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Overview of the Session

1. Brief update on the 10 state QRIS validation synthesis

2. State presentations

3. Time for questions and discussion between each presentation and 
at the end of the session
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QRIS Validation 
Synthesis
KATHRYN TOUT

4CCEEPRC 2018



Validation Studies
Synthesis of results funded by the Office of 
Planning, Research and Evaluation (OPRE) in the 
Administration for Children and Families.
Reviews findings from 10 state reports:

• Arizona*, California, Delaware, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Oregon, Rhode Island, 
Washington, and Wisconsin

Nine state reports conducted to fulfill 
requirements of the Race to the Top – Early 
Learning Challenge Grant
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Early Learning Challenge Grant
Requires state grantees to address two validation questions:

1. Do the ratings meaningfully differentiate higher-quality programs from 
lower-quality programs?

2. Are gains in children’s development and learning greater in higher-
rated programs compared to children who attend lower-rated 
programs?

20 ELC states
◦ Round 1 (2011): CA, DE, MD, MA, MN, NC, OH, RI, WA
◦ Round 2 (2012): CO, IL, NM, OR, WI
◦ Round 3 (2013): GA, KY, MI, NJ, PA, VT
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Blue=report released;  Underlined=study complete but no report yet



Context of Validation Studies
QRIS were early in their implementation and had small numbers of 
programs at certain levels. These levels were combined into high and 
low quality levels.
◦ For example, 1 & 2 stars (low) vs. 3, 4 & 5 stars (high)

Studies had some challenges in recruiting providers.
Not all studies included: 
◦ Family child care homes
◦ Child development measures for toddlers
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Key Findings: Quality
Most states reviewed in the synthesis found evidence that the ratings 
distinguished low- and high-quality center-based programs, using an 
external measure of observed quality. Differences between levels 
were small.

• CLASS
• ECERS-R, ECERS-E, ECERS-3
• PQA

Fewer studies included family child care, and results were mixed.
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Key Findings: Children’s Development
Some significant findings were noted across the states that examined 
children’s development. Limited evidence was noted for:

• Receptive language (two of seven states)

• Executive function (three of six states)

• Social-emotional development (four of six states)
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Summary
Within each state, validation studies inform specific decisions about 
revisions to the QRIS.
The synthesis allows us to look across states and identify consistent 
patterns of findings.
Overall, the synthesis findings indicate that ratings differentiate 
higher-quality programs from lower-quality programs.
The research evidence is limited for associations between ratings 
and patterns of children’s development. 
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What’s needed for the next phase of 
QRIS research?
Continued focus on developing and refining measures to capture 
dimensions of quality that are most important for children.
Exploration of quality for infants and toddlers.
Examination of equity issues.
Longitudinal studies to understand experiences of providers, families 
and children over time.
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Paths to QUALITY 
Evaluation
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Oregon Validation Study
SHANNON LIPSCOMB
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New Mexico QRIS 
Evaluation
SARAH DAILY
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Discussion
1. How have your findings been used in your state to inform QRIS 

implementation? What questions did QRIS stakeholders have for you?
2. What are the next steps for QRIS research that you would like to take based 

on your findings? Where will you go from here?
3. At least one of the studies incorporated a focus on toddlers. Was your study 

able to address infants and toddlers and in what way? What more do we 
need to learn that is relevant for this important subgroup?

4. What did you learn about the quality measures you included in your study? 
Would you recommend the tools you used to other research teams?

5. Did any issues related to equity emerge from your study? This could be 
findings that were differentiated by program type (homes vs centers) or 
children’s characteristics (income, race/ethnicity, language).
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Thank you!

T h e p la n n in g  for  th i s  Pres entat ion  wa s  f u n d ed  th rou gh  th e  Off i c e  o f  P la n n in g ,  Resea rc h  a n d  
Eva lu at ion  ( OPR E)  in  th e  A d m in i st rat ion  for  Ch i ld ren  a n d  Fa m i l ies  ( A F )  a n d  m a n a ged  th rou gh  a  

contra ct  w i th  Ch i ld  Trends .

T he  v iews  ex pressed  in  th i s  p resentat ion  d o  n ot  nec essa r i l y  represent  the  v iews  or  po l i c ies  o f  
the  Off i c e  o f  P la nn ing ,  Resea rc h  a n d  Eva lu at ion ,  the  A dm in i st rat ion  for  Ch i ld ren  a nd  Fa m i l ies  or  

th e  U. S .  Dep a r tm ent  o f  H ea l th  a nd  H um a n S er v i c es .
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