Summary Notes

MCH Training Program 2006-2007 Strategic Planning Workgroups

Family-Centered and Family-Directed Practices Workgroup conference call

May 23, 2007

Next call scheduled for July 18, 1:00 pm Eastern time
Workgroup Participants:  

Susan Horky, Barbara Levitz (subsequent phone conversation,) Louise Kido Iwaishi, Angela Miney, Mark Smith (subsequent phone conversation). 

MCH TRC: 

Anita Farel 

The two main topics discussed were Priority Workgroup Activities #2 (Develop indicators of comprehensive instruction in family-centered, family-directed practices),

 # 3 (Develop indicators for field placements that lead to cultural competency and understanding of family-centered, family-directed practices) and #5 (Develop criteria for MCH Training Advisory Boards and place on Training Program Website).

Activity #2  The workgroup agreed to wrap up this activity by reinforcing the purpose for the indicators.  Indicator development is guided by the MCH Bureau’s interest in providing training grantees with an opportunity to directly impact policies and procedures that will guide the implementation of the Training Program and assist with the achievement of the MCH Training National Strategic Plan goals and objectives.  To this end, the workgroup has identified 4 indicators (see Workgroup minutes 3.21.07).  Indicator 1 should be revised to read, 100% of MCHB Training Programs will integrate families in program planning, implementation and evaluation.  100% of long-term trainees will be able to demonstrate competence in all three activities.  100% of medium-term trainees will be able to demonstrate competence in and/or articulate the importance of these activities. The final report about the Workgroup outcomes will recommend that these core indicators be developed in more detail as appropriate for each training program.
Activity #3  Mark will use the indicator list that he developed as a foundation for our early discussion about indicators, and that Barbara Levitz augmented, to recommend indicators for field placements that lead to cultural competency and understanding of family-centered practices.  The Promising Practice in Family Mentorship (AUCD website) may also be a useful resource for this activity.

Activity #5  Susan Horky reviewed two documents about advisory boards:  “Consumer Advisory Committee: Recommendations for Meaningful Participation of Individuals with Disabilities and Families” from AUCD and “Developing and Sustaining and Patient and Family Advisory Council” from the Institute for Family-centered Care.  Angela Miney will distill specific concepts for the workgroup to discuss and possibly adopt during our next meeting. Both documents will be added to our workgroup’s Resource Document.
