Early Childhood Cabinet

QRIS Workgroup
 May 24, 2012
12:30-2:30 PM
Attendees

	Eileen Ward-co-chair
	x
	Deb Resnick-Birth to Three
	x

	Deb Flis–co-chair
	x
	Sherri Sutera-United Way
	x

	Sherry Linton-Massiah – staff
	x
	Nancy Moriarty- ECE Provider
	x

	Peggy Freidenfelt-DPH
	x
	Michelle Meace- ECE Provider
	x

	Edie Reichard-Provider
	x
	Karen Rainville-CAEYC
	x

	Gerri Rowell-CSDE
	
	Jessica Sager-Family Child Care
	x

	Susan Sponheimer-H.S. T/TA
	x
	Paulette Grondin-Cardillo-ECE Liaison, Public Schools
	x

	Elena Trueworthy-HACCC
	x
	George Hensinger-CTPP
	x


Summary
	Topics of Discussion
	Recommendations
	Action Steps

	Introductions & Workgroup Overview
Sherry initiated introductions and provided group with an overview of the workgroup as it is positioned as an extension of the Cabinet.  
A matrix was distributed that outlines the linkages between the 2007 Head Start Act, the 11-181 ECE Systems legislation, the Educational Reform legislation, and the Cabinet’s strategic work plan that outlines the status of activities within the existing workgroups.

Deb F. reviewed the documents that were shared with the group prior to the meeting for historical context of QRIS in CT and current status of QRIS nationwide. Documents included the 2008 set of Recommendations, the RTT-ELC, and a Compendium document. 

The attendees were broken down into three small groups to discuss, record and report-out areas of agreement and areas of possible tension from the documents previously reviewed.

Next steps will be to monitor implementer language on QRIS in Bill 458 to align with this group’s work plan.
	Group encouraged to think about who is at the table currently, many of whom were involved in the writing of the RTT-ELC and the development of 2008 QRIS recommendations, and offer input into membership of this workgroup
Members encouraged to review the CT Race to the Top-Early Learning Challenge application, sec. B with discriminating lens, as it will be informative of the work going forward.

The small group report out yielded the following results,

Areas of Agreement
· Head Start Approval and NAEYC accreditation as top tier;

· The need for raters and technical assistance function to be administered by separate entities;

· Existing mechanisms in place to support participation, e.g. the Registry of Charts-a-Course;

· QRIS ties into all goals of improving the ECE system.

Areas of Tension

· Number of tiers;

· Will those currently accredited get a “fast pass” to highest level or be evaluated prior to getting rated?
· Exempt center-based programs to be licensed or evaluated on other criteria of quality.  What is the proxy for baseline health and safety standards?
· How does current licensing system facilitate quality improvement?

· How realistic are current staff qualifications requirements?

· Tiers for licensed family child care providers;

· If already at highest tier, how do we incent programs to stay in the system?

· Where does incentive funding come from?

· QRIS to be mandatory or voluntary;
· Program participation in the Registry to be mandatory;

· The technological divide with some providers;

· How long do programs remain in pre-licensing phase?

Other items reported for consideration as QRIS is developed include quality as it relates to infant toddler care, children with special needs, and overall funding.


	NEXT MEETING:  TBA, 


