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Dan Thompson

Manager, Maternal Infant Health Unit

Suzette Burkitt-Wesolek, QI Specialist
Joni Detwiler, Public Health Consultant
Connie Frantz, Department Analyst
Maria Garcia, Technician

Chelsea Low, Public Health Consultant
Jenn Music, Section Secretary
Sarah Ostyn, Data & Policy Fellow

Cherie Ross, Public Health Consultant



MIHP Reviewers

> Pat Fralick

> Deanna Kelly

» Kathy Schoenberger
> Sherry Zietz



MDHHS Organizational Chart

Robert Gordon
Director, MDHHS

(Vacant) Dr. Joneigh Khaldun
Public Health Senior Chief Deputy
Administration Director Director
Orlando Todd

Bureau of Health &
Wellness Director

Dawn Shanafelt
Maternal & Infant Health
Division Director




Topics for Discussion

» COVID-19
> Home Visiting Advisory Committee
> MIHP Ongoing Initiatives



> State of Michigan staff
> MIHP staff
> Agency C

COVID-19

‘urloughs

volunteer dut

nallenges

> What the !

‘uture holds

les




Home Visiting Advisory Commitiee

» MIHP representatives

Melissa Hahn, NW Mich.
Joanne Hoganson, Kent Co.

>
>

>  Suzanne Kalchik, Sparrow
>  Darcy Lokers, DHD 10

> Vision and goals
> Progress to date



MIHP Ongoing Initiatives

> Care Connect 360
» Continuing website enhancements

» Mich. Community Collaboration
Project (Coffective)

> SE Michigan participant survey




SE Michigan Participant Survey

» MDHHS and the UM Youth Policy Lab partnered to
survey MIHP-eligible women in Region 10

> Macomb, Oakland, Wayne counties

> Flelded August 2019-February 2020

> $10 incentives for completed surveys



SE Michigan Participant Survey

3 targeted groups:

> MIHP full participants: Enrolled during pregnancy, 3+ home visits
> MIHP Partial parficipants: Fewer than 3 home visits

» Non-participants: eligible for MIHP but unenrolled



SE Michigan Participant Survey

HOW DID YOU FIRST HEAR ABOUT MIHP?
>0% - W Full (n=370) m Partial (n=108)

1%
33
25%
16%
12%
8% 8%

I I 6% <o, 6%

. 1 m= 0B

WIC Office Doctor  Health Plan Friend Family Member Other




CHECK ALL THAT APPLY: DID YOUR HOME VISITOR PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION
OR CONNECT YOU TO THE FOLLOWING SUPPORTS? (N=478)

safe infant sleep | NEGNTREEEEGEGEGEGEGEGEGEEE 27
Family planning || RGN -39
Quitting smoking || G 37%
Infant mental health specialist  |||||5GTGTGGGG 37
Breastfeeding coach |G 36%
Dietician || NG 35%

0% 100%




SE Michigan Participant Survey

Parenting
Employment
Housing
Nutrition
Fducation
Maternal health
Breastfeeding
Family planning
Quitting smoking
Transportation
Other

0%
I 0%
I 1 8%
I 1 5%
I 1%

I 5%

I /%

I 4%

I -0

I -0

.— 8%

0% 25%




SE Michigan Participant Survey

W Full (n=350) M Partial (n=105)

My home visitor respected my family's

background, culture, and beliefs, 84%
| think most women would benefit from _ 299
MIHP. 76%
My home visitor shared helpful 899%
information. 79%

My home visitor could meet at times that
worked for me. 69%

88%

| felt comfortable having my home visitor in
my home. 72%

38%

If | become pregnant again, | would enroll
in a program like MIHP. 66%

83%

0% 100%



SE Michigan Participant Survey

The information provided. | IINNEGEGEGEGEN 0
The emotional support. |GGG 1 0
My home visitor. I 199
The resources | was connected to. IIIIIIINGGEGE 11%
The supplies I received. NG © %
The home visits. |1IIEINGE:ING 7%
The maternal health support | received. | 4%
Nothing. NN ©%
Everything. I 3%
Other NG 5%

0% 25%




SE Michigan Participant Survey

MIHP WOULD BE BETTER IF... (n=78)

The providers were of higher quality. I 1 5%
It had a more flexible schedule. GGG 1%
It offered more programming options. I ©%

It offered more visits. TIIININIGIG<GEG 3%
It connected me to more resources. |GGG 6%

It offered more information. I 5%
It offered more infant supplies. I 4%
Initial outreach was better. I 3%
The program was longer. 1l 3%
It provided transportation. M 1%
Other NG 1%
No changes are needed. NN 1%

0%




REASONS FOR NOT ENROLLING (n=295):

| never heard of MIHP. | EEERNRNG—GNEEE 50
| did not need MIHP. | 32%

| did not want anyone coming into my home. || G 32%
Programs like MIHP are not for people like me. |l 9%

It was too hard to sign up for MIHP. |l 5%
| heard bad things about MIHP. ||} 3%

0% 100%



SE Michigan Participant Survey

NON-PARTICIPANT VIEWS OF MIHP (n=310)

If MIHP had reached out to me earlier | would have

enrolled. >3%

If | become pregnant again, | will enroll in MIHP. A8Y%

If MIHP had reached out to me later | would have
enrolled.

40%

| have heard positive things about MIHP.

33%

| know people who have participated in MIHP. 21%

EEI

0 100%



At the University of Michigan Youth Policy Lab, we are surrounded by some of the nation’s leading
experts on nearly every social challenge and, as a public institution,
we are committed to applying that knowledge to the public good.

We are always looking for new opportunities to increase measurable impact. For more information,
or to discuss a new project idea, contact us: www.youthpolicylab.umich.edu

Robin Jacob | rjacob@umich.edu

Megan Foster Friedman | mfosterf@umich.edu

JVI YOUTH POLICY LAB

VNIVEREITY OF MICHIGAR




Thank you for
all you do for

moms, babies,
and their
families!
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