time each week coaching the subgrantees on the use of progress monitoring tools.

Weaknesses:

Monitoring needs to be an emphasis during all four grant years and not just the second year.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(5) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate plans
	4
	2


	(E)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH states when discussing its "Push in Model of Sustainability" that DHHS, the Bureau of Special Education, and the MHDOE serve jointly on the SWIFT core planning team which helps them identify resources, decrease duplication of services and develop coherent plans for service delivery.

Weaknesses:

Although the SWIFT team is helpful in developing coherent service plans, other areas listed in the criterion such coordinating assessments, data sharing, family engagement were not mentioned.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(6) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate, but not supplant, the delivery of High-Quality Preschool Programs funded under this grant with existing services for preschool-aged children
	6
	5


	(E)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH states in E (2) and subsection "Push in Model of Sustainability" that it "has extensive experience at developing plans based on coordination of services."  Further on in this section, NH states that DHHS, the Bureau of Special Education, and the MHDOE serve jointly on the SWIFT core planning team which helps them identify resources, decrease duplication of services and develop coherent plans for service delivery.  In the applicant's sub criterion E (7, 8, 9) discussion, coordination of services with VII-B of the McKinney-Vento Act was mentioned as a priority.

Weaknesses:

Supplanting programs and their fundings was not discussed.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(7) How the Subgrantees will integrate High-Quality Preschool Programs for Eligible Children within economically diverse, inclusive settings
	6
	5


	(E)(7) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The applicant refers to children who reside in economically diverse areas (e.g., rural areas), who are from military families, and who are in foster care that will be identified and clearly prioritized in the grant's implementation.

Weaknesses:

Although these children and families will be identified and prioritized, NH does not explain how their subgrantees will integrate these children. Also, NH does not talk about creating economically diverse settings that serve families from both above and below the 200% FPL.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(8) How the Subgrantees will deliver High-Quality Preschool Programs to Eligible Children who may be in need of additional supports
	6
	5


	(E)(8) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The applicant refers to identifying and prioritizing children who may be in need of additional services such as the homeless, migrant, and English language learners.

Weaknesses:

Although these children and families will be identified and prioritized, NH does not provide specifics about how it will do it, including how the subgrantees will integrate these children.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(9) How the State will ensure outreach to enroll isolated or hard-to-reach families; help families build protective factors; and engage parents and families
	4
	2


	(E)(9) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

In its executive summary, NH discusses the importance of culturally relevant teaching.  To ensure this, subgrantees will engage in on-going professional development on the need to have a deep understanding of their students and families cultural background and then integrate it into the school community.

Weaknesses:

No information is presented on how subgrantees will identify and enroll children, nor on engaging parents to be decision makers in their children's education.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(10) How the State will ensure strong partnerships between each Subgrantee and LEAs or other Early Learning Providers
	10
	7


	(E)(10) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH has not selected its subgrantees at this time.  In section E of its application, however, NH states that it will have four regional centers.  These centers, in turn, will:  support the development of a data sharing network across the birth to grade 3 range; pilot a quality rating and improvement system; and pilot intensive coaching and professional development to programs.  To promote strong subgrantee partnerships, NH will deliver an annual Early Childhood Leadership Academy.  It will be an intensive 5 day residential program and will be followed up with 4 quarterly Professional Networking meetings for all subgrantees.

Weaknesses:

Information was not presented on how subgrantees will collaborate other early learning providers.  That is, collaboration will depend somewhat on the communities in which the subgrantees are located and they have not been selected yet.


F. Alignment within a Birth Through Third Grade Continuum
	 
	Available
	Score

	(F)(1) Birth through age-five programs

(F)(2) Kindergarten through third grade
	20
	8


	(F) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH discusses its approach or plan to F (1), birth to age 5 programs, and F (2), kindergarten through third grade, together in this section.  It states that it will use a Collaborative Leadership Structure approach and that the Full Service Community Schools will build alignment of key functions including: results based visioning, resource development, technical assistance, and community development.

Weaknesses:

The presented plan is very broad.  Regarding F (1), no mention was made of coordinating with other early childhood providers nor ensuring that the provisions of high-quality preschools programs will not lead to a diminution of other services.  For F (2), no information was provided on ensuring that eligible children are well-prepared for kindergarten, on ensuring educational gains of eligible children, or sustaining a high level of parent involvement.


G. Budget and Sustainability
	 
	Available
	Score

	(G)(1) Use the funds from this grant and any matching contributions to serve the number of Eligible Children described in its ambitious and achievable plan each year

(G)(2) Coordinate the uses of existing funds from Federal sources that support early learning and development 

(G)(3) Sustain the High-Quality Preschool Programs provided by this grant after the grant period ends 
	10
	8


	(G) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

In the tables section of the application, two completed Table A forms exist. One major difference in these tables is that the first Table A does not contain any state matching funds.  A second difference is in the listed numbers of total eligible children. The first Table A data matches with data presented in other tables in this section (i.e., Table B, Competitive Priority 1 Table, and Budget Table 1-1).

NH is requesting $40,000,576 to increase opportunities for preschool children the state.  Of these federal funds, 65% will be used by subgrantees which will be selected at a later date to operate high-quality classrooms.  The four year budget for the subgrantees is $25,984,290.

Coordination of funding, under G (2), between this grant and other ongoing federal grants was discussed, including with IDEA parts C and B, Title V, and child welfare services under Title IV.  Regarding sustainability, the applicant mentions that in recent years the business community has taken notice of the early childhood system.  Further, the applicant states that the philanthropic world in NH is beginning to show interest.  For example, NH's Endowment for Health has just completed year-long strategic planning process and has selected early childhood as a key funding priority for at least the next five years.

Weaknesses:

Two completed Table A forms were included in the application.   In addition, regarding future funding and sustainability, although the business and philanthropic communities have expressed interest in helping the early childhood area, at this time they have not offered any dollar amounts for replacing the federal funds after the grant ends.


Competitive Preference Priorities
	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 1: Contributing Matching Funds
	10
	0


	Competitive Priority 1 Comments: 

NH did not prepare a narrative response for this section.  Further, it did not complete the competitive priority 1 table which requests both a list of the types of matching funds plus the amounts.  Two completed Table A forms exist in application. Both contain different data and one contains state matching funds.  No other data concerning state matching funds was found in the application.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 2: Supporting a Continuum of Early Learning and Development
	10
	5


	Competitive Priority 2 Reviewer Comments: 

NH did not prepare a narrative response for this section.  Information was presented throughout the application on creating a seamless progression of supports from birth through third grade.  However, this information was not clearly presented for specific groups such as infant and toddler care, home visitation, and before-and-care services.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 3:  Creating New High-Quality State Preschool Program Slots
	0 or 10
	10


	Competitive Priority 3 Reviewer Comments: 

Table A data shows NH will use 56% of its grant award to create new slots.


Absolute Priority

	 
	Available
	Score

	Priority 1: Absolute Priority -- Promoting School Readiness for Children with High Needs
	 
	Met


Grand Total
	Grand Total
	230
	150
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[image: image3.wmf]

/wEPDwUJNzUxM


[image: image4.png]Preschool Development Grants

Development & Expansion





Preschool Development Grants

Development Grants
Technical Review Form for New Hampshire
Reviewer 2
A. Executive Summary
	 
	Available
	Score

	(A)(1) The State’s progress to date 

(A)(2) Provide High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-Need Communities

(A)(3) Increase the number and percentage of Eligible Children served in High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(4) Characteristics of High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(5) Set expectations for school readiness 

(A)(6) Supported by a broad group of stakeholders

(A)(7) Allocate funds between–
(a) Activities to build or enhance infrastructure using no more than 35% of funds; and
(b) Subgrants using at least 65% of funds
	10
	7


	(A) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

One strength of New Hampshire’s current progress in early childhood education is the state’s attention to the needs of children with disabilities through the establishment of the Preschool Technical Assistance Network, the Preschool Outcome Measurement System, Race2K, and the Early Education and Intervention Network mentoring program. In their current efforts, New Hampshire also demonstrates an awareness and understanding of empirically and developmentally appropriate practice through their involvement in a state-wide forum on Developmentally Appropriate Practice and Kindergarten Readiness, participation in regional Head Start presentation and educator summits, and thought partnerships with groups such as NIEER, Frank Porter Graham, and Measurement Incorporated. New Hampshire intends to use a Full-Service Community Schools model, and the state provides a fairly well-formed picture of the pedagogical philosophy and content that will be infused in the preschool programs (i.e., purposeful play, project-based learning, and culturally relevant teaching). New Hampshire uses broad definitions of school readiness for children, as well as expectations for teachers, that are aligned with the NAEYC Developmentally Appropriate Practice. Taken together, the information presented in this section shows the state's strong commitment to providing services for children with disabilities and developmental delay and an appreciation for the importance of developmentally appropriate practices with young children, as well as a plan for specific curricula to be utilized in preschool programs.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire does not fully align their program description with the characteristics of high-quality preschool programs as defined in the PDG executive summary. Missing components include structural features of the preschool programs, such as staff qualifications, child-to-staff ratio, class size, full-day programming. In sum, there is information regarding the key components of high-quality preschool programs that is missing from the application.


B. Commitment to High-Quality Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(1) Early Learning and Development Standards
	2
	2


	(B)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire’s Early Learning and Development Standards (ELDS) are included in the appendix of this application. The ELDS have already been aligned with kindergarten readiness indicators, allowing for a more seamless transition to kindergarten. New Hampshire documents the use of a task force to determine if the ELDS revisions were developmentally, culturally, and linguistically appropriate for a range of ages. New Hampshire also highlights the use of a Parent Involvement Survey in Special Education to collect data on how parents are being involved in districts’ special education programming.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(2) State’s financial investment
	6
	2


	(B)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire provides a table of the existing federal, state, private, and local investments that will be used to achieve the state-wide preschool program outcomes.

Weaknesses:

The number and percentage of children, including eligible children served in state preschool programs over the last 4 years is not presented in this application. In addition, the data in Table B indicates that past funding for state preschool programs is $0, which is confusing given that the state indicates that a certain number of eligible children were served by state preschool programs in 2014. The limited information and cloudiness of data presented are weaknesses to the application.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(3) Enacted and pending legislation, policies, and/or practices
	4
	4


	(B)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire describes a history of enacted legislation, policies, and practices between 1999-2012, which include credentialing, scholarships, and the establishment of a TQRIS.  The use of a TQRIS and the state's prior history of other policies, legislation and practices to improve early childhood programs demonstrate the state's commitment to preschool programming.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(4) Quality of existing early learning programs
	4
	2


	(B)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to monitor program improvement through the use of a TQRIS.  A number of other tools (Classroom Assessment Scoring System K-3, Early Childhood Environment Rating Scale-Preschool, Kindergarten Early Learning Scale, Early Learning Scale-Preschool, FirstSchool) will be used to collect baseline data on existing early learning programs. The application materials indicate that these tools all appear to have strong technical properties and yield valuable information about instructional quality and student achievement. Thus, the state exhibits some strengths in its plan to monitor program data during the grant funding period.

Weaknesses:

The strengths noted above are planned in the future. Because a comprehensive needs assessment has not yet been completed, NH is unable to provide information about existing learning programs, nor provide evidence via program data, to demonstrate the quality of existing early learning programs.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(5) Coordination of preschool programs and services
	2
	1


	(B)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

In this section, a table is presented highlighting a schedule of important milestones that will take place if the state receives funding for a state-wide preschool program (e.g., new positions made available, applications submitted by subgrantees, needs assessment conducted). The presentation of these milestones in timeline-form is a strength because it keeps the state accountable for making major decisions at a reasonable pace throughout the first few months of the grant. Additionally, an Interagency Advisory Group is presented as a potential type of Early Learning Advisory Council that will advise subgrantees during the application process. The interagency team has representation from Title I, II III, the New Hampshire Department of Education (NHDOE) Bureau of Accountability and Bureau of Special Education, the Department of Health and Human Services, and the Parent Information Center. The use of timelines for key milestones and the establishment of an advisory council are strengths of this application.

Weaknesses:

Regarding the roles and responsibilities of the Interagency Advisory Council, more information is needed about the role of the council in advising subgrantees once the subgrantee application process is completed and the high-quality preschool programming is put in place. Additional information would provide a clearer picture of the roles and responsibilities of this council throughout the grant funding period and after the funding period is over.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(6) Role in promoting coordination of preschool programs with other sectors
	2
	2


	(B)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:
The state plans to coordinate a variety of preschool programs and services through the Schoolwide Intervention Framework for Transformation (SWIFT) and core team. The major components of the SWIFT framework include multi-tiered supports, inclusion policies, family and community engagement, and strong administrative leadership. This team includes members representing DPHHS and subdivisions/bureaus of NHDOE, and will be expanded to include Migrant and Homeless education coordinators. The key components of the SWIFT framework and the diversity of membership of this core team are assets to the proposed program.
Weaknesses:
None identified.


C. Ensuring Quality in Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(1) Use no more than 35% of funds for infrastructure and quality improvements
	8
	5


	(C)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire confirms in this section that 65% of funds will go to subgrantees and 35% of funds will be used at the state-level. To ensure quality preschool programs, New Hampshire is dedicated to providing intensive coaching and professional development to subgrantees, which are strengths of the state's plan.

Weaknesses:

The applicants response to these sub-criteria could be strengthened if some additional points related to building family and community engagement and available community resources (e.g., mental health, nutrition) were presented in the application. Increasing communication with, and resources for, high-need families would serve as protective factors for children and families attending these preschools.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(2) Implement a system for monitoring
	10
	7


	(C)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire provides very detailed information about the performance-based assessment systems that will be used in preschool (ELS) and kindergarten (KELS), and the teacher evaluation system (FirstSchool) that is aligned with common core standards. Technical reports supporting the reliability and validity of the KELS and ELS are also located in the appendix and show that these measures demonstrate adequate reliability and validity. In addition, the state provides extensive information about their already developed NH TQRIS entitled the Granite State Stars Summit (GSSS). In their plan, the state provides a wealth of information about the grant-funded revisions that will be made to the GSSS, which measures important program-level components of high-quality preschool programs and functions as a comprehensive assessment system that can be used to provide feedback and coaching. NH also reports that they will explore the implementation of the longitudinal data system. The ELS, KELS, GSSS, and FirstSchool assessment systems discussed in this section demonstrate the state's commitment to the gathering data to monitor preschool programs.

Weaknesses:

Although NH indicates that they will explore the use of a longitudinal data system, the state does not currently have an established system in place for collecting and maintaining large quantities of data. This system will be critical given the amount of data the state proposes to collect with grant funding, so it would be beneficial for the state to lay out a more explicit and strategic plan for this data management system. The state also does not discuss measures that will be used to collect information and feedback from families with and without children with disabilities (e.g., parent surveys sent to all parents of eligible children). Additional detail regarding the data system and evidence for the use of measures to survey families would have strengthened this section of the application.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(3) Measure the outcomes of participating children
	12
	7


	(C)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Within the application, the state discusses the measurement of outcomes related to early learning standards and school readiness through the use of the ELS and KELS. These measures have strong psychometric properties and measure essential language, literacy, and math skills.

Weaknesses:

The focus of this section was to discuss the state's plan to measure outcomes across five essential domains of school readiness. It is somewhat unclear as to whether the KELS is intended to be used as the kindergarten entry assessment for state-wide preschool programs. A kindergarten entry assessment system would allow for the state to measure and monitor whether the preschool programs are cultivating the five essential domains of school readiness. In addition, it is unclear whether the ELS and KELS are aligned with the 5 domains of school readiness. In sum, more information about the use of kindergarten assessment system that is aligned with the domains of school readiness would have strengthened this section of the application.


D. Expanding High-Quality Preschool Programs in Each High-Need Community
	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(1) How the State—
(a) Has selected each High-Need Community
(b) Will select each High-Need Community 

Note: Applicants should address either (D)(1)(a) or (D)(1)(b).  Applicants will receive up to 8 points for addressing (D)(1)(a) or up to 4 points for addressing (D)(1)(b).
	4 or 8
	3


	(D)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire indicates that it plans to select high-need communities as subgrantees. Subgrantees will be able to submit applications, and an FSC coach will be available to provide technical assistance to applicants. Communities in which 40% of families live within 200% of the poverty line will be invited by the state to apply.

Weaknesses:

A strategic plan for how the state will ensure geographic diversity is not clearly articulated in the application, which is (in part) due to the fact that a needs assessment of potential subgrantees has not yet been completed.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(2) How each High-Need Community is currently underserved
	8
	4


	(D)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Within the first year of grant funding, New Hampshire intends to collect data about the needs of their high-need communities through a comprehensive needs assessment, which consists of an online survey administered to preschool and kindergarten programs throughout the state. To support their ability to complete such an assessment, the state also outlines prior successes in data collection efforts (e.g., proficiency with survey measures and data management, experience implementing multi-site assessments). In an effort to provide information about the needs of the state, New Hampshire broadly discusses opportunity and achievement gaps present in the state. Taken together, the state's prior experience with data collection and their knowledge of achievement gaps in the state strengthen this section of the application.

Weaknesses:

It is unclear what department(s) or teams will be held accountable for collecting and evaluating the needs assessment data. New Hampshire also does not have any current data regarding the ways in which each high-need community is under-served or the number and percentage of four-year-olds in state preschool programs and other publically funded preschool programs specifically within each high-need community/region. The limited information available in this section makes it difficult to asses the ways in which high-need communities in NH are underserved, which is a key aspect of this criterion.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(3) How the State will conduct outreach to each potential Subgrantees
	4
	2


	(D)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire indicates in a previous section that an informational website will be developed, which could be one effective form of outreach if subgrantees are made aware of this resource. The state also plans to invite communities in which 40% of families live within 200% of the poverty line to apply as subgrantees.

Weaknesses:

More extensive outreach seems warranted given that some eligible subgrantees may be located in more remote (rural) parts of the state.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4) How the State will subgrant at least 65% of its Federal grant award to its Subgrantee or Subgrantees to implement and sustain voluntary, High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-

Need Communities, and—

(a) Set ambitious and achievable targets; and
	16
	9


	(D)(4)(a) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Noted earlier in the application, and consistent with the parameters of the grant, the state intends to use provide subgrantees with 65% of the grant funds to implement and sustain high-quality preschool programs. In Table A, the state reports that the number of eligible children served in new preschool program slots will be as follows: 378 (Y1), 500 (Y2), 500 (Y3), 500 (Y4).

Weaknesses:

The vagueness of data and inconsistencies across tables in the appendix and in the narrative makes it difficult to determine if the plan and annual targets within the plan are both ambitious and achievable. It would also be helpful to know estimates of the number of 2- and 3-year-olds currently living in the state in order to better understand the reported increases in new and improved preschool slots over time.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4)
(b) Incorporate in its plan—

(i) Expansion of the number of new high-quality State Preschool Program slots; and
(ii) Improvement of existing State Preschool Program slots

Note: Applicants may receive up to the full 12 points if they address only (D)(4)(b)(i) or (b)(ii) or if they address both (D)(4)(b)(i) and (b)(ii);
	12
	8


	(D)(4)(b) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire intends to expand the number of new slots for eligible children in state preschool programs by 378 in year 1, and by 500 each year in years 2, 3, and 4.

Weaknesses:

The state does not provide detail about the specific improvements that will be made to existing state preschool program slots to ensure that they meet high-quality standards. The lack of information about the improvement of slots makes it difficult to determine if the plan is ambitious and achievable. Tables related to new and improved slots also have a number of errors (e.g., mislabeling, inconsistent numbers), which makes it difficult to drawn a clear picture of the state's plan.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(5) How the State, in coordination with the Subgrantees, plans to sustain High-Quality Preschool Programs after the grant period
	12
	9


	(D)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state will offer the opportunity for four pilot regional centers to develop program models (FSCS) and tools (professional development tools, family outreach, community partnerships, etc.) that can be replicated and sustainable. The program models and tools presented within the application are all quality additions the state-wide plan for sustainability.

Weaknesses:

The state could provide more information about the “four regional pilot centers” and what the long-term plan is for these centers. For example, will there be multiple preschool programs in each region? Will these regional centers be expanded over time and beyond the life of the grant?  If the regional centers are expanded, how will the state ensure sustainability once the state-wide plan has increased in scale? Also, the application does not provide information about non-Federal support that the state or each subgrantee commits to contribute to help sustain the programming after the grant period. More detail in this section would strengthen the state's evidence for a strategic plan to sustain preschool programs after the grant period.


E. Collaborating with Each Subgrantee and Ensuring Strong Partnerships
	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(1) Roles and responsibilities of the State and Subgrantee in implementing the project plan
	2
	2


	(E)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Primary roles and responsibilities of key teams (interagency advisory group, fiscal agent, regional coaches) and individuals (web developer, project director) are detailed in this section. There is also a strong model for weekly coaching and professional development outlined for each year of the grant.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(2) How High-Quality Preschool Programs will be implemented
	6
	6


	(E)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to hold an annual Educator’s Summer Summit during which stakeholders will come together to discuss early childhood leadership and problems that arise in practice. This summit will allow for organizations to engage in professional development, share ideas, and problem solve in an effort in improve programming and ultimately sustain effective practices.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(3) How the Subgrantee will minimize local administrative costs
	2
	2


	(E)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to reduce local costs by utilizing the physical space in already existing preschool classrooms while enhancing the preschool programming.
Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(4) How the State and Subgrantee will monitor Early Learning Providers
	4
	4


	(E)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

As reported in previous sections, the state and subgrantees will monitor the Early Learning Providers through the GSSS quality rating system. Data will be collected with a variety of program/instructional quality measures (CLASS, FirstSchools Professional Learning System). The project director and regional coaches will also be in positions to monitor progress.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(5) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate plans
	4
	2


	(E)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Within the application, NH presents plans related to using preschool and kindergarten assessments (ELS, KELS), data sharing (longitudinal data system), providing comprehensive services though the Full-Service Community Schools model, and providing professional development through coaching and Summer Summits. All of which are strong components of the plan.

Weaknesses:

Within the application more information is needed regarding a strategy for coordinating plans between the subgrantees and the state. It is not always clear how the state and subgrantees will regularly communicate throughout the grant period, and how the state and subgrantees will then communicate with families. It would helpful to have timelines for communication and coordination and a presentation of who/what groups are responsible/help accountable for collecting and presenting evidence from these various efforts.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(6) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate, but not supplant, the delivery of High-Quality Preschool Programs funded under this grant with existing services for preschool-aged children
	6
	4


	(E)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

NH assures that they will coordinate, but not supplant, the delivery of high-quality preschool programming funded under this grant with existing services for preschool-aged children.

Weaknesses:

The state indicates that it will prevent services from being supplanted by only providing grant funding to eligible children within 200% of the poverty line. This is not sufficient evidence for the ways in which the state and subgrantee will coordinate services to avoid supplantation.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(7) How the Subgrantees will integrate High-Quality Preschool Programs for Eligible Children within economically diverse, inclusive settings
	6
	2


	(E)(7) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state will be placing centers in high-need and rural regions of the state.

Weaknesses:

The state does not propose methods (e.g., additional and/or matching funds) to serve mixed-income class settings that include children from families above 200% of the poverty line or if slots will be added to programs already serving economically diverse children.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(8) How the Subgrantees will deliver High-Quality Preschool Programs to Eligible Children who may be in need of additional supports
	6
	6


	(E)(8) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state indicates that supports will be delivered to eligible children. In previous sections, the state discusses policies in place for children with disabilities. Within this section, the state commits to ensuring that additional diverse groups of eligible children (ELL, migrant, homeless, foster care, rural or military families) will have access to high quality preschool programs.

Weaknesses:

None identified.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(9) How the State will ensure outreach to enroll isolated or hard-to-reach families; help families build protective factors; and engage parents and families
	4
	1


	(E)(9) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state discusses providing culturally and linguistically responsive training to teachers, which will aid in teachers' effective communication with families once students are enrolled.

Weaknesses:

The state is lacking a discussion of how subgrantees will implement culturally and linguistically responsive outreach and communication efforts to enroll eligible children, including isolated or hard-to-reach families and to build protective factors for those families. Because this is a critical component of the development of a state-wide preschool system, there should be a strategy for enrollment outlined in the application.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(10) How the State will ensure strong partnerships between each Subgrantee and LEAs or other Early Learning Providers
	10
	6


	(E)(10) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state reports that strong partnerships will be established through an intensive model of support that includes the professional development and coaching of teachers and administrators. The state also has existing policies and enacted legislation to support children with developmental delays and disabilities. Commitment to providing age-appropriate facilities to a variety of eligible children is evident is the state’s discussion of developmentally appropriate practices. The state also indicates that it will explore the development of a longitudinal data tracking system. All of these plans strengthen the application.

Weaknesses:

Minimal detail is provided regarding support and outreach to families and the coordination of community partners and community-based resources. It would be important to know more about efforts that will be employed to engage hard-to-reach families in the education process, and concrete methods that will be used to link community organizations to early childhood education.


F. Alignment within a Birth Through Third Grade Continuum
	 
	Available
	Score

	(F)(1) Birth through age-five programs

(F)(2) Kindergarten through third grade
	20
	10


	(F) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The state of New Hampshire proposes to implement a Full Service Community Schools model. This model is intended to create a more seamless system of supports from preschool through secondary grades, ultimately strengthening the alignment from birth through third grade. Additionally, the annual Summer Summit may be an effective way to bring various stakeholders together to discuss meaningful issues and engage in professional development opportunities related to creating a stronger continuum across birth to third grade services. The state provides detailed information about formative measures that will be used to evaluate children’s school readiness skills in preschool (ELS) and kindergarten (KELS), and that state notes that it will explore the use of a longitudinal data system. The FSCS model, proposed assessments, and professional development all appear to be strategic ways to strengthen this continuum.

Weaknesses:

It would be helpful to have more information within the application addressing that ways in which the state plans to engage hard-to-reach families with children in the education system (preschool - grade 3), to expand families' access to community resources, and to increase protective factors. Regarding teacher preparation, it would also be beneficial to know more about ways in which the state might collaborate with higher education institutions to develop new coursework and continuing education credits to build teachers’ knowledge of best practices in birth through third grade and state-wide changes in early education related to these children. These details would help to provide a clearer picture of teacher education and outreach efforts that would strengthen this continuum.


G. Budget and Sustainability
	 
	Available
	Score

	(G)(1) Use the funds from this grant and any matching contributions to serve the number of Eligible Children described in its ambitious and achievable plan each year

(G)(2) Coordinate the uses of existing funds from Federal sources that support early learning and development 

(G)(3) Sustain the High-Quality Preschool Programs provided by this grant after the grant period ends 
	10
	9


	(G) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire provides a comprehensive table (B2) of the existing federal, state, private, and local investments that will be used to achieve the state-wide preschool program outcomes. The state also presents a plan to sustain the high-quality preschool programming after the grant period ends through the development of replicable early education models and tools for measurement.

Weaknesses:

The state will not provide matching funds for this state-wide initiative.


Competitive Preference Priorities
	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 1: Contributing Matching Funds
	10
	0


	Competitive Priority 1 Comments: 

Within the application, the state did not provide a clear plan to obtain non-federal matching funds to support the implementation of its plan for the grant period.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 2: Supporting a Continuum of Early Learning and Development
	10
	5


	Competitive Priority 2 Reviewer Comments: 

The state intends to use a Full-Service Community Schools model, which provides a foundation for a more seamless system of support from preschool through secondary grades and could ultimately strengthen the alignment from birth through third grade. The Summer Summit and professional development coaching opportunities may also be effective ways to bring various stakeholders together to discuss meaningful issues related to strengthening the birth through third grade continuum. The state provides detailed information about formative measures that will be used to assess children’s school readiness skills in preschool (ELS) and kindergarten (KELS), and that state notes that it will explore the use of a longitudinal data system.

It would be helpful to have more information within the application that answers the criteria for addressing that ways in which the state plans to engage hard-to-reach families with children in the education system (preschool - grade 3), to expand families' access to community resources (those families with and without children with disabilities), and to increase protective factors for impoverished families. Similarly, the state should have provided more detail about home visitation and before-and-after care services. Regarding teacher preparation, it would also be beneficial to know more about ways in which the state might collaborate with higher education institutions to develop new coursework and continuing education credits to build teachers’ knowledge of best practices and state-wide changes in policy for birth through third grade.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 3:  Creating New High-Quality State Preschool Program Slots
	0 or 10
	10


	Competitive Priority 3 Reviewer Comments: 

The state intends to use 56% of its federal grant award to create new preschool program slots.


Absolute Priority

	 
	Available
	Score

	Priority 1: Absolute Priority -- Promoting School Readiness for Children with High Needs
	 
	Met


Grand Total

	Grand Total
	230
	143
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Preschool Development Grants

Development Grants
Technical Review Form for New Hampshire
Reviewer 3
A. Executive Summary
	 
	Available
	Score

	(A)(1) The State’s progress to date 

(A)(2) Provide High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-Need Communities

(A)(3) Increase the number and percentage of Eligible Children served in High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(4) Characteristics of High-Quality Preschool Programs

(A)(5) Set expectations for school readiness 

(A)(6) Supported by a broad group of stakeholders

(A)(7) Allocate funds between–
(a) Activities to build or enhance infrastructure using no more than 35% of funds; and
(b) Subgrants using at least 65% of funds
	10
	6


	(A) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire is proposing an Early Childhood Full-service Community School (ECFSC) that will build on the department of education’s partnership with the national SWIFT center whose mission is to mentor SEAs and educators as they provide the kind of academic and behavioral support that will result in excellence and equity in full inclusion communities and the New Hampshire Bureau of Special Education Sustainable Early Engagement for Change grant efforts.   To provide High-Quality Preschool Programs for children in high-need communities, New Hampshire proposes allowing Consortia from the North, West, East, and Southern communities to respond with “intent to apply” if the Preschool Development Grant (PDG) is funded. New Hampshire is well grounded in research and developmentally appropriate practices (DAP) important in High-Quality Preschool Programs.  New Hampshire also sought counsel of several nationally recognized organizations (e.g., NIEER, SWIFT, NAEYC) to develop their model of full-service community schools focused on the birth through 3rd grade continuum. New Hampshire’s model includes expectations not only for children’s school readiness but also for teacher’s role in developing readiness based on the NAEYC position statement on DAP.   New Hampshire also identified an impressive list of stakeholders spanning school districts, state representatives, state agencies, foundations, and universities.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire does not adequately demonstrate the State’s progress to date in terms of High-Quality Pre-K programs for eligible children. Although there are some existing programs from which to build on, it seems like the majority of existing programs focus specifically on children with disabilities. New Hampshire similarly failed to explain how they will provide voluntary, High-Quality Preschool Programs to eligible children in high-need communities. Though they clearly have goals to develop preschool programs that are developmentally appropriate, their lack of focus on structural components (e.g., class size, ratios) make it difficult to see how these DAP programs will be implemented. It is also unclear how many eligible children are served currently by New Hampshire and how many new or improved slots will be created. New Hampshire did not address how they would allocate funds between infrastructure and sub grants within this section.


B. Commitment to High-Quality Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(1) Early Learning and Development Standards
	2
	2


	(B)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire has already developed a set of Early Learning Standards (ELDS) that are aligned with the New Hampshire Kindergarten Readiness Indicators and were crossed with K-3 standards. The ELDS appropriately cover all five developmental domains of school readiness. ELDS are also included in the TQRIS standards that will be required of programs. New Hampshire more than adequately meets the PDG requirement for State Early Learning and Development Standards.

Weaknesses:

N/A


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(2) State’s financial investment
	6
	2


	(B)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire outlined a table of federal, state, and local funds that support existing programs such as IDEA and Child Welfare Agencies. 

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not identify the State’s independent financial investment above the investments included in the table of federal, state, and local programs. This table really illustrated the States existing funding from established programs but does not suggest additional funding for the sole purpose of providing State Preschool Programs for eligible children. In other areas of the application it seems that New Hampshire does has not previously made any investment in State Preschool Programs (see column one in Table B). The number and percent of eligible children served by the state in the last four years was not provided in the narrative or table (2014 was the only year presented in Table B).


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(3) Enacted and pending legislation, policies, and/or practices
	4
	3


	(B)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire has a history of legislation and policy in early childhood that provide support for their commitment to access to early learning environments. For example, in 2007 New Hampshire mandated that school districts offer at least half-day kindergarten. Most recently, in 2012, New Hampshire simplified the process for applying for child care scholarships.

Weaknesses:

Although New Hampshire has enacted legislation, policies, and practices that seem to provide greater access to early childhood environments, the State has focused less on the quality of those environments. In other words, New Hampshire does not have any recent legislature or policies focused on High-Quality Preschool programs.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(4) Quality of existing early learning programs
	4
	2


	(B)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Although New Hampshire is unable to provide evidence of the quality of existing early learning programs that receive State funding, the State proposes to conduct a comprehensive needs assessment within 3 months of the funding date if awarded the grant and align future programs using a TQRIS.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire has often cited that “preschool is not required” and therefor they do not have existing data. It is unclear however if New Hampshire State currently funds any Pre-K programs or if they just haven’t been systematic about collecting data. Table B is particularly confusing in that the first column suggests no state funding yet later columns provide numbers of eligible children funded in NH Preschool Programs in 2014. In either case, there is little evidence presented to demostrate the State’s commitment to High-Quality Preschool Programs.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(5) Coordination of preschool programs and services
	2
	1


	(B)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

In a prior section New Hampshire lists other State and Federal resources that serve preschool age children and that will be “used” to achieve the State plan. It could be assumed that partnerships would occur with these agencies.

Weaknesses:

If New Hampshire has an Early Learning Advisory Council, the proposal did not mention plans to coordinate programs through this agency. Aside from listing the financial investments of these programs and services for early learning, New Hampshire did not adequately explain their plan to coordinate with these groups.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(B)(6) Role in promoting coordination of preschool programs with other sectors
	2
	2


	(B)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to create an interagency team that will meet bi-monthly and will include 8 regional coordinators (to be hired) and representatives from the New Hampshire Department of Education Bureau of Accountability, Special Education, Integrated Programs and Department of Health and Human Services Head Start. This interagency team will function as an advisory team to the PDG Project Director and Regional Coaches.
Weaknesses:

Though the State plans to create an advisory team to offer guidance and support professional development within PDG, it is unclear how the State plans to support children’s overall development in coordination with these agencies.


C. Ensuring Quality in Preschool Programs
	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(1) Use no more than 35% of funds for infrastructure and quality improvements
	8
	6


	(C)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

One strength of this section of the application is that New Hampshire clearly laid out their plans to spend 35% of the awarded funds on State infrastructure and quality improvements at the state level. Specifically 13% will be spent to build the data sharing network and edit and validate the TQRIS in subgrantee preschool and kindergarten classrooms. 22% will be used to fund state-level professional development for subgrantees which will include an annual meeting, progress monitoring, training, and coaches to support the programs developed within PDG. New Hampshire has adequately addressed this criteria given that the State meets the overall key component or that 35% of funds will be used for infrastructure and quality improvements.

Weaknesses:

It seems that 35% of the awarded funds is more than it would take to address the few issues identified by New Hamshire (i.e., data sharing, TQRIS, and professional development). New Hampshire did not do a very thorough job of explaining how the 35% will be used to enhance or expand early learning and development standards or implement High-Quality program standards in programs. The State did not adequately address meeting the needs of children with disabilities and English learners, within this section. This section could have also been more clear in terms of their efforts to conduct a needs assessment to determine the current availability of High-Quality Preschool Programs. No mention was made of upgrading preschool teacher education and licensure requirements, or building preschool programs capacity to engage parents in their children’s education. Although the State showed weaknesses in the application with regard to providing evidence for the specific activities/subcriteria under this goal, they still meet the main criteria that 35% of funds will be used for infrastructure and quality improvements.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(2) Implement a system for monitoring
	10
	8


	(C)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire has plans to use a battery of measures to monitor the quality of preschool programs, including the use of a TQRIS. The State provided in-depth descriptions of the specific outcomes to be achieved by the programs including instructional practices, family engagement strategies, and school readiness type indicators. New Hampshire proposed to have coaches that would work with the PDG sites to monitor and support continuous improvements. Coaches would be trained on the measurable outcomes and provide professional development to the subgrantees. Onsite monitoring would occur three times a year and reports from onsite visits would be shared with programs and used to develop goals for the next scheduled visit.  The State proposed using the TQRIS to ensure subgrants are providing High-Quality education by incorporating TQRIS into licensing requirements and providing incentives through investments in new and current preschool and full-day kindergarten slots through intensive coaching and technical assistance. New Hampshire has clearly invested a lot of effort into developing a system and plan to monitor and support continuous improvement in the program.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not specify that there would be a Statewide Longitudinal Data System that would be able to track students from preschool through third grade. There is mention of a longitudinal data system in later sections however it is still unclear exactly how, along which dimensions, or for how long children would be tracked.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(C)(3) Measure the outcomes of participating children
	12
	8


	(C)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire proposed using the Kindergarten Early Learning Scale (KELS) developed by NIEER. The KELS is a performance-based measure that would be assessed 3 times during children’s kindergarten year. The KELS is aligned with the Early Learning Scale(ELS) that New Hampshire plans to use in Pre-K programs. The alignment of the ELS and KELS will help the State track children’s development on key domains of readiness.

Weaknesses:

The kindergarten assessment proposed does not measure children across all five Essential Domains of School Readiness. The KELS includes math/science, social/emotional/social studies, and language and literacy. Children’s physical development and attitudes towards learning are not assessed and critically important aspects of school readiness. New Hampshire included a document on Kindergarten Readiness Indicators in their appendix that addresses all five domains of school readiness, however, no mention of this document was made in the proposal narrative. Thus it is unclear if New Hampshire plans to use this to guide a new readiness assessment or if the KELS will be used.


D. Expanding High-Quality Preschool Programs in Each High-Need Community
	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(1) How the State—
(a) Has selected each High-Need Community
(b) Will select each High-Need Community 

Note: Applicants should address either (D)(1)(a) or (D)(1)(b).  Applicants will receive up to 8 points for addressing (D)(1)(a) or up to 4 points for addressing (D)(1)(b).
	4 or 8
	3


	(D)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire had potential subgrantees submit letters of support for the PDG application and will submit an official letter of intent by January 2015 if they hope to receive funding. New Hampshire will also recruit districts in which 40% of families live at or under the 200% poverty line. This seems reasonable.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not include a description of how the State will ensure their geographic diversity, in this section. In the Executive Summary, however, the State mentioned allowing Consortia from the North, West, East, and Southern communities to respond with “intent to apply”.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(2) How each High-Need Community is currently underserved
	8
	3


	(D)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Given that New Hampshire has not identified any high-need communities or subgrantees, it is difficult to determine if the high-need communities they select will be underserved. However, New Hampshire plans to conduct a needs assessment of 4- and 5-year olds in New Hampshire during the first year of grant funding. It seems that they plan to use the needs assessment as a way of identifying high-need communities.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not include the percentage of four-year-olds in the State or other publically funded preschool programs.  It is also unclear exactly how the needs assessment to be developed would identify high-need communities.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(3) How the State will conduct outreach to each potential Subgrantees
	4
	2


	(D)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to conduct outreach to potential subgrantees by inviting districts in which 40% of families live at or under the 200% poverty line to apply by January 2015. After reading a later section it is clear that New Hampshire will invite these districts to an information session about PDG and assign each a Regional coach who will help subgrantees in their preparation of an RFP. This information session and coach are used to ensure and equitable and transparent process.

Weaknesses:

It is unclear how New Hampshire plans to contact or invite these districts. The plan for outreach is not clear at all.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4) How the State will subgrant at least 65% of its Federal grant award to its Subgrantee or Subgrantees to implement and sustain voluntary, High-Quality Preschool Programs in one or more High-

Need Communities, and—

(a) Set ambitious and achievable targets; and
	16
	8


	(D)(4)(a) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

It appears, according to Table A, that New Hampshire will aim to provide 378 new slots the first year and 500 new slots each subsequent year and improve 204 slots the first year and1,050 slots each subsequent year using funds from the PDG. These new and improved slots account for 20% of children year one, and 50, 50, and 60% years 2,3, and 4 respectively. Table A also suggests that these new and improved slots will account for 65% of the funds awarded.

Weaknesses:

The narrative to support tables for new subgrantee slots and slots for eligible children is severely lacking. The tables in the narrative are inconsistent with Table A and are also incorrectly labeled along the top with the year 2014 appearing twice. It is unclear if the number of slots for eligible children are for 4-year-old children only or 4- and 5year-old children as they have discussed preschool and kindergarten and 4- and 5-year old children in other sections. Furthermore it is unclear how they calculated % increase when they did not have data on the percent of children currently served. The lack of data makes it difficult to assess if the annual targets for the number and percentage of eligible children is ambitious and achievable.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(4)
(b) Incorporate in its plan—

(i) Expansion of the number of new high-quality State Preschool Program slots; and
(ii) Improvement of existing State Preschool Program slots

Note: Applicants may receive up to the full 12 points if they address only (D)(4)(b)(i) or (b)(ii) or if they address both (D)(4)(b)(i) and (b)(ii);
	12
	10


	(D)(4)(b) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire proposes to increase the number and quality of current preschool placements. The State proposes the following activities associated with the PDG goals: complete a comprehensive needs assessment, provide technical assistance for subgrantees in their applications, provide training through an annual Early Childhood Leadership Academy and regional weekly coaching, validate their TQRIS, build infrastructure for birth through grade 3 data sharing, training on measures of early learning and quality assessments.  The components of the Early Childhood Full-Service Community School Model proposed by New Hampshire meet many of the criteria set forth by the PDG. Specifically, New Hampshire has ambitious goals to provide in-service professional development and coaching.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not discuss how their plan to improve State Preschool programs would include extending programs from half-day to full day, limiting class sizes, compensating teachers with higher degrees, or providing comprehensive services to children and families.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(D)(5) How the State, in coordination with the Subgrantees, plans to sustain High-Quality Preschool Programs after the grant period
	12
	9


	(D)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire’s proposed plan will offer 4 regional centers the opportunity to participate in a pilot in which they will develop sustainable tools and programs that can be replicated after the grant period. The programs will include guides for community partnerships, gaining federal funds, family outreach, workforce development, and quality professional development for birth through 3rd grade professionals. New Hampshire proposes to support these centers by proving direct support from a regional coach weekly. It seems that the State is suggesting that the subgrantees will commit to sustaining their own programs after the grant period (however this is not extremely clear). If the four centers are successful in developing these tools and programs, it stands to reason that these centers would be able to sustain themselves after the grant period.

Weaknesses:

The proposal is unclear as to which subgrantee applications will be selected. If there are other subgrantees aside from the four pilot centers, it is unclear how those programs would be sustained after the granting period.


E. Collaborating with Each Subgrantee and Ensuring Strong Partnerships
	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(1) Roles and responsibilities of the State and Subgrantee in implementing the project plan
	2
	2


	(E)(1) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire provided detailed accounts of the roles and responsibilities of State and subgrantee positions, including a timeline for hiring across the first 6 months. The roles and responsibilities assigned seem well thought-out and reasonable.

Weaknesses:

N/A


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(2) How High-Quality Preschool Programs will be implemented
	6
	6


	(E)(2) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire plans to implement High-Quality Preschool Programs by requiring that subgrantees attend an annual academy in which the focus will be on quality professional development or birth through third grade and the use of key assessment tools. Subgrantees will also receive feedback weekly regarding quality from their PDG coaches.

Weaknesses:

N/A


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(3) How the Subgrantee will minimize local administrative costs
	2
	2


	(E)(3) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire will build on current preschool programing by using physical space already allocated to schools and local agencies for early education. They suspect that this will minimize local administrative costs. This seems like a reasonable plan.
Weaknesses:

N/A


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(4) How the State and Subgrantee will monitor Early Learning Providers
	4
	3


	(E)(4) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire has plans to use a battery of measures to monitor the quality of preschool programs, including the use of a TQRIS. New Hampshire proposed to have coaches that would work with the PDG sites to monitor and support continuous improvements. Coaches would be trained on the measurable outcomes and provide professional development to the subgrantees on a weekly basis. Onsite monitoring will also occur three times a year and reports from onsite visits would be shared with programs and used to develop goals for the next scheduled visit.  The State proposed using the TQRIS to ensure subgrantees are providing High-Quality education by incorporating TQRIS into licensing requirements and providing incentives through investments in new and current preschool and full-day kindergarten slots through intensive coaching and technical assistance. New Hampshire has clearly invested a lot of effort into developing a system and plan to monitor and support continuous improvement in the program.

Weaknesses:

This sub-criteria was completely ignored within this section. The strengths were pulled from other sections.

Furthermore, New Hampshire seems to have plans for monitoring Subgrantees but there are no plans for how subgrantees will monitor teachers to ensure high-quality within programs/classrooms.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(5) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate plans
	4
	1


	(E)(5) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire discussed having assessments, data sharing, and professional development in other sections of the application.

Weaknesses:

In other sections New Hampshire discusses having assessments, data sharing, instructional tools, etc .,  however the criteria for this section asks about the State's plans to coordinate with subgrantees around these efforts and it is unclear how the State will coordinate with subgrantees around these programs and tools. It’s possible that the State will provide all of these services but it is also possible that the subgrantees are expected to include these aspects in their RFPs. New Hampshire did not address this sub-criteria at all making it difficult to score this section.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(6) How the State and the Subgrantee will coordinate, but not supplant, the delivery of High-Quality Preschool Programs funded under this grant with existing services for preschool-aged children
	6
	3


	(E)(6) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire stated that the State will not supplant the delivery of existing services for preschool-aged children by ensuring that only children under the 200% federal poverty line would receive funding.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire does not describe or provide evidence for how that State and subgrantees will coordinate or support delivery of services form other agencies without supplanting these programs.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(7) How the Subgrantees will integrate High-Quality Preschool Programs for Eligible Children within economically diverse, inclusive settings
	6
	0


	(E)(7) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths: 
N/A

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire specifically states that they will not serve children above 200% of the Federal Poverty Line. It is unclear if children who are above the FPL will be invited to participate in the classrooms that are also funding PDG eligible children or if the new/improved slots created by the PDG will be in classrooms with children who are from economically diverse families or those above the 200% FPL. There was no discussion of this criteria at all.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(8) How the Subgrantees will deliver High-Quality Preschool Programs to Eligible Children who may be in need of additional supports
	6
	6


	(E)(8) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire will have an interagency planning team that will include coordinators from Title II, Homeless Education and Migrant Education, who will ensure that English learners, migrant, homeless, children who reside in foster care, children from rural areas, military families, and all other children identified by the state as disadvantaged. The relationships between coordinators will also be augmented by a comprehensive needs assessment within the first 3 months of the grant award. This is a very inclusive plan that meets the PDG sub-criteria.

Weaknesses:

N/A


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(9) How the State will ensure outreach to enroll isolated or hard-to-reach families; help families build protective factors; and engage parents and families
	4
	0


	(E)(9) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths: 

N/A

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire does not address how the State will ensure the subgrantees implement culturally and linguistically responsive outreach and communication efforts to enroll children from families with Eligible Children, including isolated or hard-to-reach families; helps families build protective factors; and engages parents and families (e.g., builds capacity to support children's learning and development) as decision-makers in their children's education. Outreach is the key term in this criteria. Although New Hampshire discussed providing culturally sensitive professional development and curriculum, there was no discussion of outreach for these "hard-to-reach" families and children.


	 
	Available
	Score

	(E)(10) How the State will ensure strong partnerships between each Subgrantee and LEAs or other Early Learning Providers
	10
	7


	(E)(10) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

Many of these sub-criteria were addressed in previous sections. For example, New Hampshire plans to collaborate with the New Hampshire advisory council to provide intensive professional development. Collaborations also exist around the development and implementation of a systematic procedure for sharing data. New Hampshire also discussed coordinating efforts to ensure the inclusion of children from diverse backgrounds.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire does not explicitly discuss supporting diverse families or utilizing community based learning resources. This section and its sub-criteria were not included in the application narrative.


F. Alignment within a Birth Through Third Grade Continuum
	 
	Available
	Score

	(F)(1) Birth through age-five programs

(F)(2) Kindergarten through third grade
	20
	10


	(F) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

New Hampshire has expressed goals to develop an Early Childhood Full-service Community School model that would focus on high-quality early childhood services, family engagement, education, and leadership, support services, and professional development for birth through 3rd grade programs. There is a birth through age eight policy framework in the appendix that suggests New Hampshire plans to incorporate a framework for aligning birth through 3rd grade services and policies; however, this was never referenced in the narrative.

Weaknesses:

Aside from stating that they will focus on birth through 3rd grade professional development, New Hampshire failed to support exactly how they will align their funding to support services for children from birth through 3rd grade within the application.


G. Budget and Sustainability
	 
	Available
	Score

	(G)(1) Use the funds from this grant and any matching contributions to serve the number of Eligible Children described in its ambitious and achievable plan each year

(G)(2) Coordinate the uses of existing funds from Federal sources that support early learning and development 

(G)(3) Sustain the High-Quality Preschool Programs provided by this grant after the grant period ends
	10
	7


	(G) Reviewer Comments: 

Strengths:

The budget table shows how the direct and infrastructure funds will be allocated. New Hampshire also discussed how they plan to coordinate the use of existing funds from Federal sources that support early learning and development.

Weaknesses:

New Hampshire did not discuss the sustainability of the PDG program after the grant period ends.


Competitive Preference Priorities
	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 1: Contributing Matching Funds
	10
	0


	Competitive Priority 1 Comments: 

New Hampshire did not propose any matching funds to support the implementation of it's plan during the grant period.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 2: Supporting a Continuum of Early Learning and Development
	10
	4


	Competitive Priority 2 Reviewer Comments: 

New Hampshire's plan was not clearly defined, although it seems that they plan to provide services for children in high-need communities from birth through third grade. The specific services such as high-quality infant/toddler care, home visitation, etc. to be provided were not outlined in the application.


	 
	Available
	Score

	Competitive Priority 3:  Creating New High-Quality State Preschool Program Slots
	0 or 10
	10


	Competitive Priority 3 Reviewer Comments: 

Yes - New Hampshire plans to use at least 50 percent of the awarded grant to create new preschool slots.


Absolute Priority

	 
	Available
	Score

	Priority 1: Absolute Priority -- Promoting School Readiness for Children with High Needs
	 
	Met


Grand Total

	Grand Total
	230
	136
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