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Guest Attendees
Jillian Gilchrest- Connecticut Association for Human Services (CAHS)

	Topics of Discussion
	Recommendations
	Action Steps

	Introductions

Group welcomed Anne McIntyre-Lahner, DCF, the designee for Beth Patroni. 
Cabinet Update
Sherry L-M. provided the group with a brief overview of the dialogue taking place at the state level relating to the Governor’s Budget and possible bonding funds committed to technology.  The expressed hope is that those funds can be leveraged to provide increased opportunities to address the Cabinet plan to participate in the development of an integrated statewide data system.
The group was also informed that the ECE Planning Team have been meeting with the Commissioner of the agencies primarily serving young children and their families, with the charge of developing  interoperable data systems in CT at the forefront of their discussions.

Linda offered the group a refresher on the relationship of this workgroup to the P-20 Council, and the opportunity that this workgroup seized to obtain technical assistance from the national State Support Team, whose focus is the State Longitudinal Data System primarily in the Kindergarten+ arena.  It is that State Support Team that assisted in the planning and delivery of the Data Roundtable.
Some discussion took place about a variety of vendors being used to collect health and social service data.
Roundtable Report Review
The Data Roundtable Report, completed by the State Support Team representative, Susan Illgen, was distributed to the workgroup for review.
Essential Questions Refinement

In advance of the meeting, the co-chairs and Project Director met to aggregate a list of potential State Essential Policy Questions of those articulated by participants at the Roundtable event.  To aim of this distilled list of questions was to eliminate duplications and to frame the questions similar to that of Illinois, based upon the apparent favorable response at the Roundtable for that template.
The draft of CT Essential Questions was distributed to the workgroup members for edits and recommendations.
The group reviewed the essential questions, with the Roundtable report as a cross reference.
	The hope is to align the schedule of future workgroup meetings with the availability of a member of the ECE Planning Team to maximize alignment of the activities and plans as we move forward.
Through the participation of the co-chairs, of this workgroup, on the Interoperability Committee of P-20, the position has been asserted that as the P-20 works toward their deliverable of interoperable data systems for K-12 and higher education, they should be mindful of the other end of the spectrum and the need to connect with early childhood data systems.

The point was asserted that, “Different places will choose different vendors for specific data systems, but it is imperative that we are explicit about what data will need to be shared with whom.”
Incorrect spelling of participant names were discovered, and will be corrected prior to further distribution

The initial response of workgroup members was that the arrangement of primary questions, and bulleted secondary questions beneath, reflected a “hodge-podge” of ideas, as opposed to intentional and strategically placed questions. One recommendation was to arrange the questions in a way that more align with the Results-Based Accountability frame of how much, how well, and is any one better off.

Another suggestion was to distinguish questions regarding “Quality,” from those referencing “Outcomes.”

Edits and addition of questions were offered, with the recommendation that the state establish a clear message of,

· What questions we need to answer and what data we need to collect to answer those questions.
	The corrections will be made in the report and the report will be distributed electronically to workgroup members and posted on the Cabinet website.
Sherry to make recommended edits to the Essential Questions and redistribute to workgroup for final input.

Anne recommended that the group review the Children’s Report Card.  She will forward.


