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Evaluation of Child Outcomes Workgroup 

Meeting Summary 

October 8, 2015 

1:00pm – 3:00pm 

Attendees: Beth Stroh, Kevin Bain, Brenda Ragle, Beth Barrett, Aliah Carolan-

Silva, Megan Purcell, Monica DiOrio, and Amanda Lopez 

Key Topics Discussed: 

Early Education Matching Grant (EEMG) Results Summary 

 The results are still being organized, but they should be available to 
review before the November meeting. 

 In thinking about how to frame the results for the ELAC annual report, 
the members agreed to consider the following four “buckets”: 

o Child Outcomes, Family Engagement, Program/Classroom 
Improvement, and Implications of Results (of evaluation tools for 
On My Way Pre-K and EEMG).  

o Each member will come to the next meeting with key takeaways 
or suggestions for how to frame the one-page summary in the 
annual report.  

Tennessee Pre-K Evaluation  

 Kevin noted that a role this workgroup can have is to digest new 
evaluation reports into key talking points to have consistent messaging 
across ELAC and be in a position to proactively respond to “opponents”.   

 Some key highlights discussed include the difference between Indiana’s 
Pre-K program and Tennessee’s (focus on high quality); importance of 
scaling up too quickly; and cost differences. 

The Statewide Kindergarten Readiness Assessment Practices survey  

 Focused on the purpose of assessment based on the type of program; 

 Results showed a lack of social-emotional assessments being used; 
there is a strong focus on literacy and language development in the 
assessments. 

 The lack of tools utilized across the state makes it hard to proposition 
KR (not everyone uses one and if they do, often times they are self-
made); 

 There might be a resistance to a statewide assessment, if ELAC 
produces one; 

o Could bring stakeholders to the table to explain the assessment 
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gaps and implications of a statewide assessment tool to help 
alleviate tension or confusion; 

 Next step is for the subcommittee to draft the key highlights to include a 
summary document that could be externally shared about the survey 
results. 

The Head Start Outcomes Summary  

 Survey results are posted in Wiggio in the Priority Work folder; 

 A key takeaway from the survey so far is that a majority of programs use 
Teaching Strategies Gold, which means we may be able to get a 
summary aggregate report about the participating Head Starts. 

 Discussed other data that may be available to explain Indiana Head 
Start programs (i.e., ISTAR-KR and Program Information Reports). 

Workgroup Membership 
Discussed possible new members to add to the workgroup, which included:  
Monroe County, Crawfordsville Schools, the 13 counties that were interested in 
On My Way but did not get it, Wayne County, Vigo County, A School District 
level member, Curriculum Coordinators, Parent Involvement Educators from 
schools or Head Start parent liaisons, Private School education coordinator, 
Principal at Warren Township, Principal at Brownsburg Early Childhood, On My 
Way Program provider, Higher Education members (Butler, Indiana State, 
Taylor University etc.), Philanthropy-based organizations, Funders.  

Key Questions Raised:  

1. Will the EEMG results be sent out with a press release or other media 

announcement? 

2. Are the assessment tools for On My Way Pre-K the same for EEMG? 

3. What are some differences between On My Way Pre-K and EEMG in terms 

of make-up of children, evaluation, and assessment? 

4. If ISTAR-KR is moved away from, who would pay for the new kindergarten 

readiness assessment? 

5. Would a Kindergarten teacher or school principal be beneficial to add to this 

workgroup? 

6. Do we have issues of defining levels 3 and 4 programs? 

7. At an aggregate level, is the Statewide Kindergarten Assessment Practices 

survey results available to be shared? 

8. Is it correct to presume that if a Head Start program has an annual report, it 

will address child outcomes? 
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Action Steps:  

1. EEMG:  Kevin will send the EEMG results out to members when it is 
available to review for the next meeting and will invite Michael Conn-Powers 
to the November meeting;  

2. All members are to review the posted EEMG Evaluation Report (once 
posted) and bring suggestions for each of the four “bucket” areas in the 
one-page summary report. 

3. Beth B. will work to gather Head Start program names in order to check-in 
with Michael Conn-Powers on which programs use ISTAR-KR. 

4. Aliah and the Kindergarten Assessment Survey subcommittee agreed to 

draft a one-page summary based on the Statewide Kindergarten 

Assessment Practices survey results.  

5. Megan will follow-up with Cheryl Miller to gather more details from the 

preliminary Head Start Outcomes survey results and Teaching Strategies 

Gold.  

6. Beth B. will invite the new Head Start State Collaboration Office Director to 

the November meeting.  

7. All members to send workgroup member suggestions to Amanda Lopez 

and Kevin Bain.  

 

Next Meeting: 

Date: Thursday, November 12, 2015 

Location: United Way of Central Indiana (Boardroom TBD) 

3901 N. Meridian Street, Indianapolis, IN 46208 

Conference Line: 1-888-537-7715 Code: 45679217#   


