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V. ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

The State must meet the following requirements to be eligible to compete for funding under this
program:

(a) The Lead Agency must have executed with each Participating State Agency a Memorandum
of Understanding (MOU) or other binding agreement that the State must attach to its application,
describing the Participating State Agency’'s level of participation 1n the grant. (See section XIII.) At a
minimum, the MOU or other binding agreement must include an assurance that the Participating State
Agency agrees to use, to the extent applicable--

(1) A sect of statewide Early Learning and Development Standards:

(2) A sct of statewide Program Standards;

(3) A statewide Tiered Quality Rating and Improvement System; and

(4) A statewide Worktorce Knowledge and Competency Framework and progression of
credentials.

List of Participating State Agencies:

The applicant should list below all Participating State Agencies that administer public funds
related to early learning and development, including at a minimum: the agencies that administer
or supervise the administration of CCDF, the section 619 of part B of IDEA and part C of IDEA
programs, State-funded preschool, home visiting, Title I of .SI.A, the Head Start State
Collaboration Grant, and the Title V Maternal and Child Care Block Grant, as well as the State
Advisory Council on Early Childhood Education and Care, the State’s Child Care Licensing
Agency, and the State Lducation Agency.

For each Participating State Agency, the applicant should provide a cross-reference to the place
within the application where the MOU or other binding agreement can be found. Insert
additional rows if necessary. 1The Departments will determine eligibility.

State Education Agency: Title I of ESEA;

* Michigan Department of Appendix XVI, p. 491 - | CCDF; section 619 of part B of IDEA and part
Education see p. 495 C of IDEA programs; State-funded preschool;
Head Start State Collaboration Grant

Title V Maternal and Child Care Block Grant;
Maternal, Infant Early Childhood Home
Visitation Program

Michigan Department of Appendix X VI, p. 491
Community Health —see p. 497

Michigan Department of Human | Appendix XVI, p. 491 Child Care Licensing Agency

SErvices —see p. 496
Early Childhood Investment Appendix XVI, p. 491 State Advisory Council on Early Childhood
Corporation —see p. 498 Education and Care
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(b) The State must have an operational State Advisory Council on Early Care and
Education that meets the requirements described 1n section 642B(b) of the Head Start Act (42
U.S.C. 9837b).

The State certifies that it has an operational State Advisory Council that meets the above
requirement. 1he Departments will determine eligibility.

M Yes
[1 No

(c) The State must have submitted in FY 2010 an updated MIECHYV State plan and FY
2011 Application for formula funding under the Maternal, Infant, and Early Childhood Home

Visiting program (see section 511 of Title V of the Social Security Act, as added by section 2951
of the Affordable Care Act of 2010 (P.L. 111-148)).

The State certifies that it submitted in I'Y 2010 an updated MIECHYV State plan and IF'Y

2011 Application for formula funding, consistent with the above requirement. 1he Departments
will determine eligibility.

M Yes
[]1 No
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V1. SELECTION CRITERIA

Selection criteria are the focal point of the application and peer review. A panel of peer
reviewers will evaluate the applications based on the extent to which the selection criteria are

addressed.
Core Areas -- Sections (A) and (B)

States must address in their application all of the selection criteria in the Core Areas.

A. Successful State Systems

(A)(1) Demonstrating past commitment to early learning and development. (20 points)

The extent to which the State has demonstrated past commitment to and investment 1n
high-quality, accessible Early Learning and Development Programs and services for Children
with High Needs, as evidenced by the State’s—

(a) Financial investment, from January 2007 to the present, in Early Learning and
Development Programs, including the amount of these investments 1n relation to the size of the
State’s population of Children with High Needs during this time period;

(b) Increasing, from January 2007 to the present, the number of Children with High Needs
participating in Early Learning and Development Programs;

(c) Existing early learning and development legislation, policies, or practices; and

(d) Current status 1n key areas that form the building blocks for a high-quality early learning
and development system, including Early Learning and Development Standards, Comprehensive
Assessment Systems, health promotion practices, family engagement strategies, the development
of Early Childhood Educators, Kindergarten Entry Assessments, and effective data practices.

In the text box below, the State shall write its full response to this selection criterion. The State
shall include the evidence listed below and describe in its narrative how each piece of evidence
demonstrates the State’s success in meeting the criterion; the State may also include any
additional information it believes will be helpful to peer reviewers. If the State has included
relevant attachments in the Appendix, these should be described in the narrative below and
clearly cross-referenced to allow the reviewers to locate them easily.

Evidence for (A)(1):

e The completed background data tables providing the State’s baseline data for--
o The number and percentage of children from Low-Income families in the State, by age
(see Table (A)(1)-1);
o The number and percentage of Children with High Needs from special populations in the
State (see Table (A)(1)-2); and
o The number of Children with High Needs 1in the State who are enrolled 1in Early Learning
and Development Programs, by age (see Table (A)(1)-3).
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Data currently available, 1f any, on the status of children at kindergarten entry (across
Essential Domains of School Readiness, 1f available), including data on the readiness gap
between Children with High Needs and their peers.

Data currently available, if any, on program quality across different types of Early Learning
and Development Programs.

The completed table that shows the number of Children with High Needs participating in
each type of Early Learning and Development Program for each of the past 5 years (2007-
2011) (see Table (A)(1)-4).

The completed table that shows the number of Children with High Needs participating in
each type of Early Learning and Development Program for each of the past 5 years (2007-
2011) (see Table (A)(1)-5).

The completed table that describes the current status of the State’s Early Learning and
Development Standards for each of the Essential Domains of School Readiness, by age group

of infants, toddlers, and preschoolers (see Table (A)(1)-6).

The completed table that describes the elements of a Comprehensive Assessment System
currently required within the State by different types of Early Learning and Development
Programs or systems (see Table (A)(1)-7).

The completed table that describes the elements of high-quality health promotion practices
currently required within the State by different types of Early Learning and Development
Programs or systems (see Table (A)(1)-8).

The completed table that describes the elements of a high-quality family engagement strategy
currently required within the State by different types of Early Learning and Development
Programs or systems (see Table (A)(1)-9).

The completed table that describes all early learning and development workforce credentials
currently available 1n the State, including whether credentials are aligned with a State

Workforce Knowledge and Competency Framework and the number and percentage of Early
Childhood Educators who have each type of credential (see Table (A)(1)-10).

The completed table that describes the current status of postsecondary institutions and other
professional development providers in the State that 1ssue credentials or degrees to Early

Childhood Educators (see Table (A)(1)-11).

The completed table that describes the current status of the State’s Kindergarten Entry
Assessment (see Table (A)(1)-12).

The completed table that describes all early learning and development data systems currently
used 1n the State (see Table (A)(1)-13).
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A(1). Demonstrating Past Commitment to Early Learning and Development.

Michigan has a long history of investment in high-quality early learning and development
programs and services for children with high needs, even during the state’s decade-long struggle
with economic restructuring and an ongoing structural budget deficit. State and community
leaders have been creative in moving forward a progressive early childhood agenda despite
scarce financial resources, with the goal of building a comprehensive system for children that
begins prenatally and continues through the transition to the K-12 public school system.
Michigan has implemented, or 1s poised to implement, all of the elements of a high-quality early
childhood system. In Michigan, this system 1s known as Great Start.

The leadership for more than the past decade of early childhood systems reform has been
diverse, including visionaries from the public, private, and local community-based sectors. In
addition to bipartisan support in Legislature, steady and incremental progress has been made in
both Republican and Democratic administrations, and Michigan has benefited from
extraordinary private sector involvement, including business and philanthropic leaders.

Michigan’s steady progress toward reform began in 2004 when a public/private partnership
was formed -the Ready to Succeed Initiative- to help raise public awareness about the
importance of the first five years of life. In 2005, Governor Granholm, a Democrat, launched
Great Start, the development and implementation of which was to be led by the Early Childhood
Investment Corporation (ECIC) a public, non-profit corporation charged to restructure
Michigan’s investment 1n children prior to school entry through state and community reform and
investment. In 2011, the momentum accelerated when Republican Governor Snyder priontized
early childhood systems reform as part of his administration’s “prenatal to age 20” (P-20)
educational system. As a first step, Governor Snyder established the Office of Great Start within
the Michigan Department of Education (MDE-OGS). MDE-OGS brings together into one office
the state’s early learning and development programs for children with high needs including: the
Child Care and Development Fund (CCDF), the state pre-kindergarten program — the Great Start
Readiness Program (GSRP), part C and part B of 619 of IDEA (Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act), and the Head Start Collaboration Office. The charge to MDE-OGS 1is to align
the state’s early learning and development investments to achieve a single set of shared

outcomes:
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e (Children born healthy.
e (Children healthy, thriving and developmentally on track from birth to third grade.
e (Children developmentally ready to succeed in school at the time of school entry.

e (Children prepared to succeed 1n fourth grade and beyond by reading proficiently at the
end of third grade.

Michigan’s early childhood leaders, across all sectors, are committed to the creation of an
early learning and development system that meets the broad range of needs of young children,
including the promotion of physical and behavioral health and development, and access to high-
quality early learning and development programs. Early childhood leaders have seized
opportunities for innovation and have been creative in taking advantage of state, federal and
private sector opportunities to move early childhood system forward. Most importantly, after a
decade of intentional effort, leaders in early childhood, the current Administration and
Legislature, and Michigan communities share the vision that a comprehensive early learning and

development system 1s the foundation of our future workforce and well-being as a state.

A(1)(a). Financial Investment.

Over the last decade, contractions 1n the automobile and related manufacturing industnies
have resulted 1n high unemployment rates and placed enormous stress on Michigan’s budget and
1ts citizens. Adjusted for inflation, state revenues fell 40 percent between fiscal years 2000 and
2010. During that same time period, state appropriations were cut 14 percent 1n actual dollars,
and by more than one-quarter when adjusted for inflation.' Once a relatively high income and
prosperous state, Michigan was ranked 37" in the nation in per capita income in 2009, a drop
from 19" less than a decade ago.”

Michigan’s economic challenges placed enormous pressures on families and
communities, resulting in a rapid increase in the need for state services at the same time that
resources to meet those needs dropped precipitously. Child poverty rose 64 percent between
2000 and 2009 1n Michigan, and young children suffer the highest poverty rates, with more than

half of all African-American and Hispanic/Latino children under the age of five living in

1 M. Bean, A Problem 10 Years in the Making, House Fiscal Agency, Prepared for Rep. Steven Lindberg, Budget Town Hall (May 20, 2011).
2 Personal Income Per Capita in Current and Constant (2005) Dollars by State: 2000 to 2009. Income, Expenditures, Poverty, and Wealth;
U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract of the United States (2011).

9
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poverty. In June of 2011, nearly 1.1 million children in Michigan received some form of public
assistance, and over 380,000 of those children were under the age of six.” At least half of all
young children ages O to 5 in Michigan live in families with incomes of 200 percent of the
federal poverty line or less, including over 57 percent of infants under the age of one."

In addition to the high number of children living 1in low-income families, Michigan has a
number of special populations that need access to high early learning and development programs.
As listed 1in Table A(1)-2, approximately 63,400 young children have identified disabilities or
developmental delays (8.8 percent of all children 1n the state); 51,000 (2.1 percent) are English
language learners; and 6,000 children ages 0 to 5 (1 of every 100) are 1n out of home care
because of child abuse or neglect. Michigan also has over 2,800 young children living on Indian
lands, representing 52 percent of all Native American children under the age of 6 in the state.

In the face of these difficult challenges, Michigan leaders have maintained a strong
commitment to strategic investments in early learning and development programs and the
infrastructure needed to link them to create an effective early learning and development system
that improves access, early learning and ultimately outcomes for children with high needs and
children with special needs as defined by this application. Included in those investments are the
following program components:

(1) Head Start and Larly Head Start: Michigan’s federal Head Start allotment was
$242.5 million 1n 2010. In 2011, Michigan chose to use approximately $616,000 1n federal
Maternal, Infant and Early Childhood Home Visiting program funds to expand Early Head Start
1n three Michigan counties.

(2) State funded preschool program:. Funding for GSRP rose from $90.85 million 1n
2007 to $97.975 million 1n 2011, an increase of 7.8 percent. During that same time period,
funded enrollments increased from 27,530 to 28,904. The fiscal year 2012 budget included an
increase of $6.0 million for the GSRP—the only significant budget increase in the education

budget, and 1n the face of cuts in per pupil K-12 allotments.

3 Distribution of Children by Age Reports, Green Book Report of Key Program Statistics, Michigan Department of Human Services (June 2011).
Public assistance includes income assistance, food assistance, child care subsidies, Medicaid or disability assistance.

4 Based on the number of children enrolled in Medicaid or MIChild in Michigan, with income limits of 200 percent of poverty. This 1s a very
conservative estimate of high needs children based on income because not all eligible children are enrolled.

10
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(3) Special education services for children ages three through kindergarten entry:
Between 2007 and 2010, state contributions to special education and related services for children
with disabilities (ages three through kindergarten entry) remained relatively stable, peaking at
$19.4 million in 2009.

(4) Child Care and Development Fund (CCDIF): Total state contributions to CCDF-
funded services fell from $167.4 million in 2007 to $52 million in 2011. In each of those five
years, Michigan met state match and maintenance of efforts requirements. The drop in state
funding was largely driven by a decline in the average monthly number of children served from
106,062 to 53,827. These changes are 1n large part to the rise in the state’s unemployment rate
because unemployed workers are no longer eligible for child care subsidies. State funding for
child care quality improvements has remained relatively stable. In fiscal year 2010, Michigan
spent an estimated $28.0 million on child care quality improvements, or nearly 16 percent of
total CCDF funds. A total of $12.7 million 1s allocated this for quality improvement, down $1.9
million from the prior fiscal year; the remainder of quality funding 1s spent on child care
licensing and other services administered by the MDE-OGS. The ECIC manages the CCDF
quality improvement investments on behalt of MDE-OGS.

(5) Other early learning and development program investments: Michigan has made a
number of other investments 1n early learning and development for children with high needs.
Each year, $5.0 million 1s provided by MDE-OGS to Intermediate School Districts (ISDs) for the
Great Parents/Great Start program, an education and involvement program for parents of
children from birth to school entry. In addition, an average of $3.6 million has been provided to
eligible local education agencies for At-Risk Early Childhood Services (Section 31a of the State
School Aid Act) for a range of instructional and support services for at-risk children, including
early childhood programs. Since 2007, funds have also been available through the School Aid
budget to support 54 local Great Start Collaboratives (GSCs) and 70 Great Start Parent
Coalitions (GSPCs); the current appropnation 1s $5.9 million annually. GSCs (Michigan’s early
learning councils) and GSPCs serve all Michigan counties, bringing together community leaders
from education, business, clergy, law enforcement, non-profits, and parents to create and
implement plans to achieve the state’s early learning and development outcomes. GSPCs work

to ensure that the perspectives of parents, as customers of the early childhood system, are

11
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included 1n local decision making processes. A unique partnership between the MDE and the
ECIC enables the ECIC to provide technical assistance and performance management to the
GSCs and GSPCs, while MDE provides the performance-based funding.

In 2010, the ECIC used $8.0 million in CCDF ARRA (American Reinvestment and
Recovery Act) funds to prepare for implementation of the state’s tiered quality rating and
improvement system — Great Start to Quality. A cadre of quality improvement specialists,
highly trained 1n meeting the needs of infants and toddlers, was put into place across the state
and began working with early learning and development programs. A significant investment was
made 1n replacement cribs for licensed early learning and development programs to meet the new
Consumer Product Safety Commaission Standards. Access to technology was expanded to assure
that parents and early childhood educators could access the Great Start to Quality on-line
platform and Great Start CONNECT. Over 52,000 families accessed Great Start CONNECT to
search for early learning and development programs 1n 2010 a 57 percent increase from the
previous year.

The Michigan Department of Community Health (MDCH) 1s the lead agency for the
Maternal, Infant and Early Childhood Home Visiting (MIECHYV) program authorized under the
Aftordable Care Act. Michigan’s home visitation work 1s currently focused 1n the ten counties 1n
the state with the highest needs. Michigan was recently awarded a 2011 formula grant for
MIECHYV services of $3.0 million, as well as a $5.4 million competitive grant. Combined with
the 2010 formula grant, the MIECHYV has contributed $10.5 million toward a comprehensive

system of coordinated home visiting services in Michigan.

12
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A(1)(b). Children with high needs in early learning and development programs.

With the exception of the decline in child care subsidy caseloads due to the rise in the state’s
unemployment, Michigan has continued to serve a relatively high number of eligible children
with high needs.’

(1) GSRP: Between 2007 and 2011 the number of children served through the GSRP,
Michigan’s preschool program, increased by approximately 5 percent. In 2011, 26,294 children
were served by the GSRP, or more than one in five (21 percent) of all Michigan four-year-olds.°

(2) Head Start and Early Head Start: Approximately 38,800 Michigan children are
served by Early Head Start or Head Start in Michigan, including 37,345 preschoolers served by
Head Start, and 4,599 infants and toddlers served by Early Head Start.

(3) Programs and services through IDIA Part C and Part B, sec. 619: The number of
children served by ELarly On® (part C of IDEA) increased by 10.6 percent over the four year
period beginning 1n 2007, increasing from 9,388 to 10,384. The number of children served by
IDEA Part B (619) remained relatively flat between 2007 and 2010, averaging slightly over
24.,000.” Of the total number of young children involved in IDEA Part C and Part B, section 619
programs, 69 percent are between the ages of 3 and kindergarten entry, while the remainder are
toddlers ages 1 through 2 (27 percent), or infants under the age of 1 (4 percent).

(4) Services through Title I of L.SEA: Between 2008 and 2010, Michigan served an
average of 10,577 children through Title I of ESEA.®

(5) Other early learning and development programs: In 2011, Michigan served 6,476
young children and their parents through the Great Parents/Great Start program, an increase of

32.7 percent since 2005. In addition, the state served an average of 495 children annually
through the Even Start program, and 3,622 with School Aid At-Risk Early Childhood Services
funds.

5 Because some children participate in multiple early leaming and development programs and an unduplicated count 1s not available at this time,
a grand total 1s not provided.

6 Based on the 2010 American Community Survey, U.S. Census Bureau.
7 Data for 2011 will be available in December of 2011.

8 Data for 2007 are not available, and data for 2011 will be available 1n February of 2012.

13
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A(1)(c). Existing early learning and development legislation, policies or practices.

Over the last decade, early childhood leaders from all sectors have been persistent in promoting
public policies and practices in support of the intentional reform of Michigan’s early learning
and development system to improve school readiness outcomes for young children with high
needs. While resources have been limited, the following major components of reform are now 1n
place:

(1) Effective state-level governance and cross-sector coordination. Michigan has
established effective state-level governance for its early childhood systems reform work. The
ECIC now functions as a bridge between the public and the private sectors, building dynamic
partnerships to ensure accountability and advance innovation on behalf of young children with
high needs. MDE-OGS coordinates and aligns the state’s early learning and development
investments for children with high needs. ECIC connects the work of Great Start at the state
level to the network of GSCs and GSPCs, with the intent of balancing both local and state
perspectives 1n decision making, accountability, and policy. ECIC has strong partnerships with
the private sector (business and philanthropy) at both the state and local levels.

(2) High-quality state-funded preschool programs. Since 1985, Michigan has provided
high-quality early learning services for 4-year-olds at risk of school failure through the GSRP,
which 1s authorized through the Michigan State School Aid Act. GSRP funds may be used for
classroom programs (part-day or school-day), home-based programs, and parent education.
Michigan was an early leader in establishing a high-quality, ngorously-evaluated, state-funded
preschool program, as well as in requiring adherence to early learning and development
standards 1n 1ts state-funded programs. Michigan has invested 1n a long-standing, longitudinal
evaluation of the GSRP, conducted by the HighScope Educational Research Foundation, and has
evidence of positive outcomes in educational achievement, reduced grade retention, high school
graduation and adult earnings, among other indicators.

(3) Improvements in child care quality across all settings. Michigan has adopted new
policies and practices to improve the quality of subsidized child care. The state’s CCDF subsidy
program was until very recently housed in the Department of Human Services (DHS), and
developed as a work support program. Since 2005, the ECIC has managed CCDF quality funds,

and has worked to improve the quality of child care on a number of fronts, culminating 1n the

14
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transfer of responsibility for the CCDF program to the MDE-OGS. This transter allows the state
to integrate CCDF-funded programs with other early learning and development programs,
implement common standards of quality, and more effectively use child care subsidies to ensure
participation of children with high needs 1n high-quality early learning and development
programs.

ECIC has led the transformation of Michigan’s child care quality investments
implementing Great Start to Quality — the state’s tiered quality rating and improvement system.
Great Start to Quality began with subsidized family, friend and neighbor (FFN) providers in
2009. Legislatively mandated training requirements were put into place for the first time for
subsidized FFN providers. Subsidized FFN providers serve 50 percent of the state’s children
receiving child care subsidies. Their inclusion 1n Great Start to Quality has meant that 20,000
additional subsidized FFN providers are certified in First Aid and CPR, dramatically increasing
the safety of care provided in these homes. Grear Start to Quality 1s 1n 1ts first year of
implementation with licensed early learning and development programs. Participation in Great
Start to Quality 1s required at the foundational level for all licensed programs and subsidized
FEN providers.

(4) Broad eligibility for services for young children with disabilities. Michigan has been
a leader 1n special education, with a “birth mandate” that authorizes special instructional and
related services to eligible individuals from birth through age 26. Early Childhood Special
Education (ECSE) services for children from birth through age five are provided through ISDs
and local education agencies, and must be 1n the least restrictive or natural environment
depending on the age of the child. Consequently, nearly halt (46 percent) of known young
children with disabilities who have current Individualized Education Plans (IEPs), and are served
through ECSE, recetve services primarily 1in center-based programs, including GSRP or Head
Start.” In 2010, of all students with IEPs in Michigan, 27,669 (12.2 percent) were under the age
of 6. Between 1992 and 2010, the number of young children receiving ECSE services for

developmental delays increased from 2,559 to 7,184."

OEducational Environment: Students with IEPs Ages 3 — 5 in 2010, Annual Special Education Child Count, Michigan
Department of Education..

10 Students with IEPs by Age Groups in 2010, Annual Special Education Child Count, Michigan Department of Education.
15
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Michigan also receives approximately $12.0 million in federal funds to operate Larly On.
Approximately 80 percent of Larly On tunds are administered by ISDs, with the remainder used
for “child find” or referral activities, public awareness and other statewide activities. Children
are eligible for Larly On either because of an i1dentified developmental delay (of at least 20
percent), or because of certain specified diagnoses.

(5) Strong mechanisms for community and parent engagement. A major leap forward
was made 1n Michigan’s ability to engage communities and parents with the establishment of the
ECIC and 1ts state-wide network of Great Start Collaboratives (GSCs) and Great Start Parent
Coalitions (GSPCs). These local entities have over 20,000 community leaders involved 1n their
work, the majority of which are parents of young children. GSCs have had significant success in
coordinating and improving services to children with high needs, and have leveraged
approximately $10.0 million 1n investments from local businesses and foundations.

(6) A focus on serving young children with the highest needs. Michigan continues to
enact reforms to assure that scarce state resources are focused on children with the highest needs.
In 2009, the State Board of Education adopted new GSRP eligibility and prioritization guidelines
that streamlined the enrollment process and prioritized the children with highest needs. As a
result of this change, 1t 1s now estimated that 90 percent of children in the GSRP are at or below
300 percent of poverty. The MDCH and state partners also used a broad array of community
level data to ensure that the highest need families and young children benefit from the Maternal,
Infant and Early Childhood Home Visiting (MIECHYV) program, which in Michigan 1s focused

specifically on reducing infant mortality, especially in African American communities.

A(1)(d). Current status in key areas that form the building blocks for a high-quality early
learning and development system.

(1) Larly learning and development standards. Michigan 1s a national leader 1n adopting
early learning and development expectations for preschool age children, and 1n connecting those
expectations to the program standards needed to ensure all children succeed. Michigan’s
standards for infants, toddlers and preschoolers incorporate all of the essential domains of school
readiness outlined in this application, including literacy; cognitive development; learning

approaches; and physical, social and emotional development.

16
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Michigan’s early learning and development standards are horizontally aligned, providing
comprehensive expectations for children’s learning and development and program characteristics
conducive to learning and development. In addition, the early learning expectations for three-
and four-year-old children are vertically aligned with grade-level content expectations, providing
the basis for curriculum alignment and effective transition efforts.

(2) Comprehensive assessment systems. Michigan has developed comprehensive
assessment systems for publically-funded early learning programs, including the GSRP, Head
Start and Early Head Start. The assessment tools are based on Michigan’s early learning and
development standards. In Great Start to Quality licensed providers choose to implement
comprehensive assessments, including screening measures, formative assessments, measures of
environmental quality, and measures of the quality of adult/child interaction in order to progress
up the quality levels.

(3) Health promotion practices. Michigan’s work to promote the health of young
children has included licensing rules related to health and safety measures, health promotion and
developmental screenings in licensed settings, Great Start to Quality standards, the expansion of
developmental screenings in physicians’ offices, and the piloting of pediatric medical home
models by GSCs. GSRP and Head Start programs are required to meet health and safety
requirements as defined 1n this application, as well as provide developmental screenings and
health promotion activities. Head Start programs also include a health literacy component.

Under current licensing rules, health and safety requirements include training for early
childhood educators on CPR, First Aid, blood-borne pathogens and infectious diseases, safe
sleep, and shaken baby syndrome. Health promotion requirements can also be found 1n the child
care licensing rules, which are currently being revised to include additional physical activity and
other measures related to childhood obesity. Child care center licensing rules require early
learning and development programs to share with parents the centers’ health care plans,
including information about health care resources in the community. In Great Start to Quality,
all licensed programs are required to meet additional health and safety, developmental screening,
and health promotion requirements to progress up the quality levels. The inclusion of health

literacy 1n Great Start to Quality 1s currently being explored.
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Michigan continues to connect Medicaid Early Periodic Screening Diagnosis and Testing
(EPSDT) developmental screenings to 1ts school readiness strategy, with a focus on approprnate
referrals to farly On and other early intervention and developmental services. Under state
licensing requirements, GSRP providers are required to obtain physical health appraisals of
enrolled children, by a physician, within 30 days of initial attendance. For infants and toddlers,
as well as children not 1n state-funded early learning and development programs and settings, the
state 1s working to expand developmental assessments 1n physician’s offices through the
Promoting Child Development Training II project, a partnership between the MDCH, ECIC, the
American Academy of Pediatrics — Michigan Chapter, the Michigan Academy of Family
Physicians, and Early On.

(4) Family engagement strategies. Michigan has a strong commitment to family
engagement, as reflected in program policies and community practice. Head Start grantees are
required to have Policy Councils and Policy Committees with at least 51 percent of the members
being parents of currently enrolled children. In addition, Head Start Parent Committees must be
comprised exclusively of the parents of enrolled children. GSRP grantees are required to
provide for the active participation of parents as decision-makers, as well as related parent
training. In addition, center-based GSRP providers must conduct at least 4 family contacts,
including home visits.

For tamilies of children with disabilities, Larly On engages parents 1n a number of ways,
including: “child find” activities; parental involvement 1n the assessment and evaluation process,
including the Individual Family Services Plan (IFSP); and services such as family training,
counseling and service coordination. In addition, the Michigan Interagency Coordinating
Council (MICC) tor Liarly On and related local councils include a requirement of a minimum of
20 percent parent participation.

In 2005, Michigan created a statewide infrastructure for parent engagement through the
Great Start Parent Coalitions (GSPCs). There are currently 18,000 active and engaged parent
volunteers who are linked with GSPCs. These parent leaders build public support for early
childhood investments, cultivate strong and authentic parent representation 1n local Great Start
Collaboratives (GSCs) decision-making, and reach out to parents to involve them 1n GSPC

activities and help them 1dentify and access the services their children need.
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Another critical statewide effort to expand parent engagement 1s Great Start to Quality,
which requires programs, who wish to progress 1n quality, to provide parenting education
opportunities, establish systematic communications with parents, and offer opportunities for
parents to participate in program governance.

Since 2007, several state agencies have collaboratively funded the Parent Leadership in
State Government Initiative, which provides leadership training for parents. To-date, over 300
parents from across the state have participated 1n the training, and 88 percent report that they
became 1nvolved in some form of leadership activity post-training.

(5) Development of early childhood educators. Michigan currently addresses the
development of early childhood educators 1n the following ways:

(a) Workforce Knowledge and Competency Framework: Michigan bases 1ts framework
on Core Knowledge and Core Competencies (CKCC) for early childhood educators, which were
adopted by state leaders 1n 2005, as well as the state’s early learning and development standards
for both infants/toddlers and preschoolers. The CKCC includes eight core knowledge domains
and related competencies that are critical to high-quality, developmentally approprniate education
and care for young children.

(b) Great Start Regional Resource Centers (RRCs): RRCs implement Great Start o
Quality, Michigan’s tiered quality rating improvement system. Great Start to Quality workforce
development standards align with the CKCC. RRCs use the CKCC as the foundation for
professional development offerings. RRCs strengthen the early learning and development
workforce by providing professional development activities and resources for both licensed and
subsidized FFN providers participating in Great Start to Quality, and by maintaining the Great
Start CONNECT database that includes an early childhood educator professional development
registry.

(c) T.E.A.C.H Early Childhood® T.E.A.C .H Michigan: In coordination with RRCs, the
T.E.A.C.H program offers tuition scholarships and financial supports for licensed early learning

and development programs.
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(d) Two and Four-Year Programs of Higher Education: Since 2004, the Institutions of
Higher Education Advisory Committee has convened to promote articulation agreements
between two- and four-year institutions, and approved four-year degree programs that meet the
quality expectations of the GSRP and Head Start. Seven university degree programs have been
approved.

(6) Kindergarten entry assessments. In 2010, the Michigan Association of Intermediate
School Administrators (MAISA) — Early Childhood Commuttee, the ECIC and the MDE joined
forces to prepare a plan for implementation of a statewide common kindergarten entry
assessment. The assessment will include all of the essential domains of school readiness
specified 1n this application.

(7) Effective data practices. With support from the U.S. Department of Education grants
for building statewide longitudinal data systems, Michigan has expanded the student unique
1dentification code (UIC) into our early learning and development programs for GSRP, Larly
On, and section 619 of part B of IDEA. This UIC 1s now used to follow these children from their
first early learning and development program experience through post-secondary education.
Efforts are underway with Head Start to extend the UIC into those programs that are not based
within a local education agency. The Michigan Statewide Longitudinal Data System (MSLDS)
now includes GSRP and early childhood special education data, as well as K-12 assessment data
and as Michigan moves into the second phase of the MSLDS project, Larly On data will be
incorporated. After that point, the state will have the ability to begin looking more critically at
carly learning and development programs and how well we are preparing children for third grade

reading assessments.
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With over 50 percent of the state’s children falling into the category of high needs, the
potential to fundamentally alter the lives of a generation of children 1s at hand, were this grant to
come to Michigan. Michigan citizens, the private sector, the state’s foundations, and the state’s
Republican and Democratic leaders have intentionally put the foundational infrastructure in
place that 1s allowing Michigan to put forward this ambitious yet achievable grant during one of
the darkest and most difficult economic times any state has ever faced. No other state has done
more to build a comprehensive early childhood system with more limited resources, nor achieved
so much 1n so little ttme. Michigan and 1ts leaders are ready, willing and able to deliver on this

unprecedented opportunity.

123,353 50.1%
178,547 47 .9%
372,799 50.2%
742,424 Not Applicable

Children enrolled for Medicaid or MIChild health coverage (up to 200% of poverty).

Source: Michigan Department of Human Services, Assistance Payments Statistics, Table 70, December 2009
(Medicaid) and MAXIMUS for annual average from MIChild Monthly Executive Summaries

'Kids Count Data Center: Michigan Demographics, Children 0-5 tor 2009

2.1% (of all children that age)
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2,814 children under age 6 0.4% (51.9% of Native

Amer. under age 6)

2.413 0.3%
7,602 children under age 5 1.2%
6,027 ages 0-5 0.83%
12.0008 1.6%

62.000° 8.4%,
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41,944

Cumulative
enrollment
not funded
Part C: Part C: Part B, 619: 337736
1,468 8,916 23,352
575
Count 1s for | Reported 1n 10,757 11,332
0-2 age first column
range
Count 1s for | Reported 1n 153 415
- | 0-2age first column
o range
61,784
7,142 26,678 27.964°
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$90,850,000 $93.550,000 | $103,250,000 | $95,675.000 $97.975,000

Pregr ...........................................................................................................................

$0 $0 $0 $0 $0

$18.,784,973 $18.999.632 $19.398.304 $18,463,277 | Not available

Total State contributions to | $167.428673 | $65.920.201 $60.704.071 $56.914.474 $52.021.369

Match: Match: Match: Match: Match:
437762.642 39.726.051 36,655,234 30.674 820 27.110,990

MOE: MOLE: MOE: MOE: MOE:
24.411.364 24,411,364 24,411,364 24,411,364 24,411,364

Additional: <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>