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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. 
Studies of School-Based Health Centers 
Two recent studies of School-Based Health Centers are available. The studies were commissioned by The Health Foundation of Greater Cincinnati.  The studies are titled, “A Prescription for Success: How School-Based Health Centers Affect Health Status” and “Healthcare Use and Cost”. They are available at http://www.healthfoundation.org/sbhcstudy. 

The studies were developed to look at the impact of SBHCs. The first study evaluated how SBHCs affect students' health status, use of healthcare services and attendance. The second study looked at how the healthcare costs for students enrolled in the Medicaid program changed before and after the centers opened. 
School-based health centers (SBHCs) are an important part of the Health Foundation's School-Aged Children's Healthcare focus area. The Foundation invested over $10 million in 15 SBHCs in the Greater Cincinnati area.

Findings from the Health Foundation studies. SBHC’s:

· Improve children’s health status 

· Generate about $2 in social benefit for each $1 spent on operating costs 

· Increase access to services at no significant additional cost to the healthcare system 

· Save money on care for children in rural areas 

· Save money on hospitalizations and emergency room (ER) visits for children with asthma 

· Help African-American children get more care 

· Increase mental health for children 

· Increase dental care for children 

· Provide care for children who have no health insurance 

· Support working parents 

· Keep children in school and ready to learn. 
For more information about SBHC’s in Michigan, contact Debbie Brinson, Executive Director, School-Community Health Alliance of Michigan at 517-908-0847 x 229 or 

dbrinson@scha-mi.org.

Electioneering Blackout Period Begins for Some Nonprofit Broadcasts 

OMB Watch, in an article in its newsletter dated February 7, 2006 Vol. 7 No. 3 alerts nonprofit organizations of restrictions on broadcasting messages that refer to federal candidates within 30 days of a primary and 60 days of a general election.
During the 2004 campaign cycle, the "electioneering communications" rule created in the Bipartisan Campaign Reform Act of 2002 (BCRA) did not apply to charities and religious organizations exempt under Section 501(c)(3) of the tax code. The Federal Election Commission (FEC) had initially exempted such entities due to their nonpartisan nature. 
The FEC withdrew the exemption in December 2005, however, after a federal court held its justification for the exemption inadequate. The FEC rule bars general references to federal candidates, so that a grassroots broadcast message during the banned period asking people to "call your Senator" to support or oppose legislation violates the rule. 
The full article and a weblink to a complete election schedule is available on the OMB website at: http://www.ombwatch.org/article/articleview/3270/1/420


Michigan Infant Mortality Rate Drops To Lowest On Record

Michigan lowered its infant mortality rate to its lowest level on record. In 2004 the state's infant mortality rate fell to 7.6 for every 1,000 live births.  In 2003, the rate was 8.5 per 1,000.

There are still large discrepancies in the mortality rate between ethnicities. For white babies, the rate fell from 6.7 per 1,000 births in 2003 to 5.2 per 1,000 births in 2004, officials said.   However, for African Americans, the rate fell from 17.5 deaths per 1,000 births in 2003 to 17.3 per 1,000 births in 2004.

While Michigan’s rate was down, it was still above the national rate. In 2002, the last year  records are available, the national infant mortality rate stood at 7 deaths per 1,000 births, according to state officials.
Initiative in Alabama: Vision Screenings for Low-Income Pre-Schoolers
Early detection of many common eye problems can be the key to quick and effective treatment.  Often, low-income children do not receive vision screenings until kindergarten. 

In Alabama, a low-cost initiative, using volunteer college students, provides vision screenings for pre-school children. The screenings take place at Head Start centers and other daycare centers in low-income areas.
The screenings and the follow-up come through the efforts of FocusFirst, one of several service-learning initiatives created by a nonprofit organization called Impact Alabama (http://www.impactalabama.org/). Two AmeriCorps staff members, who work solely on FocusFirst, recruit area college students. 

College students, after receiving three hours of training on how to operate specialized cameras, conduct testing with state-of-the-art photo screening technology. In small groups, they travel to the daycare centers and run the screenings from beginning to end.
With 200 trained student volunteers on 14 campuses across the state, the program screened 4,400 children in its first year, with 600 of those children needing some type of follow-up care. The numbers will likely climb to 8,000 children screened this year. 
This initiative is described in a February 6, 2006 article that is available on the Connect for Kids’ website: http://www.connectforkids.org/node/3891. 

Special Report on Medicaid: Bridging the Gap Between Care and Cost
In January 2006, The Pew Center on the States, an operating division of The Pew Charitable Trusts, issued a 24-page report titled, Special Report on Medicaid: Bridging the Gap Between Care and Cost. The report seeks to analyze the real-world experiences of states, highlight examples of what works and what doesn't, and inform a crucial policy debate that will affect the lives of millions of Americans. 
Topics of discussion:
Overview

· The Great Debate: Medicaid in the eye of the storm

· The Challenge of Change: Balancing cost controls with the health of millions
The States at Work

· Long Term Care: Medicaid’s Third Rail
· Prescription Drugs: The Rx Factor: Controlling prescription drug costs
· Cost Sharing: Something of Value: Experiments in cost sharing
· Management: Tools to Live By: Managing for better performance 
· Private Insurance: Trading Places: Tapping into private insurance 
· Reform: The Radical Reformers: A New Approach 

· About the Report
The Pew Center on the States, an operating division of The Pew Charitable Trusts, seeks to identify and advance effective public policy approaches to critical issues facing the states by analyzing real-world experience, highlighting examples of what works and what doesn’t, calling on diverse perspectives, and collaborating with a wide range of partners and funders.

The report is available on The Pew Center on the States’ website: http://www.pewcenteronthestates.org/report_A2.html

Guide: Understanding How to Engage Families in After School Programs

Harvard Family Research Project, in partnership with BOSTnet and United Way of Massachusetts Bay, announces the release of a new comprehensive, easy-to-read guide to understanding how to engage families in after school programs. 

"Focus on Families! How to Build and Support Family-Centered Practices in After School" is a critical resource for after school providers looking to create or expand an existing family engagement program. 
Program leaders, local decision makers, funders, and others interested in promoting good family involvement practice will also find the guide vital to their work. The guide provides a research base for why family engagement matters, concrete program strategies for engaging families, case studies of promising family engagement efforts, and an evaluation tool for improving family engagement practices. 
Topics include: 

· Why Engage Families?

· Promising Practices to Engage Families
· Profiles of Programs that Engage Families
· Using Evaluation to Improve Family Engagement Efforts
The guide is available at

http://www.gse.harvard.edu/hfrp/projects/afterschool/resources/families
Hard copies are available upon request. The guide is also available from BOSTnet (http://www.bostnet.org) and United Way of Massachusetts Bay (http://www.uwmb.org).

Proposal to Provide Universal Health Coverage
Because of renewed interest in universal health insurance, an April 2003 proposal to provide affordable health care is being repeated. The proposal, in Health Affairs - written by Karen Davis and Cathy Schoen from The Commonwealth Fund - is titled, Creating Consensus on Coverage Choices. 

The Commonwealth Fund said: 
An innovative framework to provide automatic, affordable health insurance to all Americans is outlined in a Health Affairs Web Exclusive by health policy experts Karen Davis and Cathy Schoen of The Commonwealth Fund. The proposal "Creating Consensus on Coverage Choices," would build on existing sources of public and private health coverage by combining tax credits for private insurance, public program expansions, and a new mechanism to make enrollment more automatic. An estimated 39 million of the 42 million Americans who are uninsured would gain coverage.
Key attributes of the proposal include:

· Access to affordable coverage for small-business employees, the self-employed, and other uninsured individuals through a new Congressional Health Plan, which would offer the same wide choice of health plans available to federal employees and members of Congress. 

· Automatic enrollment of the uninsured in health coverage, with premium assistance provided through the tax system. 

· Public coverage expansions for low-income individuals and people at risk for being uninsured because of their health or age. Medicare would be open to those age 60 and older, and public coverage would be available to people with income up to 150 percent of poverty. 

· Continued reliance on employer-sponsored coverage as the mainstay of the health insurance system. Companies that do not offer their employees group insurance would contribute to a fund that would help pay for coverage. 

The proposal is available at:  http://content.healthaffairs.org/cgi/content/full/hlthaff.w3.199v1/DC1           
Planning Tool: Summer Voluntary Pre-Kindergarten Education Program 
In December 2005, the Florida Department of Education – Office of Early Learning, issued a revised 77-page planning tool for school districts participating in the Summer Voluntary Pre-Kindergarten Education Program. 

The tool contains information and planning questions regarding timelines, participation estimates, classrooms, schools, and contracting with private providers, personnel and training, materials and supplies, meals and transportation, beginning and ending dates and instructional time and budget.


The information contained in the tool is designed to assist districts in meeting the requirement for a summer pre-kindergarten program delivered by a public school. 


The Planning Tool is available at: http://www.tats.ucf.edu/vpk.php. Copies are available free on request from the Florida Department of Education. Authorization for reproduction is granted.


President Bush’s Budget Proposal for FY-07: Impact on States
On February 6, 2006, Stateline.com staff writers, provided an analysis of the impact on the states of President Bush’s $2.77 billion budget proposal for FY-07.  The budget proposal is available on the White House website at: http://www.whitehouse.gov/omb/

Some elements of Bush's budget proposal that could impact states include:

· Medicaid - Bush’s spending plan includes $100 million annually to fund a new program called Cover the Kids that is designed to boost enrollment for children in Medicaid and the State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP), which covers 6.1 million low-income children who don’t qualify for Medicaid. It also would change arcane rules governing the flow of Medicaid money between Washington, D.C., and state capitols to keep states from using accounting ploys to get larger shares of federal matching funds. 

· Education - The overall federal education budget would be cut by $3.1 billion or 5.5 percent from 2006 levels by eliminating 42 education programs. The president also wants to launch new initiatives to strengthen math and science achievement and reform America's high schools.  

· Homeland Security - The administration proposed cutting homeland security grants to cities and states by about $400 million, to about $2.57 billion. As part of these cuts, the agency would redirect money to grants that focus more on risk, rather than a high flat rate for every state. Also, starting in 2007, states must coordinate their emergency communications with the federal government to receive homeland security grants. 

· Illegal Immigration - Funding would increase for programs aimed at illegal immigration including: a research service that tracks down citizenship inquiries for state and local authorities and a partnership that trains law enforcement officials in immigration law. In a boon to Southwestern states, the Border Patrol would add 1,500 new agents. 

· Energy - With heating and electricity prices soaring, the federal budget proposal would cut $91 million from state grants to help low-income citizens make their homes more energy-efficient -- a 29 percent reduction. Research into some new energy technologies is one of the few winners this year, with a proposed increase of $66 million more for solar energy technology, $41 million to develop hydrogen fuel and fuel cells, and $29 million for biofuel research. Other technologies did not fare so well: $23 million to improve geothermal energy would be eliminated along with $1 million for hydropower. 

· Environment - State-run environmental programs would be cut by a total $416 million, including a proposed $199 million reduction in money for building sewage and water treatment plans and $35 million less for clean-air programs, said Steve Brown, executive director of the Environmental Council of the States. 

· Transportation - States would not see their road and bridge building money cut under the president's budget. Funds for highway building, which come from federal gasoline taxes collected in the states, would rise 9.6 percent to $39.9 billion, according to the American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials. However, the proposed budget would reduce funding for Amtrak by $394 million and eliminate a $287 million program that lends money for rail improvements. 

An analysis by the Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, located in Washington, D.C. is available at: http://www.cbpp.org/2-7-06sfp.htm

 

Quotes for the Day
You can't educate a child who isn't healthy, and you can't keep a child healthy who isn't educated. 

-M. Jocelyn Elders, Former US Surgeon General
Neither bad policies well executed nor great policies poorly executed produce much public benefit. – Stephen Goldsmith
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