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1. 2017-18 ECFE Community Needs Assessment

1. Please enter your district's information for the ECFE Annual Report.

 District Contact Information

Responder Name: Sally Belgum-Blad

Responder Email Address: sally.belgum-blad@dc.k12.mn.us

Official District Name: Dassel-Cokato

District Number: 0466

2. How did you identify new and underserved populations? What were your key findings?

We, Dassel-Cokato (DC) Early Childhood, contracted with Wilder Research to contribute to a secondary data analysis. Wilder
obtained data from the MN Department of Health (MDH) Center for Health Statistics regarding the current district population of
children birth through age 5 (born 2012-16) in order to describe the population of young children and families living in the
district and the risk factors they face. By comparing these data with information about the 180 children currently being served
through DC Early Childhood Family Education (ECFE) and DC Play and Learn Preschool, our goal was to determine which
populations are new and/or underserved. We learned that our ECFE classes are serving a very similar population in regard to
low-income status as was identified in district births paid by Medicaid (proxy for low-income) from 2012-16. Thirty-seven
percent of ECFE families (and 34% of preschool families) were free/reduced meal eligible this school year. Similarly, the
percent of district births paid for by Medicaid from 2012-2016 was 36%. The two indicators identified by Wilder that were not
represented in a similar way among current ECFE and preschool data were percentage of unmarried mothers and
percentage of mothers with a high school diploma/GED, but no college experience. This school year 8% of ECFE moms (and
9% of preschool moms) were unmarried compared with the 2012-2016 birth data that shows 15% unmarried mothers.
Likewise, only 4% of current ECFE moms (and 4% of preschool moms) reported having a high school diploma/GED, but no
college experience, while the 2012-2016 district birth data shows 30% of mothers with a high school diploma/GED, but no
college experience. This comparison of data highlights a primary and secondary underserved population: mothers with no
college experience and unmarried mothers, respectively. It appears DC Early Childhood Programs are serving a greater
population of educated mothers than is representative of the general population of district families with young children.

3. How did you identify child and family risk factors? What were your key findings?

We, Dassel-Cokato Early Childhood, contracted with Wilder Research to contribute to a secondary data analysis. Wilder
obtained data from the MN Department of Health (MDH) Center for Health Statistics regarding the current district population of
children birth through age 5 (born 2012-16) in order to describe the population of young children and families living in the
district and the risk factors they may face. Possible indicators of risk that were extracted from the data included: educational
status of mothers; race/ethnicity of mothers and birth to foreign-born mothers (immigrants); births paid for by Medicaid (as a
proxy for low-income); and, family/household type (married vs. single parent household). The most predominant risk factor
identified in the district birth data from 2012-2016 was low socioeconomic status: 36% of births were paid for by Medicaid, and
30% of new mothers in that time period had a high school diploma, but no college experience. What is especially noteworthy
in these findings lies within the 10-year comparative analysis Wilder completed on the same indicators. The district birth data
from 10 years ago (2002-2006) showed 25% of births were paid for by Medicaid compared with 36% in 2012-2016. It appears
the rate of low-income mothers is trending upward (by 11%). Yet, when reviewing the comparative 10 year data regarding the
rate of mothers with a high school diploma/GED but no college, there is a decrease of 9% (39% in 2002-2006 births versus
30% in 2012-2016 births).

4. How did you assess family and parenting education needs? What were your key findings?

Wilder developed a one-page survey intended for parents of district children ages birth to five in order to identify: barriers to
participation in Dassel-Cokato (DC) Early Childhood Programs; resources parents are aware of; parents' educational needs



and interests; and ways DC Early Childhood Programs could adapt programs to better meet families' needs. Note: because
this survey was intentionally developed in a hard-copy format as opposed to online, we can continue to use it in the future.
Due to the timing of when the survey was received from Wilder and our method of distribution, only 28 surveys were
completed and returned. Based on those 28 respondents (64% had experience with Early Childhood Family Education
(ECFE), and 36% had never participated in ECFE), we learned several things:
1. Families overwhelming identified "email" (61%) as the best way to get information about activities and resources for their
family followed by word of mouth (39%), social media (36%), and text messages (36%). 
2. The primary reason parents identified having participated in ECFE is "friendship and socialization for my child" (39%)
followed by "time with my child" (32%).
3. "Involved in other activities/no time" (14%) and "the schedule/class times are not convenient" (11%) were the primary
barriers identified in regard to prevention from ECFE participation.
4. Survey respondents are most likely to participate in the following types of parenting education: "weekly classes for parents
and children" (32%); "one-time activities for parents and children" (32%); and, "none" (29%). 
5. In regard to time and place for preferred family classes or activities, weekday evenings secured the most votes (39%)
followed by "none" (29%). Weekday mornings and weekday afternoons tied at a rate of 25%. In regard to "best place for your
family to attend a class or activity," parents overwhelmingly selected "schools" as their desired location (70%). "The park"
came in second with 46%.

5. How will your programming and services be tailored to the needs of families and parents prioritized in the community
needs assessment?

We need to continue the great work we are doing in identifying and serving low-income families while extending our reach to
families, particularly mothers, who have no college experience. I will share these findings with my supervisor, staff, and EC
Advisory Council members in order to discern program enhancements to better serve identified parents/families.

6.
Do you provide parents of English learners with translated oral and written information to monitor the program's impact on
their children's English language development?

Yes

7. Do you provide information or support to help parents know whether their children are progressing in developing their
English and native language proficiency?

Yes

8.   Do you support parents to actively engage with and support their children in developing their English and native
language proficiency?

Yes

9.
Is your program reviewed periodically to assure that instruction and materials are not racially, culturally, or sexually
biased?

No

10.
Does your program encourage parents to be aware of practices that may affect equitable development of children?

Yes

11. Does your district have a PreK-3rd Grade initiative? (to be counted as "yes," the initiative should be included on your
district website, and/or be included in a district plan, like WBWF, district strategic plan, building improvement plan, etc. It
does not count if it is only included in an early childhood web page or plan).

No
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