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To keep all stakeholders and partners updated on the activities and issues of importance to the School-Community Health Alliance of Michigan (SCHA-MI), nonprofit organizations, and the state and federal legislatures, we regularly send information to SCHA-MI members and partners. We invite questions and comments. 
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Children’s Health Program Running Out of Money
A December 1, 2006 article in Stateline.org by staff writer, Daniel C. Vock said that an estimated 17 states could run out of money for the State Children’s Health Insurance Program (S-CHIP) by next summer, unless Congress acts. But shoring up the program for just another year could cost the federal government more than $920 million. 

States want the lame-duck Congress meeting during the week of December 4th to find a way to patch up a major health insurance program for children before the lawmakers leave Washington, D.C.

If Congress does nothing in December 2006, it could take up the issue when it comes back in January. But even then, there’s no guarantee that Congress will find the money for a fix.

The National Governor’s Association is pushing for immediate action, along with dozens of medical organizations and advocacy groups, including the American Pediatrics Society, Catholic Charities, Families USA, the American Nurses Association and the American Federation of State, County and Municipal Employees.

Officials from several states say delaying action would make it difficult for governors, legislators and administrators to plan for the future or just keep their programs running.

“Failure to fund these shortfalls will cause some states to reduce or cease health care coverage for children. We cannot allow that to happen,” said Ann Kohler, the director of New Jersey’s Division of Medical Assistance and Health Services, at a congressional hearing last month.

S-CHIP covers 4 million children nationwide and cost $6 billion in 2004. It is a companion program to Medicaid, the joint venture between states and the federal government that provides health insurance to the poor.

 

Like Medicaid, S-CHIP is paid for by both state and federal governments. But the feds pick up an even bigger share of the tab in the children’s program. And states have far more leeway in S-CHIP to decide what benefits to offer and how much to charge enrollees for premiums or co-payments. 

 

Medicaid is an open-ended entitlement, which means that the federal government will match state spending no matter how much the states spend. But S-CHIP is a block grant to the states, which means that the federal government is only supposed to match state spending up until a predetermined ceiling.

 

That means individual states can run out of federal money, even if there’s extra money available to other states.

The full article is available at http://www.governing.com/state.htm

Comment on this story in the space below by registering with Stateline.org, or e-mail your feedback to our Letters to the editor section at letters@stateline.org.

Contact Daniel C. Vock at dvock@stateline.org.
Return-On-Investment: Nine Key Questions
Funding sources, including foundations and legislatures, when considering funding proposals, often ask what the “return-on-investment” will be. Built into the answer are nine key questions that advocates need to be prepared to answer:
1.
How many clients are you serving? 

When does a client become a client? Duplicated or unduplicated count?

2. Who are the clients? 


Basic demographics and characteristics such as age, gender, income, employment, education, disability level, race and ethnicity?

3.
What services do you give them?
There can be multiple services within a single program or process. Establish the number of services delivered (Sometimes the number of clients is used in lieu of a number of services)
4.
What does it cost?
Derive the total cost of providing the services. Identify hidden administrative costs, personnel costs and benefits, and client income transfers. 
5.
What does it cost per service delivered?

Divide the total cost by either the number of services delivered or the number of clients served, as appropriate.
6.
What happens to the client as a result of the service?

There can be multiple outcomes for each service delivered. Establish a number of successful outcomes.
7.
What does it cost per outcome?
Divide the total cost by the number of positive outcomes

8.
What is the value of a successful outcome?

Establish the financial value of each individual success
9.
What is the return on investment?
A. Rate of Success: Divide the total number of successful outcomes by the total  

number of units of service
B. Absolute ROI 

1. Gross ROI: Multiply the total number of successful outcomes by the dollar value of a successful outcome

2. Net ROI: Subtract the cost of the total expenditures from the Gross ROI
 C.   Ratio: Divide the Gross ROI by the total expenditures
Sources: 

Questions 1 – 7: Based on materials provided by Reginald Carter, The Accountable Agency, Sage Human Services Guide 34, 1983
Questions 8 – 9: Developed by F. Richmond, © The Center for Applied Management Practices 1999
Michigan Legislation of Interest 

Here are the five bills implementing Governor Jennifer Granholm’s Michigan Business Tax proposal. Click on the bill number to access the full text.

 

HB 6676
MICHIGAN BUSINESS TAX  (Byrum)  Creates the Michigan Business Tax.  (Same as SB 1513, Emerson)

HB 6677
OPERATING MILLS  (Byrum)  Provides exemption for certain personal property from certain operating mills. Am. Sec. 1211, PA 451, 1976 (CL 380.1211) as amended by PA 380, 2006.  (Same as SB 1515, Emerson) 

HB 6678
STATE EDUCATION TAX  (Byrum)  Provides an exemption to the state education tax for certain industrial and commercial personal property. Am. Sec. 3, PA 331, 1993 (CL 211.903) as amended by PA 244, 2002.    (Same as SB 1514, Emerson)

HB 6679
PLANT REHABILITATION  (Byrum)  Revises calculation of tax levied for plant rehabilitation. Am. Secs. 14 and 14a, PA 198, 1974 (CL 207.564 and 207.564a) as amended by PA 1, 1996 and PA 266, 1994.    (Same as SB 1516, Emerson)

HB 6680
PERSONAL PROPERTY  (Byrum)  Exempts commercial and industrial personal property from certain taxes. Am. PA 206, 1893 (CL 211.1 to 211.157) by adding Sec. 9k.    (Same as SB 1517, Emerson)

Sites Needed to Provide After-School Meals For Kids 
The Michigan Department of Education (MDE) is looking for community sponsors to run after-school snack and supper programs for at-risk children. This federal program provides free meals to students while they are engaged in positive after-school programs. 

Research has demonstrated the positive relationship between good nutrition and academic achievement. MDE’s Child and Adult Care Food Program (CACFP) offers an At-Risk After School Snack/Supper program that can improve the quality of nutrition for eligible students. The CACFP provides a cash reimbursement for snacks and suppers served to children while in an after-school program. Reimbursement is for school age children who are 18 years of age or under at the beginning of the school year. 

“We need more organizations to sponsor these crucial after-school food programs for our children,” said State Board of Education President Kathleen N. Straus. “Good nutrition is a building block in the community for healthy, happy kids who are ready to learn. The need is there and the federal reimbursement for the food is available. Now we need more locations to serve the children.” 

Eligible sites must: 

• Be located in an attendance area of a school where 50 percent or more of the students are eligible for free and reduced price meals; 

• Offer educational or enrichment activities, after the regular school day ends or on weekends, during the times of the year school is in session; 

• Meet licensing, health or safety codes required by state or local law; and 

• Serve meals that meet USDA meal pattern requirements. 

Interested groups and organizations can contact the CACFP staff at (517) 373-7391 for further information.

To preview a sample CACFP application, go to www.michigan.gov/meis. Scroll down to Child Nutrition Programs (CNP) and click on the Child Nutrition Application Program (CNAP). To login, use systemsa and use samplesa as the password. The sample application is in “read only” format.

More Than Half of Uninsured Americans Cannot Afford Health Care
Health Affairs, the policy journal of the Health Sphere, in a November 30, 2006 press release, said that more than half of uninsured Americans cannot afford health care coverage and are not eligible for public programs.

More than half of the nation’s uninsured residents are ineligible for public programs such as Medicaid but do not have enough resources to purchase coverage themselves, researchers from the Urban Institute report in a Health Affairs Web Exclusive published today. The report was funded by the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation.
Of the 44.6 million uninsured Americans, 56 percent are ineligible for public programs and have insufficient incomes to afford coverage on their own, the researchers report. Another 25 percent of the uninsured are eligible for public programs, and the remaining 20 percent have incomes high enough to afford coverage.
Childless adults, who are generally not covered under Medicaid, the State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP), and other public programs, face the most severe affordability barriers. Of the 25.5 million uninsured childless adults in the United States, 69 percent are ineligible for public programs but cannot afford coverage on their own.
The research that lead to the press release is titled, The Uninsured And The Affordability Of Health Insurance Coverage by Lisa Dubay , John Holahan, and Allison Cook. The report is available at: http://content.healthaffairs.org/cgi/content/abstract/hlthaff.26.1.w22
-Thanks to Shoma Pal, Blue Cross Blue Shield of Michigan, for alerting us to the press release

Many Families Miss Out On Crucial Food Stamp Benefits
In a November 20, 2006 article by Heidi Goldberg on the National League of Cities website discusses the conclusions in a study by the Food Research and Action Center (FRAC) titled, Food Stamp Access in Urban America: A City-by-City Snapshot. The study provides an overview of food stamps and hunger in 24 of the nation’s largest urban areas.

Cities face significant challenges in helping connect eligible low-income families and individuals to the federal Food Stamp Program, according to a recent report by the Food Research and Action Center (FRAC).

According to the report, Americans in urban areas are more likely to suffer from hunger and to pay more for food.  In 2004, 15 percent of households in the surveyed cities did not have a sufficient diet, compared with 11 percent of households in the entire U.S. population.  
Detroit, Michigan was identified, along with Memphis, Tenn., Indianapolis, and Milwaukee, as being one of four urban areas with the highest food stamp participation rates (90 percent or more of eligible families participating).


However, only 66 percent of people surveyed in the 24 cities who were eligible for food stamps were actually receiving them.  This left almost $2 billion in food stamp benefits unclaimed in these cities.

Families living in many urban areas face multiple barriers to claiming food stamp benefits, such as language issues, lack of knowledge about the program and how to obtain benefits and concern about a stigma associated with using food stamps.

To download the full report, visit www.frac.org.  Also, the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) has developed Food Stamp Program outreach toolkits, available at www.fns.usda.gov/fsp/outreach/tool-kits.htm, which can serve as a guide to municipal officials and staff.

To learn more about using technology to connect individuals to federal, state and local benefits, see NLC’s Special Report, “Screening Tools to Help Families Access Public Benefits,” by visiting www.nlc.org/iyef.  For more information, contact Heidi Goldberg at (202) 626-3069 or goldberg@nlc.org
The full article by Ms. Goldberg is available at: 

http://www.nlc.org/Newsroom/Nation_s_Cities_Weekly/Weekly_NCW/2006/11/20/12777.cfm). 

Governor Granholm Appoints New Member to ECIC

On December 1, 2006 Governor Granholm announced the recent appointment of Betsy B. Boggs to the Michigan Early Childhood Investment Corporation (ECIC) Executive Committee and Board.  Boggs, of Ada, is a parent advocate and serves as literacy coach for the United Methodist Community House. 

            

Ms. Boggs is appointed to the ECIC Executive Committee to represent parents for a term expiring July 22, 2010.  She succeeds Louise Jean Stewart whose term has expired.  She is also appointed to the ECIC Board for a term expiring at the pleasure of the governor.  

Strengthening Early Care and Education Nationally  

In their recent paper, Smarter Reform: A National Policy Agenda for an Early Care and Education System, Louise Stoney and Anne Mitchell, co-founders of the Alliance for Early Childhood Finance, present a five point plan for strengthening early care and education nationwide. 
They first suggest using federal financial incentives, to states to encourage them to build early care and education systems that meet the needs of all children and families.  
Secondly they recommend making early education services universally available through expanded income-based financial aid for low-income families and expanded tax benefits for middle-income families. 
Next they advise using clear performance indicators to improve quality and measure accountability.  Stoney and Mitchell say these efforts can be bolstered by clarifying the availability of federal funds for operating grants and creating refundable tax credits to supplement the low-wages earned by qualified early care personnel and to promote quality improvements. 
Their fourth point supports several pieces of federal legislation such as the Family and Medical Leave Act and the Healthy Families Act that can help create more comprehensive systems of support for working families and their children.  
Finally they call for increased public investment and leadership focused on promoting high quality early care and education by creating a comprehensive Early Learning Block Grant.

For a full review of this paper please visit http://www.earlychildhoodfinance.org/Publications/FINALFINALFINAL%20policy%20agenda%2011%2010%2006.doc


-Thanks to the Center for Law and Social Policy for alerting us to this report

Michigan: Funding Growth for Children’s Programs Declined 
A December 2006 report that was prepared by Michigan’s Children, shows that funding growth and new programming to help Michigan children declined since 2000.

Some of the findings:
· After several years of decline, welfare caseloads and expenditures have been on the rise since 2001, and the number of Michigan children living in poverty has grown to 19 percent, a 31 percent jump since 2000.

· Aid to families - Monthly FIP grant levels to most families have remained unchanged since 1993. The purchasing power of the grant to decline by 1/3.

· Caseloads - Rose 14 percent, from a monthly average of 69,548 to a projected 79,007 in FY 2007.

· Funding for most of the major child abuse and neglect prevention programs has been cut since fiscal year 2000, even as the number of child abuse victims grew 5 percent and foster care placements increased nearly 28 percent.

· Prenatal care outreach and support - Funding for outreach and advocacy services for low-income women fell 30 percent from $4.3 million in 2001 to $3 million in

2007.

· Local maternal and child health services – Funding to local health departments to improve maternal health and prevent infant mortality fell by 19 percent, from $9

million in 2001 to $7.3 million in 2007.

· MIChild - Funding for the program providing health care coverage to children in low-income working families dropped 19 percent from $57.6 million in 2001 to

$46.6 million in 2007. Funding for outreach for the program was eliminated. The 
2007 budget also increased the monthly family premium from $5 to $10.
The three-page report is available on the Michigan’s Children website at: www.michiganschildren.org
For more information, contact Patricia Sorenson, Michigan’s Children at 517-485-3500 or sorenson.pat@michiganschildren.org


Michigan’s Children is a statewide nonpartisan advocacy organization that is a voice for children and families.
Quote for the Day

You see things; and you say “Why?” But I dream things that never were; and I say “Why not?” – George Bernard Shaw
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