










15 of  New Mexico’s 16 Head St ar t  and Ear ly Head St ar t  Gr ant ees complet ed all or  some of  t he 2014 needs assessment  

sur vey; Child & Family Ser vices of  Lea Count y did not  r espond t o t his year ’s sur vey.  
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No Working 
RelaƟonship (1) 

CooperaƟon 
(2) 

CoordinaƟon 
(3) 

CollaboraƟon 
(4) Mean 



  
Not at all Diĸ -
cult (1) 

Somewhat 
Diĸ cult (2) 

Diĸ cult 
(3) 

Extremely Diĸ -
cult (4) Mean 



  

No Working 
Relationship 
(1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Local housing agencies and planning groups 20% 47% 20% 13% 2.27 
Local agencies serving families experiencing              
homelessness 13% 67% 7% 13% 2.20 

Local McKinney-Vento liaison 53% 27% 0% 20% 1.87 

Title I Director, if Title I funds are being used to support 
early care and education programs for children experienc-
ing homelessness * 67% 13% 13% 7% 1.60 

Overall Mean         1.98 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Implementing policies and procedures to ensure that children experi-
encing homelessness are identified and prioritized for enrollment 93% 7% 0% 0% 1.07 
Allowing families of children experiencing homelessness to apply to, 
enroll in and attend Head Start while required documents are obtained 
within a reasonable time frame 80% 13% 7% 0% 1.27 
Obtaining sufficient data on the needs of homeless children to inform 
the program’s annual community assessment 67% 20% 13% 0% 1.47 
Aligning Head Start program definition of homelessness with McKin-
ney-Vento Homeless Assistance Act 73% 7% 13% 7% 1.53 
Entering into an MOU with the appropriate local entity responsible for 
managing publicly funded preschool that includes a plan to coordinate 
selection priorities for eligible children, including children experiencing 
homelessness 57% 21% 7% 14% 1.79 
Engaging community partners, including the local McKinney-Vento  
Liaison, in conducting staff cross training and planning activities 53% 7% 33% 7% 1.93 
In coordination with LEA, developing and implementing family outreach 
and support efforts under McKinney-Vento and transition planning for 
children experiencing homelessness 43% 29% 14% 14% 2.00 

Overall Mean         1.58 



  
No Working Re-
lationship (1) Cooperation (2) Coordination (3) Collaboration (4) Mean 

Services and networks supporting foster and adop-
tive families 7% 43% 29% 21% 2.64 

Employment & Training and Labor services agen-
cies 7% 47% 27% 20% 2.60 

Child Welfare agency 0% 53% 33% 13% 2.60 

TANF (Temporary Assistance for Needy Families) 
agency 13% 40% 27% 20% 2.53 

Economic and Community Development Councils 33% 47% 13% 7% 1.93 

Children’s Trust agency 79% 14% 0% 7% 1.36 

Overall Mean     2.28 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Implementing policies and procedures to ensure that children in the 
child welfare system are prioritized for enrollment 100% 0% 0% 0% 1.00 
Establishing and implementing local interagency partnerships 
agreements 67% 20% 13% 0% 1.47 

Facilitating shared training and technical assistance opportunities 53% 33% 13% 0% 1.60 
Obtaining information and data for community assessment and 
planning 47% 40% 13% 0% 1.67 
Working together to target recruitment to families receiving TANF, 
Employment and Training, and related support services 47% 40% 13% 0% 1.67 
Exchanging information on roles & resources with other service 
providers regarding family/child assistance services 47% 33% 13% 7% 1.80 

Getting involved in state level planning and policy development 14% 29% 50% 7% 2.50 

Overall Mean     1.67 



  

No Working 
Relationship 
(1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Higher education programs/services/ resources related to 
child care 29% 21% 21% 29% 2.50 

Child Care Resource & Referral agencies 14% 43% 43% 0% 2.29 

State agency for Child Care 29% 36% 21% 14% 2.21 

Local child care programs for full-year, full- day services 29% 64% 0% 7% 1.86 

State or regional policy/planning committees that address 
child care issues 50% 29% 21% 0% 1.71 

Overall Mean     2.11 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Exchanging information on roles and resources with other provid-
ers/ organizations regarding child care  and community needs as-
sessment 29% 57% 7% 7% 1.93 
Sharing data/information on children that are jointly served 
(assessments, outcomes, etc.) 36% 36% 21% 7% 2.00 

Establishing linkages/partnerships with child care providers 29% 43% 21% 7% 2.07 

Assisting families to access full-day, full year services 31% 46% 8% 15% 2.08 

Aligning policies and practices with other service providers 8% 69% 15% 8% 2.23 

Overall Mean     2.06 



  
No Working 
Relationship (1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Public libraries 14% 7% 29% 50% 3.14 
Public/private sources that provide book donations or 
funding for books 14% 14% 21% 50% 3.07 

Services to promote parent/child literacy interactions 0% 46% 8% 46% 3.00 
Higher education programs/services/ resources related 
to family literacy 21% 14% 36% 29% 2.71 

Adult Education 0% 54% 31% 15% 2.62 

School libraries 21% 21% 36% 21% 2.57 

Parent education programs/services 8% 46% 31% 15% 2.54 

Museums 21% 29% 29% 21% 2.50 

Reading Readiness programs 38% 23% 8% 31% 2.31 
Providers of services for children and families who are 
English language learners (ELL) 29% 36% 14% 21% 2.29 

Employment and Training programs 15% 54% 23% 8% 2.23 

English Language Learner programs & services 15% 54% 23% 8% 2.23 
Dept. of Education's Family Literacy program (Title I, 
Part A) 83% 0% 0% 17% 1.50 

Even Start (Family Literacy Program) 79% 0% 14% 7% 1.50 

Overall Mean     2.44 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Incorporating family literacy into your program policies and prac-
tices 79% 21% 0% 0% 1.21 
Educating others (e.g., parents, the community) about the im-
portance of family literacy 50% 50% 0% 0% 1.50 

Establishing linkages/partnerships with key literacy providers 50% 50% 0% 0% 1.50 
Establishing linkages/partnerships with key local level organiza-
tions/programs (other than libraries) 43% 57% 0% 0% 1.57 
Exchanging information with other providers/organizations re-
garding roles and resources related to family literacy 57% 29% 14% 0% 1.57 

Recruiting families to Family Literacy Services 29% 71% 0% 0% 1.71 

Overall Mean     1.51 



  

No Working 
Relationship 
(1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Local providers for IDEA Part C 0% 8% 0% 92% 3.85 

Local providers (LEA) for IDEA Part B/619 0% 14% 14% 71% 3.57 
State Lead Agency for IDEA Part C (to serve children 0-3 
with disabilities) 8% 0% 31% 62% 3.46 
State-funded programs for children with disabilities and 
their families 0% 15% 31% 54% 3.38 
Non-Head Start councils, committees or work groups that 
address policy/program issues regarding children with 
disabilities 0% 31% 31% 38% 3.08 
State Lead Agency for IDEA Part B/619 (to serve children 
3 through 5) 14% 21% 14% 50% 3.00 
State Education Agency—other programs/services 
(Section 504, special projects re: children with disabili-
ties, etc.) 14% 14% 43% 29% 2.86 
Federally funded programs for families of children with 
disabilities  7% 43% 29% 21% 2.64 
University/community college programs/services related 
to children with disabilities 14% 36% 36% 14% 2.50 

Overall Mean     3.15 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Having staff attend IEP or IFSP meetings 79% 21% 0% 0% 1.21 

Coordinating services with Part C providers 77% 23% 0% 0% 1.23 
Exchanging information on roles and resources with other providers/ 
organizations regarding services for children with disabilities and their 
families 64% 36% 0% 0% 1.36 

Coordinating services with Part B/619 providers (LEA) 64% 29% 0% 7% 1.50 

Sharing data/information on jointly served children (assessments, out-
comes, etc.) 64% 29% 0% 7% 1.50 

Obtaining timely evaluations of children 36% 57% 7% 0% 1.71 

Overall Mean     1.42 



  

No Working 
Relationship 
(1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Providers of child abuse prevention/treatment 
services 0% 21% 57% 21% 3.00 

Law Enforcement 14% 14% 50% 21% 2.79 

Providers of domestic violence preven-
tion/treatment services 7% 36% 43% 14% 2.64 

Providers of emergency services 15% 46% 23% 15% 2.38 

Providers of substance abuse preven-
tion/treatment services 8% 62% 23% 8% 2.31 

Private resources geared toward preven-
tion/intervention  29% 36% 14% 21% 2.29 

Overall Mean     2.57 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Partnering with service providers on outreach activities for eligible 
families 79% 21% 0% 0% 1.21 

Establishing linkages/partnerships with law enforcement agencies 64% 36% 0% 0% 1.36 

Obtaining in-kind community services for the children/families in 
your program 64% 29% 0% 7% 1.50 

Exchanging information on roles and resources with other provid-
ers/ organizations regarding community services 50% 50% 0% 0% 1.50 

Establishing linkages/partnerships with private resources (e.g., 
faith-based, foundations, business) regarding prevention/treatment 
services 50% 36% 14% 0% 1.64 

Sharing data/information on children/families served jointly by Head 
Start and other agencies re: prevention/treatment services 43% 50% 7% 0% 1.64 

Establishing linkages/partnerships with public resources (tribal, 
county, city, state, etc.) regarding prevention/treatment services 43% 36% 21% 0% 1.79 

Overall Mean     1.52 



  

No Working 
Relationship 
(1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

A.  In your Head Start service area, the appropriate local 
entity responsible for managing publicly funded preschool 
programs with whom you are to develop a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) regarding Pre-K services. 31% 15% 15% 38% 2.62 

Overall Mean     2.62 



Area N/ A 
Not At All 
Diĸ cult 

Somewhat 
Diĸ cult Diĸ cult 

Extremely 
Diĸ cult Mean 

Information, dissemination and access for families contacting 
Head Start or other preschool program 15% 54% 8% 23% 0% 1.64 

Selection priorities for eligible children served 17% 42% 25% 17% 0% 1.7 

Communications and parent outreach for transition to kindergar-
ten 15% 38% 31% 15% 0% 1.73 

Educational activities, curricular objectives and instruction 15% 38% 23% 15% 8% 1.91 

Provision and use of facilities, transportation, etc. 15% 31% 31% 23% 0% 1.91 

Service areas 31% 31% 8% 31% 0% 2 

Other elements mutually agreed to by the parties to the MOU 23% 23% 31% 23% 0% 2 

Staff training, including opportunities for joint staff training 23% 8% 38% 31% 0% 2.3 

Program technical assistance 23% 15% 23% 38% 0% 2.3 

Provision of services to meet needs of working parents, as appli-
cable 15% 8% 38% 31% 8% 2.45 

Overall Mean      1.99 



  
No Working 
Relationship (1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Local Education Agencies (LEAs) regarding transition 
from Head Start to kindergarten. 17% 0% 17% 67% 3.33 

Overall Mean     3.33 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat Dif-
ficult (2) Difficult (3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Aligning Head Start curricula and assessments with Head 
Start Child Outcomes Framework 75% 25% 0% 0% 1.25 
Partnering with LEAs and parents to assist individual chil-
dren/families to transition to school, including review of 
portfolio/records 67% 33% 0% 0% 1.33 
Aligning Head Start curricula with State Early Learning 
Standards 67% 25% 8% 0% 1.42 
Exchanging information with LEAs on roles, resources and 
regulations 67% 25% 8% 0% 1.42 
Establishing and implementing comprehensive transition 
policies and procedures with LEAs 67% 25% 0% 8% 1.50 
Linking LEA and Head Start services relating to language, 
numeracy and literacy 58% 33% 8% 0% 1.50 
Coordinating with LEAs regarding other support services 
for children and families 58% 33% 8% 0% 1.50 

Helping parents of limited English proficient children under-
stand instructional and other information and services pro-
vided by the receiving school. 58% 33% 8% 0% 1.50 

Partnering with LEAs to implement systematic procedures 
for transferring Head Start program records to school 64% 18% 18% 0% 1.55 
Establish policies and procedures that support children 
transition to school that includes engagement with LEA 58% 33% 0% 8% 1.58 

Ongoing communication with LEAs to facilitate coordina-
tion of programs (including teachers, social workers, 
McKinney-Vento liaisons, etc.) 50% 42% 0% 8% 1.67 
Conducting joint outreach to parents and LEA to discuss 
needs of children entering kindergarten 42% 50% 8% 0% 1.67 

Coordinating shared use of facilities with LEAs 42% 50% 0% 8% 1.75 

Coordinating transportation with LEAs 42% 42% 8% 8% 1.83 

Aligning curricula and assessment practices with LEAs 42% 33% 25% 0% 1.83 

Organizing and participating in joint training, including tran-
sition-related training for school staff and Head Start staff 33% 33% 17% 17% 2.17 

Overall Mean     1.59 



  
No Working 
Relationship (1) 

Cooperation 
(2) 

Coordination 
(3) 

Collaboration 
(4) Mean 

Head Start T & TA Network 0% 14% 36% 50% 3.36 
Institutions of Higher Education (less than 4 year)( e.g., 
community colleges) 14% 14% 36% 36% 2.93 

Institutions of Higher Education (4 year) 7% 36% 21% 36% 2.86 
Service providers/organizations offering relevant train-
ing/TA cross-training opportunities 7% 43% 29% 21% 2.64 

Other T & TA networks (regional, state) 15% 31% 31% 23% 2.62 

Child Care Resource & Referral Network 15% 46% 23% 15% 2.38 

On-line courses/programs 29% 29% 21% 21% 2.36 

Overall Mean     2.73 



  
Not At All 
Difficult (1) 

Somewhat 
Difficult (2) 

Difficult 
(3) 

Extremely 
Difficult (4) Mean  

Transferring credits between public institutions of learning 71% 21% 7% 0% 1.36 

Accessing on-line professional development opportunities (e.g., 
availability of equipment, internet connection, etc.) 64% 36% 0% 0% 1.36 

Exchanging information on roles and resources with other provid-
ers/ organizations regarding professional development 57% 43% 0% 0% 1.43 

Accessing early childhood education degree programs in the com-
munity 57% 29% 14% 0% 1.57 

Accessing T & TA opportunities in the community (including cross-
training) 36% 57% 7% 0% 1.71 

Accessing scholarships and other financial support for professional 
development programs/activities 43% 29% 29% 0% 1.86 

Staff release time to attend professional development activities 43% 29% 14% 14% 2.00 

Overall Mean     1.61 





childr en? (Rat e your  st af f ’s under st anding bet ween 1 and 5,  wit h 1 being low and 5 being ext r emely knowl-
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