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Prevalence of Food Insecurity in 
Households with School-Aged-Children, 

2009 

 6.6 percent of all households with children 
experienced very low food security (VLFS)  

 

 14% of households with income less than 185% 
of poverty experienced  VLFS  

 

  19% of households with income below the 
poverty line experienced VLFS  
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Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids  
 

 End Child Hunger by 2015 

The Village Norm 
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Proof-of-Concept Grants 

 Five State agencies 
received grants to 
implement the 
demonstration during a 
proof-of-concept in 
summer of 2011.  

Connecticut 

Missouri Oregon 

Texas 

Michigan 

SEBTC 
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The Demonstration States 
and the Program Models 

 

The WIC Models: 

 
 MI Department of Education 

&  

 MI Department of Community 
Health, WIC Online  

 One SFA in Grand Rapids 

 

 TX Department of Agriculture 
& 

 TX Department of State 
Health Services, WIC Offline 

 One SFA in El Paso County 
 

The SNAP Models: 

 
 CT Department of Social Services  

 17 SFA in Windham and New 
London Counties 

 

 MO Department of Social 
Services 

 3 SFA in Kansas City 

 

 OR Department of Human 
Services  

 10 SFA in Linn and Jefferson 
Counties 
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Eligibility 

Requirements for children to receive benefits 
as part of the SEBTC Demonstration: 

 
 Residing in the demonstration area 
 
 Enrolled in kindergarten through 12th grade  
 
 Certified for free/reduced price (FRP) meals in the 

2010-11 school year 
 
 (Each household selected to participate in the 

treatment group will receive benefits for all 
children in the household who are certified for free 
and reduced priced school meals) 
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Grand Rapids, MI 

 Approximately 19,000 Students 
in GRPSD 

 Approximately 16,000 Students 
& 10,000 families qualify for 
Free and Reduced Priced (FRP) 
School Food programs 

 35 Schools in the GRPSD 
participated 
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Participant Recruitment 
 Radio spots on NPR 

 Press Release 

 Community Service Announcements 

 Letters home with youngest child 
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Participant Recruitment 

 Regional news paper articles 
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Client Consent to participate in the 
demonstration and evaluation: 

 Michigan, Connecticut & Oregon chose 

to use an “active” consent process 

 households had to return a signed form if 

they wanted to “opt in” 

 Texas & Missouri chose a “passive” 

consent process 

 households had to return a signed form if 

they wished to “opt out”  
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Active Consent 
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Race/Ethnicity & Age of the 
children with Active Consent 
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Participant Selection 

 Clients with returned consent form 
were randomly selected into control 
and experiment group by evaluator. 

 

 Notification letters mailed to Head of 
Household. 

 

 2,502 participants in Experiment group 

 

 2,500 participants in Control group 

 

 Benefit started on June 11, 2011 
through September 9, 2011 
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Announcement Letter 
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MI-SEBTC Development 

 MI-WIC     MI-SEBTC   

 Leveraged from the existing Michigan WIC 
MIS application 

 Developed to display imported data from school 
districts and to enroll students directly through 
the system as needed 

 Provides users the ability to: 

 Certify participants 

 Assign Food Packages 

 Issue Benefits 
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Benefit Delivery & Operations 

 Modified existing WIC 
infrastructure to administer the 
program 

 ACS: EPPIC 

 3 Sigma Software: MI-SEBTC 

 Only vendors authorized for 
WIC could participate in SEBTC 

 Transaction processing same as 
WIC with different identifiers 

 No negative impact on Vendors 
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Benefit Delivery & Operations 

 All participants who were selected into 
experiment group were certified, assigned 
standard food package, and issued benefits 

 Auxiliary data fields also populated 

 

 Food cards were mailed to Head of Household 
using standard card carrier 

 

 EBT Cards pinned By Clients (card not active 
until pinned) 
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 MI Bridge Card 
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Data sharing 

 Data sharing agreements 
between State offices, School 
District, and Evaluators 

 All data sent was encrypted and 
followed agreed upon FTP 
protocols 

 Production reports and data files 
later sent between MI-SEBTC 
and evaluators 

 IRB Approvals 
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Helpline 

 ACS = Issues with the physical card 

 3SSW = Issues with benefits or 
participant/family data 

 Grand Rapids = Issues around the 
program and general trouble 
shooting 

 WIC = Issues with food package 
 ACS initially received a large volume of inquiries 

regarding SEBTC from general public 

 Changed ACS helpline script 
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Food Package 

 USDA provided guidance for 
food package items and 
quantities 

 Goal to balance nutrition with 
cost of $60.00 

 Fit package cost ceiling into 
estimated food cost 

 All participants issued the same 
food package 
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Food Package 
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Client Training 
 Client training given primarily through website 

 Printouts and videos 

 http://www.sebtc-mi.com/ 

 Face to Face training also provided in Grand Rapids 

http://www.sebtc-mi.com/
http://www.sebtc-mi.com/
http://www.sebtc-mi.com/
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Vendor Training 

 Vendors were notified statewide of the program via 
quarterly news letter 

 Vendors in Kent County (project site) were sent a form 
letter with food card and announcement sheet 

 Half day face to face training also provided 
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Benefit Group 
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•2,502 students in Benefit group 

•172 Students did not redeem 

any benefits 
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Benefit Redemptions 

 No. of Benefit Group = 2,502 

 No. of Students Redeemed Benefit = 2,330 

 No. Students with no redemptions =172 

 No. families with redemptions = 1,248 

 Total available benefit = $419,400.0 

 Total redemption = $248,442.37 

 69.5% (867) families redeemed >60% of 

their benefits 

 381 of the families redeemed <60% of their 

benefits 
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Future Plans: 
 
 Full Implementation in GRPSD 

 Continuation of 2011 Demonstration 

 Identify at least 10,000 potential 
participants 

 Letters, forms, mailings, robocalls & 
local media to increase awareness 

 Active consent scan forms 

 5,000 participants in control 

 5,000 participants in experiment 

 MI-SEBTC to assign benefits 

 Updated flyers and communications sent 
to Vendors 

 Face to face trainings 
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 Michigan’s Thumb Area:  
 4 Intermediate School Districts in 

6 counties 

 Mainly rural with two medium 
sized cities 

 Primarily Caucasian 

 Income: 32,568-$51,029  

 Agricultural and Tourism 

 2,500 Experiment 

 2,500 Control 

Future Plans: 
  Summer EBT Expansion 
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 Partners 

 USDA-FNS,  
 Program Sponsor 

 Jay Hirschman, Hoke Wilson, 
Michelle Stewart 

 Abt-Mathematica, 
Evaluation Team 
 Ann Collins, Anne Gordon 

 MDE, 

 The Grantee 
 Howard Leikert, Nick Drzal 

 GRPSD,  

 The School Authorities 
 Paul Baumgartner, Jan Loeffler 

 MDCH-WIC, 
The Design, Development & 

Implementation Engine 

 The WIC Team:  
 Laurie Perrelli  

 Rick Schneider 

 3SSW, Kamalesh Bandanadham 

 ACS, Asad Salahuddin 

 NDG, Ricky Aviles 
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Michigan Children are ready for 
Statewide SEBTC 


