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United in support of young children (ages 0-5) and 
their families, we propose the following agenda as a 
framework for building a smart, comprehensive early 
childhood policy for the Palmetto State. 

What gets measured gets done.
 
We support investment in evidence-based solutions, and holding 
early childhood providers, funders, and state agencies that serve 
young children and their families responsible for positive outcomes.1 
Programs and interventions to improve outcomes for South Carolina’s 
children and families exist, but are not deployed efficiently or to scale. 
We believe that rigorous evaluation of programs and accountability 
for outcomes promotes the efficient use of resources and generates 
bold, positive impact for children and families.

Quality early childhood experiences are driven 
by meaningful interactions with the people in a 

child’s life. 

Neurological research conducted at the Harvard Medical School 
has clearly demonstrated that among the most critical experiences 
in shaping the architecture of the developing brain are the “serve 
and return” interactions between children and significant adults in 
their lives.2 We believe in supporting and empowering parents to 
be responsible teachers and safe, nurturing caregivers. The quality 
of out-of-home care is built on the strength of interactions between 
children and their caregivers. Quality early care and education, and 
early childhood programs must build parental resilience, social 
connections, knowledge of parenting and child development, provide 
concrete support in times of need, and support development of the 
social and emotional competence of children.  These programs must 
support parents and other caregivers, create safe environments for 
young children, and buffer the impacts of adverse early experiences.

I N S T I T U T E  for C H I L D  S U C C E S S



Children from low-income families and 
communities benefit most from access to services. 

According to Nobel Prize winning economist and University of 
Chicago Professor James Heckman, gaps open early in life between 
socioeconomically advantaged children and disadvantaged 
children.3 Early intervention can improve the health, cognitive 
and social-emotional abilities of disadvantaged children. We must 
support low-income and at-risk children and their families with 
quality, equitable, and accessible services.

Two years are better than one.  

Evaluations of the Perry Preschool Program and the Chicago 
Child-Parent Center, demonstrate that investing in two years of early 
childhood education and quality care yield greater impacts than 
investment in a single year of these programs.4  

Nurturing future citizens is long-term work 
that requires the commitment and patience of 

decades not the fleeting commitment of a single 
year or election cycle.  

Supporting early childhood health, education, and development 
yields a brighter future for South Carolina.  We envision all children 
ready for school, healthier, more productive adults, stronger families, 
reduced crime, significant government cost avoidance, a more 
competitive workforce, and a stronger economy for the Palmetto 
State.5 

At the beginning of the 2014 Legislative Session and in 
view of the upcoming statewide elections, we urge our 
elected leaders and policymakers to give this agenda 
serious consideration as decisions are made and policies 
advanced that impact young children and their families.



Works Cited

1. Coalition for Evidence-Based Policy, Practical evaluation strategies for 
building a body of proven-effective social program: Suggestions for research 
and program funders, October 2013; Metz, A. & Bartley, L. (2012), Active 
implementation framework for program success.

2. Center on the Developing Child at Harvard University (2007). A 
Science-Based Framework for Early Childhood Policy: Using Evidence 
to Improve Outcomes in Learning, Behavior, and Health for Vulnerable 
Children. http://www.developingchild.harvard.edu

3. Heckman, JJ (2008). Schools, skills, and synapses. Economic Inquiry, 
46:289-324.

4. Arteaga, I.A., Humpage, S., Reynolds, A.J., & Temple, J.A. (in press). 
One year of preschool or two? Is it important for adult outcomes? Results 
from the Chicago Longitudinal Study of the Chicago Parent-Child Centers. 
Economics of Education Review; Magnuson, K., Meyers, M., Ruhm, C., & 
Waldfogel, J. (2004). Inequality in preschool education and school readiness. 
American Educational Research Journal, 41, 115-157; Phillips, D., & Adams, 
G. (2001). Child care and our youngest children. The Future of Children, 11, 
35-51; Reynolds, A. J. (1995). One year of preschool intervention or two: Does 
it matter?. Early Childhood Research Quarterly, 10, 1-31; Sammons, P., Sylva, 
K., Melhuish, E., Taggart, B., Elliot, K., & Siraj-Blatchford, I. (2002). The 
effective provision of preschool education (EPPE) project: Measuring the 
impact of pre-school on children’s cognitive progress over the pre-school 
period (Vol. 8). London, England: Institute of Education, University 
of London/Department for Education and Skill; Tarullo, L., Xue, Y., & 
Burchinal, M. (2013, April). Are two years better than one? Examining dosage 
of Head Start attendees using propensity score matching methodology. In 
A. Madigan (Chair), Does program dosage predict outcomes in Head Start 
and Early Head Start. Symposium presented at the Biennial Meeting of the 
Society for Research in Child Development, Seattle, WA; Yoshikawa, H. et 
al. (2013). Investing in our future: the evidence base on preschool education. 

5. Bartik, T. J. (2011) Investing in kids: Early childhood programs and 
local economic development. Kalamazoo, MI: W.E. Upjohn Institute for 
Employment Research.


