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The relationship between Systems, Practices and Outcomes

Governance

Quality Standards Finance

Implementation of
Evidence-Based
Practices

Building High-Quality
State Systems

Accountability
& Quality Improvement

Personnel /
Workforce

Data System

Result

Positive outcomes for
children with disabilities
and their families

All states’ Part C and Part B programs are required to implement a State Systemic
Improvement Plan. These plans are designed to support the implementation of evidence-based
practices (EBPs) selected to address root causes of low performance in the state. The plans
include areas of system infrastructure that will be addressed to support the implementation of

EBPs and achieve desired outcomes.

All states are improving their Professional

Development and Technical Assistance
component of the infrastructure.

Few states are working on quality standards and finance. Quality
standards requires collaborative development of child or program
level standards with the larger early care and education
community which may make it a more difficult target of
improvement. However, states are making progress in
implementing these infrastructure improvements.
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Exemplar strategies
from each infrastructure area:

Quality Standards

* Revising program quality standards to align with
requirements of the evidence-based practices.

* Revising and aligning Early Learning Outcomes
Framework with Common Core Standards for
Kindergarten

Finance

* Revised Medicaid agreement to allow payment of
expenses related to teaming and co-treatment.

» Instituting performance-based contracting with locals.

Accountability & Quality

Improvement

* Incorporating results into the state monitoring of locals.

« Supporting locals in the use of data for program
improvement.

Data System

 Implementing quarterly data review procedures to
ensure the completeness and quality of data needed
for program improvement.

+ Implementing a new data system to support reporting
needs.

Governance

* Revising state policies and procedures to clarify
expectations related to practice implementation (e.g.
teaming)

* Revising the relationship of local programs to the state
entity to ensure accountability to state policies and
procedures.

Professional Development and
Technical Assistance

* Provided training on the selected evidence based
practices.
- Built a network of coaches across implementing sites.

Most states are focused on children’s improving social
relationships as their State-identified Measurable Result (SIMR).

Two states (Oregon and
Minnesota) have included
Part B preschool outcomes
In conjunction with the Part
C outcomes to ensure
continuity of practices
across the two systems.

Bl Action to Meet Needs
Bl Knowledge and Skills
B Social Relationships

B Family Outcomes

Multiple Outcomes or Other

w Part B preschool outcomes included Part C SIMR

States reported implementing a wide range
of evidence-based practices and models.
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