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Members of the Board of Early Education and Care Present 

Sharon Scott-Chandler, Chairperson 
Michele Norman, Designee of the Secretary of Education   
Marilyn Anderson Chase, Designee of the Secretary of EOHHS 
Carol Craig O’Brien 
Mary Pat Messmer 
Lynson Moore Beaulieu 
Elizabeth Childs, M.D. 
Chi-Cheng Huang, M.D. 
Julie P. Culhane, Ph.D, Vice-Chairperson 
J.D. Chesloff 
 

Amy Kershaw, Acting Commissioner of the Department and  
                     Secretary to the Board 
 
Members of the Board of Early Education and Care Absent 

Orlando Isaza 
 
The meeting was called to order at: 1:11 p.m. 
 
Welcome and Comments from the Chair  
Chairperson Scott-Chandler opened the meeting and thanked everyone involved in the 
Commissioner Search Process.   She provided an update on the process and noted that the 
public interviews of the three finalist candidates were held on November 13th.  She thanked 
Board members for their time and the Acting Commissioner and EEC staff for helping to 
facilitate a successful, well-organized event.  The Chairperson also thanked members of the 
public who participated in the two advisory interview sessions and the United Way for 
loaning the use of their conference room space.  The Chairperson stated that she 
anticipated that the Board would vote on the final candidate selection, for recommendation 
to the Secretary at the December 9th Board meeting.   

Chairperson Scott-Chandler also announced that she would be forming the following three 
Board subcommittees: Fiscal and Budget; Policy and Programs; and Planning and 
Evaluation.  Subcommittee membership, as well as whether the subcommittees will meet 
monthly or on an ad hoc basis will be determined at a later date.   

Chairperson Scott-Chandler recognized Michelle Norman, who is the Director of Strategic 
Planning and Collaboration for the Executive Office of Education, and noted that Ms. Norman 
is attending the Board meeting as Secretary Reville’s designee.  She asked Ms. Norman to 
offer any comments on behalf of the Secretary. 

 



Comments from the Secretary of Education  
On behalf of Secretary Reville, Ms. Norman expressed thanks to Acting Commissioner 
Kershaw, EEC staff and Board members for their terrific work this past week on the 
Commissioner search and interview process.  Ms. Norman also reported that an Executive 
Order was signed last month by the Governor creating the Readiness Cabinet. The early 
focus will be on the development of statewide child and youth data reporting system, as 
well as the continued effort to better connect the education agencies and EOE and EOHHS to 
examine how the Commonwealth can continue to work more effectively. 
 
Agency Updates: Comments from the Commissioner  
Acting Commissioner Kershaw noted that EEC is serving on a new Interagency Child Welfare 
Task Force that is being chaired by Marilyn Anderson Chase, Assistant Secretary of 
Executive Office of Health and Human Services and EEC Board Member.  The new Task 
Force includes the Commissioners of the Departments of Early Education and Care, 
Transitional Assistance (DTA), Children and Families (DCF, formerly DSS), Mental Health, 
Youth Services, Public Health, Mass Health and others. The Task Force aims to strategically 
coordinate and streamline services to children and families who are receiving services 
across the state system, and will focus its attention on interagency behavioral health 
initiatives that involve EEC, DTA, and DCF. 
 
Statements From the Public 
The Board of Early Education and Care makes up to 30 minutes available for persons in the 
audience to address the Board on specific agenda items. In order to hear as many speakers 
as possible, the Board limits individuals to three minutes, although written material of any 
length can be submitted to Chairperson Scott-Chandler or Acting Commissioner Kershaw. 
 
• Kit Cox – Birth to Three Family Center, Ipswich MFN, commented regarding 

sustaining the MFN program and family support; he shared a letter with the Board from 
the Superintendent of Ipswich Public Schools. 

 
• Joyce Short - Elizabeth Peabody House, Somerville, commented regarding the 

importance of local coordination in meeting the linguistic and cultural needs of each 
community and read from a handout.  Ms. Short also noted that CPC has supported the 
Elizabeth Peabody House program to achieve NAEYC accreditation and to support Mental 
Health services, and has connected the Somerville community by eliminating 
competition, creating synergy, and closing service gaps.  

 
• DeLeatra Bolton- Parent Chair of Malden/Everett Massachusetts Family 

Network (MFN), commented on the impact of funding reductions on the MFN in her 
community, which included a lay off to a key administration position as well as a 
reduction in program hours which will reduce accessibility to these services for families. 
She submitted an impact statement to the Board. 

 
• Kathleen Needel & Sara Heath, Duxbury Public Schools, commented on the 

impact of funding reductions on CPC grants and stated that lowering the rates will 
destabilize the system and delivering services regionally will create weakened, piecemeal 
efforts. They recommend supporting local coordination and shared letters from parents 
who currently receive CPC scholarships.  

 
• Debbie McLaughlin – Children’s House Child Care, spoke on the recent budget 

cuts and how they will affect her local CPC program which supports the community and 
schools with family events and professional development.  She submitted three letters of 
support. 
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• Suzanna Hann – Natick Family Network (MFN), commented on the impact of 
the funding reductions on MFNs and spoke on a personal level regarding what MFN has 
meant to her and her family as a support network, education network, and a playgroup 
network during an extremely difficult time for her family. 

 
End of public comment period. 

 
On a motion duly made and seconded, it was:  
VOTED that the Board of Early Education and Care approve the minutes of the 
October 14, 2008 Board meeting, as presented by Acting Commissioner Kershaw. 
The motion passed unanimously. 
 
On a motion duly made and seconded, it was:  
VOTED that the Board of Early Education and Care approve the minutes of the 
November 10, 2008 Board meeting, as presented by Acting Commissioner 
Kershaw. The motion passed unanimously. 
 
 
Items for Discussion: 

 
Prior to turning to the Agenda items for discussion, the Chairperson opened the floor for 
Board member conflict of interest disclosures. Chairperson Scott Chandler submitted a 
written disclosure stating that her employer has a financial interest in the EEC budget, 
procurement and mental health grant agenda items. Board Member Mary Pat Messmer 
submitted a written disclosure stating that her employer has a financial interest in the EEC 
budget, procurement and mental health grant agenda items.   In addition, the following 
Board member verbal disclosures were made: Board Member Carol Craig O’Brien stated that 
her employer, the Westwood Public Schools, currently receives CPC funding and has a 
potential interest in receiving funding under the income eligible procurement, the mental 
health grants and the EEC Budget agenda items; Board Member Huang verbally disclosed 
that his employer is the founder of the Reach Out and Read program.  

 
 

I. FY2010 Budget Planning and Development  
 
Acting Commissioner Kershaw directed Board members’ attention to the materials in their 
binders and presented the Board with FY2010 budget options that were developed based on 
further guidance received from the Executive Office of Education (EOE) and the Executive 
Office for Administration and Finance (ANF) late last week.  The options were guided by the 
Board’s strategic planning directions, as well as EEC Board Member feedback from the 
November 10th Board meeting.  EOE asked that EEC and the Board submit a budget 
recommendation which reflects a reduction target that is 4.4% below the FY2009 
maintenance budget, along with an aspirational budget, both of which are due to Secretary 
Reville by the end of the day Wednesday, November 19th.   
 
The presentation submitted for the Board’s review included consolidation of internal and 
external efficiencies and three options for the reduction budget, which included one across- 
the-board cut, as well as two more targeted cuts.   
 
It was noted that the FY2010 maintenance budget did not include the $2M rate reserve 
funding.  When determining its options, EEC decided to preserve that funding and take it 
from elsewhere in the budget, to be able to hold the FY09 rate increases harmless into 
FY2010.  If this was not done, EEC would be in the position of issuing rate increases in 
FY2009, only to remove them again in FY2010.   
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Acting Commissioner Kershaw noted that the reduction target budget calculations were also 
based, in part, on implementing certain innovations and administrative efficiencies, as 
outlined in slide 9 of the presentation.  Questions were raised regarding whether all of the 
proposed innovations could be pursued in light of the both the internal and external 
administrative reductions.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw stated that we have some 
responsibility to continue with the first two listed innovations (administrative/ internal 
efficiencies and financial assistance/ income eligible child care reforms), but a different level 
of staffing would be necessary to implement the innovations regarding coordinated funding 
of quality supports, family engagement and supports at the local level.  In that regard, 
Acting Commissioner Kershaw highlighted some of the impacts of the proposed funding 
reductions on EEC’s administrative account, which included:  
 

• increased time between licensing visits, which would impact enforcement of basic 
health and safety requirements;  

• children may end up in a program that never had a licensing visit throughout the 
entire time that they are enrolled;  

• delays in translation efforts for families; and 
• a limitation in coordination efforts with DCF to continue serving foster children.   

 
There was some discussion regarding the waitlist implications of the three reduction target 
proposals, and Board members expressed concerns about limiting access to financial 
assistance, as well as the use of attrition as a method for reducing spending. 
 
Acting Commissioner Kershaw explained that the financial assistance waiting list is growing 
and will continue to grow in FY2010.  She emphasized that EEC would likely not be able to 
serve any more children under any scenario; access to the waiting list will remain frozen.  
However, Acting Commissioner Kershaw detailed several efforts that have been made to 
ensure continued care.  These efforts include certain “backroom” billing functions of aligning 
families’ service needs with the right TANF and DCF accounts to relieve the Income Eligible 
account; allowing contracted providers to continue to fill slots up to their maximum 
obligation; and allowing access to the flexible spending pool for contractors who have 
exceeded their maximum obligation in special, limited circumstances to better serve 
families.  Through policy directives, EEC intends to ensure that all currently enrolled children 
continue to have access with an expectation that attrition through vouchers would occur 
because EEC would not be reissuing expired vouchers.  However, there are still federal/state 
mandates to provide services to families transitioning off of TANF, and those families 
experiencing homelessness.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw commented that it is hard to 
say if, and when, attrition and cost savings would result in access opening again.  She 
reminded the Board that the options provided are not absolute and can be combined with 
other suggestions to create a recommendation for the budget.     
 
Acting Commissioner Kershaw directed Board members’ attention to the materials related to 
the reduction target budget options in their binders, and noted that there is a typographical 
error on Option 3, which should read “$546,270.”    She then briefly summarized the 
proposed budget options for the Board, noting that Option 1 consisted of an 8% across-the-
board cut to all accounts, excluding the DCF and TANF accounts and Universal Pre-
kindergarten, in accordance with ANF and EOE’s instructions.  The remaining budget options 
were developed with the intention to minimize impacts to programs, with specific account 
areas such as the income eligible accounts, bearing the brunt of the reduction and other 
accounts being consolidated into one.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw recommended Option 
3 as the preferred option, so that EEC could continue to move forward while waiting for 
better fiscal times.  Board members then discussed each of the proposed options, seeking 
clarification of the impact on various accounts. 
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Board Member Culhane expressed concerns around how, and if, local level decisions will 
continue to occur, noting that efficiency does not always mean moving things up to the 
regional level. Acting Commissioner Kershaw explained that this budget process is not the 
final word for FY2010, but rather just the beginning. For example, the processes for how 
any FY2010 funds would be re-procured and whether they should remain at the community 
level, or how any of the funds can or should be linked to the QRIS would have to be worked 
out by the Board, going forward.  Board Member Childs wondered if alignment at the local 
level would truly result in $1.4M in cost savings.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw was 
confident that if funding was re-procured under a new model there would be cost savings, 
commenting that if the system becomes more effective and efficient, and funds can then be 
strategically redirected and targeted to needed areas within the system.   
 
Board Member Craig O’Brien voiced her desire to continue support for a UPK system without 
allowing the rest of the system to fall apart, stressing that stability should be balanced with 
innovation, but questioning the number of innovations that can realistically be made if the 
agency loses staff and weakens the local connections.   
 
Board Member Huang expressed concern over reducing the Mental Health funding and 
services, which was echoed by many Board members agreeing that Mental Health services 
are critical.  Chairperson Scott-Chandler reminded the Board that the proposed Mental 
Health FY2010 reduction is starting from an FY09 increase of $500,000; the proposed 
FY2010 reduction represents a 50% cut in expansion funds from FY2009.  Board Member 
Childs recognized that expansion of Mental Health funding may be unrealistic in light of the 
current fiscal climate.   
 
There was some discussion regarding the impact of allowing CPC subsidies to be 
administered regionally, and whether that will result in an additional work load that will 
need to be assumed by EEC staff or others.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw explained that 
approximately $25M of the CPC direct services funding will continue to be managed locally, 
through providers that currently have an existing billing relationship directly with EEC. The 
remaining $15M will be managed by externally contracted regional agencies, the Child Care 
Resource and Referral agencies (CCR&Rs).  Both groups will inevitably see caseload upticks 
as EEC is asking them to do more work without more money. Reduction target budget 
Option 3 recognizes the increased workloads that the CCR&Rs will be assuming and as such, 
seeks to hold the CCR&R account harmless in FY2010.  Board Member Childs noted that EEC 
staff will also be doing more with no increased pay, and that innovative projects will take a 
lot more effort which is not unique in this climate. 
 
Chairperson Scott-Chandler then explained that everyone will need to be brought to the 
table to talk about the big picture budget pieces with an understanding that these will be 
continuing conversations as EEC moves forward.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw reminded 
the Board that if any proposed innovations resulted in a competitive bid process, the Board 
will have the opportunity to discuss the criteria of those bids, as well as to provide guidance 
to the agency on how to implement these difficult cuts. Acting Commissioner Kershaw 
stated that EEC is looking for overall direction from the Board.  EEC is not asking for a vote 
on specific funding levels per say but rather on the overall approach embodied in the 
various options. Specific numbers may change but estimates were provided for analytic 
purposes.  There will be more options around what future directions EEC pursues.   
 
Chairperson Scott-Chandler asked the Board to focus on eliminating options and reaching 
consensus.  She stated that she did not hear much support for either Option 1 or Option 2.  
The focus seemed to be to look further at Option 3, and asked if Board members felt 
comfortable voting on the proposed cuts presented under Option 3.    
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Board Member Moore Beaulieu expressed concerns over the cuts to the access management 
account, stating that maintaining translation services should be non-negotiable.  
 
Board Member Chesloff spoke in support of Option 3. He stated that he recognized that a 
$24 million cut, coupled with a $14 million cut through 9C, would destabilize any system 
and, as a result, the way that we do business is going to have to change; the relevant 
question, therefore, becomes how can we minimize the impact on children and families.  He 
concluded that Option 3 was a terrific option in an awful time. 
  
Board member Childs echoed her support for Option 3, noting that Option 3 balances access 
and quality concerns.   
  
Board Member Chase admitted that she came to the table with a bias.  She applauded EEC 
staff for the thoughtfulness laid out in the options and supports Option 3.  She called 
attention to the fact that the Board is in an environment that affords it the opportunity to do 
things very differently, all while continuing to strategically use the resources EEC has 
available.   
 
Board Member Culhane also stated support for Option 3, but wants to make sure the budget 
is still open to future discussion in terms of how to combine efforts. 
  
Board Member Moore Beaulieu also supported Option 3 with one exception.  She would like 
to preserve family engagement by further reducing EEC staff by 15 rather than 10. 
  
Board Member Huang thanked Acting Commissioner Kershaw and EEC staff for embracing 
the challenge of the fiscal crisis and noted his support for Option 3. 
 
Board Member Craig O’Brien reminded the Board that Massachusetts has children in every 
community so we need to make sure that what gets decided is really looking 
“Commonwealth-wide.”  She also stated that under any of the options, it must be made 
clear that the Board is to be involved in implementation decisions. 
 
 
On a motion duly made and seconded, it was:  
VOTED that the Board of Early Education and Care, approves the Department of 
Early Education and Care’s proposed fiscal year 2010 reduction target budget 
Option 3, subject to the Department keeping the Board apprised and involved in 
the implementation process, and authorizes the Acting Commissioner of Early 
Education and Care to transmit the Board’s budget recommendations to the 
Secretary of Education.  The vote was 7 in favor, 2 opposed and 1 abstention. Lynson 
Moore Beaulieu and Carol Craig O’Brien voted in opposition; Michelle Norman abstained. The 
motion passed. 
 
Chairperson Scott-Chandler then moved the discussion to the FY2010 aspirational budget, 
asking the Board to focus on its priorities when making recommendations.  Acting 
Commissioner Kershaw directed Board members’ attention to the materials in their binders 
and presented the Board with a proposed aspirational budget, the development of which 
was guided by the Board’s strategic directions.   
 
The first strategic direction discussed involved creating and implementing a system to 
improve and support quality statewide.  There was some discussion regarding the QRIS 
development.  Board members expressed support for adequately funding this endeavor to 
ensure its success.  There was recognition that NAEYC and professional development 
funding is needed to support providers and make them ready for QRIS.   
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Next, increasing and promoting family support, access and affordability was discussed. 
Board Member Chesloff commented that he is utterly convinced after listening to the public 
statements that the rate reserve funding is an absolute priority. Board Member Huang 
inquired about the rate reserve being proportional to the inflation rate, noting that a 0.04% 
increase would not be proportional.  Acting Commissioner Kershaw stated that the proposal 
is to apply a 2.5% rate increase across the board for all early education and care programs, 
including Head Start programs, and to invest $5 million to begin to address age group and 
program type rate disparities.  Board Member Chesloff suggested that the 2.5% cost of 
living increase be applied to the “base,” instead of on the 9C cut.  There was general 
agreement that the Board should send a strong message that EEC is prioritizing the 
teachers who do the work. Board Members Craig O’Brien and Moore Beaulieu added that 
resuming and maintaining access to financial assistance and not leaving children on the 
centralized waiting list should also be a priority, and there was general consensus in this 
regard.  
 
Board members discussed the Department’s proposal to expand funding for transitional 
access for children in supportive early education and care. Acting Commissioner Kershaw 
stated that EEC has engaged in a strategic planning process with DCF to better serve 
families involved with both agencies, and to ensure that eligible families transitioning out of 
the supportive child care program access continuity of care for their children. Currently, 
there is no transitional period funded through the supportive child care account.  If EEC 
cannot fund continuity for supportive families in the Income Eligible account, there is no 
transition for them.   
 
Finally, the Board discussed the workforce development strategic direction.  There was 
general consensus that maintaining worker diversity and adequately providing resources 
and support for the field should be a priority.  Chairperson Scott-Chandler questioned 
whether EEC would be able to move forward with some of these innovations, such as 
regulation reform, without additional funding. Acting Commissioner Kershaw responded that 
EEC hoped there would still be funding associated with this strategic direction.  However, 
the Department would explore other options, such as not promulgating the proposed 
regulations or implementing the regulations in phases, if funding was not available. 
 
Chairperson Scott-Chandler asked the Board if there is anything they would like to see 
taken off or further explained.  Chairperson Scott-Chandler stated that the Board had 
enough to work with in terms of moving the budget forward, and suggested that there was 
no need to vote on the aspirational budget because its elements and priorities seemed to be 
generally agreeable to the Board members. 
 
Board Member Chesloff suggested that it would be helpful to still vote on an aspirational 
budget.  He pointed out that the Board “had to vote on something awful today,” and 
thought it was important to make a statement on where the Board stands in terms of its 
aspirations.    
 
On a motion duly made and seconded, it was:  
VOTED that the Board of Early Education and Care approve the Department of 
Early Education and Care’s proposed fiscal year 2010 Aspirational Budget and 
authorizes the Acting Commissioner of Early Education and Care to transmit the 
Board’s budget recommendations to the Secretary of Education. The motion passed 
unanimously.  
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II. FY2009 Expansion of Early Board Childhood Mental Health Consultation 
Services 

 
Acting Deputy Commissioner Moeller thanked the Board for their thoughtful discussion on 
the prior agenda item and for the Board’s recognition of the hard work of the EEC staff 
during this difficult budget process. Acting Deputy Commissioner Moeller then presented the 
Board with information regarding early childhood mental health and the Department’s 
initiatives, noting an increase in the amount of toxic stress children are experiencing today.  
 
Acting Deputy Commissioner Moeller described two programs EEC currently funds to 
address children’s mental health: the Comprehensive Mental Health in Child Care program 
and the Mental Health Consultation Services grant.  In formulating a proposal for the 
expenditure of the FY2009 expansion funding, the original plan was to develop a program 
that represented a blend of the two existing models through an open bid for $500K in 
grants.   However, given the current fiscal situation and the importance of continuity for 
children and families, EEC determined that awarding funding that could not be sustained in 
subsequent fiscal years would not be responsible.  
 
EEC, therefore, recommends issuing an RFR in the amount of $250K in competitive grants 
open to those participating in EEC’s current mental health initiatives for a 6 month grant 
period.  The hope is to be able to fund current grantees in expanding their model to include 
both an “embedded” clinician model and “on-call” consultation services.  Programs will be 
expected to develop the capacity to fund approximately 1/3 of project implementation costs 
through 3rd party billing. 
 
Board Member Culhane asked about the supports currently provided for children with open 
DCF cases and asked whether mental health services may already be funded through 
Supportive Child Care.  Acting Deputy Commissioner Moeller explained that the Supportive 
Child Care add-on amount is very limited.  Most of that extra funding goes towards 
transportation and case coordination.  In a recent survey, 26% of providers said that if 
there were additional funds available for Supportive Child Care they would prioritize adding 
more Mental Health services.  Board Member Culhane added that she just wants to ensure 
that we are “taking turns” and supporting children that are not currently supported in the 
system. 
  
Board Member Childs added that she wants to make sure we are getting to those previously 
unsupported children as well, and would suggest prioritizing them on clinical presentation, 
rather than DCF eligibility, based on how acute and at-risk they are versus on the basis of 
bureaucratic alignments.   
  
EEC Staff Larisa Mendez-Penate explained that is exactly how the mental health programs 
currently determine the prioritization.  The grant is intended to target services to programs 
with high need, and includes the needs of programs with Supportive slots, but services will 
be available to any child with mental health needs. 
 
Board Member Childs added that crisis response cannot be “the next day”-- it has to be 
same day.  Response time has to be very clinically driven to what is needed today.  We 
need to balance the cost of having that level of responsibility with other resources.  Board 
Member Childs added that she does believe in the comprehensive (“embedded” clinician) 
model because mental health clinicians need to have an established relationship with a 
program in order to have credibility when a crisis occurs.   
 
There was some discussion regarding how EEC is currently measuring the quality and 
effectiveness of the services, as well as the ages of the children served. Larisa Mendez-
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Penate stated that grantees submit biannual reports to EEC regarding number of sites and 
children served, what interventions they have been using, rates of suspension and 
expulsion.  The current mental health initiatives are primarily serving preschoolers, in 
addition to a smaller number of infants/toddlers and school age children.  
 
Board Member Chase referenced the Children’s Behavioral Health Initiative and stated that 
for the coming year the EEC mental health grants are appropriate and will compliment the 
Children’s Behavioral Health Initiative work that is underway.  Board Member Designee 
Norman added that that the confluence of all of this work on the education spectrum is very 
much on the mind of Secretary Reville and that the Executive Office of Education is 
committed to helping to bundle and roll out this work on children’s mental health issues 
across a broader platform. 
 
Board Member Craig O’Brien thanked Ms. Moeller and Ms. Mendez-Penate for their 
presentation, and acknowledged that although one time funding can not solve all the 
problems and fill all the gaps she wanted to point out to the Board that we do not have 
statewide geographic representation.  By way of example, she noted that the Cape and the 
Islands has no access to these mental health grants and stated that she hoped that in the 
future the Board could look at addressing some of these gaps.   
 

On a motion duly made and seconded, it was:  
VOTED, subject to the continued availability of funding in the Department’s FY2009 budget, 
that the Board of Early Education and Care approve the Department’s recommendation to 
expend up to $250,000 for Early Childhood Mental Health Consultation Services through a 
competitive RFR in accordance with the Department’s recommended criteria, and that 
remaining funds be used for one-time activities to strengthen mental health services. The vote 
was unanimous. 
 
 
III. Income Eligible Child Care Financial Assistance Procurement  
 
EEC Staff Kenley Branscome made an abbreviated presentation to the Board regarding the Income Eligible 
Child Care Financial Assistance Procurement. Branscome first followed up with answers to questions from 
the previous meeting of the Board.  Secondly, he discussed the RFI feedback from providers and noted the 
importance of getting input from the Board on this topic in order to keep the procurement project moving 
forward. 
  
Branscome reviewed the purpose of the RFI and noted that 93% of existing contracted providers 
responded to the RFI.  Chairperson Scott-Chandler recommended setting up a subcommittee meeting to 
go over the procurement project and RFI data in more detail.  Board Member Board Childs agreed and 
indicated willingness to read the information gathered and then provide feedback.  Chairperson Scott-
Chandler suggested that the Board do both as it would behoove the Board and EEC to have a 
subcommittee meeting which will allow for the opportunity to have a more in depth conversation.  
 
Board Member Culhane expressed her support of including Public Schools and Independent Family Child 
Care providers in the re-procurement.  Board Member Culhane would like to see some data to back up her 
instinct that both should be considered during the re-procurement.   
 
Board Member Moore Beaulieu asked how often there will need to be a re-procurement.  Acting 
Commissioner Kershaw responded that the contract term is open for discussion.  A contract term of 10 
years may be too long, while 2 years may be too short.  Chairperson Scott-Chandler stated that this re-
procurement has to be done this year and is hesitant to appoint Board members to a subcommittee right 
now because it really fits under a larger policy and planning subcommittee.  



 
In the interest of time, it was recommended that the presentation be tabled until the next Board meeting.  
Acting Commissioner Kershaw recognized Branscome’s work on keeping the re-procurement moving. 
 

On motion duly made and seconded, it was: 
VOTED that the meeting adjourn at 4:24 p.m., subject to the call of the Chairperson. The vote 
was unanimous. 

    Respectfully submitted, 
    Amy Kershaw 
    Acting Commissioner of the Department  
    and Secretary to the Board  
 

 


