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Issues Raised that Required Follow-Up at or Immediately after 6/08 RPC Briefing with Answer Summaries

Screening Programs Invest Early Allocation:
· Additional information on screening criteria and bias avoidance in re populations prioritized for screening. Screening will only be used as a tool to gather developmental information and then children will be referred to the appropriate resources if further support and potential diagnosis is needed.  BSK will align with the Dept. of Early Learning’s goal to provide access to all children to developmental screening and will use current pathways to provide screening opportunities: home visitors, medical providers, child care centers, and WIC offices. 
· Additional information on screening tools to be used and level of intrusion of screenings. A screening tool has not yet been selected.  A screening process has not yet been developed but the intent is to embed it into other service provision. A range of tools are being explored including the Ages and Stages Questionnaire used widely in WA State.  The intent is to align with the Help Me Grow Universal Screening project and Exec. staff indicate an intent to “keep equity in the forefront of the conversation” as they explore additional options.
· Tracking and course-correction should issues related to disproportionality in screening arise. The intent is to have a work-force that understands both child development and disproportionality and multiculturalism.  The intent is to train leaders from within communities and that BSK will work in partnership with community leaders to provide guidance as the program moves towards universal screening.  The intent is to monitor for issues related to targeting, unwarranted diagnosis or unwarranted referrals through data collection and community reporting.  The intent is to address issues “within communities” to course correct.
· Investment balance between screening and early intervention services. Screenings will only be used to gather developmental information and then children will be referred to the appropriate resource if further support and potential diagnosis is needed.  Developmental screening costs are low-cost and include outreach and training.  The balance rationale is that if a child is referred for further assessment and then provided appropriate services, investments in early intervention allow the County to increase access to critical services thus helping to ensure that early issues do not become lifetime issues.

BSK Funding for Communities Matter Allocation (Communities of Opportunity) – place-based funding.  All of the COO-BSK funding for initial place-based sites (Rainier Valley, White Center and SeaTac/Tukwila), and for new geographic or cultural communities, will be allocated through some form of competitive process such as request for proposals, request for qualifications and letters of interest.

Additional Information on Ensuring that Funding and Services Reach Geographically Isolated and Rural Communities:
· Communities Matter Allocation. COO will maintain its focus on geographic and cultural communities in the County that are disproportionately affected by inequities in health and well-being outcomes.  There are pockets of such inequities in all sub-regions of the County, including a number of rural areas.  Entities forging a community partnership in qualifying geographic areas will be eligible to apply for funding and technical assistance.  Cultural communities that cut across many geographies will also be eligible to apply for this assistance.
· Remainder of BSK. BSK will follow an approach called “targeted universalism” – some components will be available across the County, including geographically isolated and rural communities; others will focus on bringing programs, interventions and approaches to children with the greatest need. The County is working on two strategies to ensure funding and services reach communities that may have limited resources to participate in RFP processes and/or encounter barriers to participating in the process (these include geographically isolated and rural communities): 1) ensure equity and disproportionality are adequately represented in RFP processes; and 2) examining contracting practices to ensure that smaller or more rural communities or smaller based organizations have access to funding (community outreach and technical assistance to ensure all communities have access to funding will be part of this strategy).

Clarification on Program Audits. In addition to monthly review of agency program outcomes and invoice submission, programmatic and fiscal oversight of participating agencies will include site visits to each provider at least once every two years.  Should staff notice issues with an agency’s program or fiscal performance during the contract period, additional site visits will be conducted and corrective action plans will be developed, accordingly.

Additional Issues Provided to Staff for Inclusion in this Document by SCA Members of RPC

County-Run vs. Community-Based Organizations-Run Programming. While the plan identifies an intent to have a "large majority" of BSK funding be competitively bid in "outcomes-focused contracts to community-based organizations", as written, the balance of county-run vs. CBO-run strategies and programs remains unclear.

Child Health Survey. Members would like greater clarity around the Child Health Survey including information on cost, process for surveying, and cohort information.

Invest Early Allocation Screening Programs. How will screenings be conducted? Concerns remain about how screening will be truly universal and unbiased.

Geographic equity. Concerns remain about geographic equity, particularly about the ability of individuals who live in rural areas with less access to transportation options to access programs.

Oversight and Course-Correction. It is suggested that annual, rather than biennial, program visits be conducted. Members would like further information on how course-correction will take place if significant problems arise with particular strategies if course-correction relies on identifying issues through biennial program visits, monthly review of program outcomes and invoice submission, and community reports of major issues.

[bookmark: _GoBack]Race and Ethnicity Categories. Members have expressed concern around the way that race and ethnicity are discussed, particularly in some of the infographics in Appendix 2, whereby racial and ethnic categories are compounded in ways that may obscure the needs of some populations.

Mental Health Screening for Sustain the Gain Allocation. How will the headline indicators for youth ages 5-24 recognize mental health issues in high achieving youth? Members have noted that, as presently contemplated, mental health screening in the proposed SBIRT program—having CBOs and public school district set the criteria that will be used to determine who should be screened—could be problematic.  Screening based on "risk factors" such as unexcused absences could have the unintended effects of over-screening some youth populations while completely missing youth who may not appear to be facing challenges (high grades, meeting attendance requirements, etc.) but who may in fact be facing behavioral health-related challenges.
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