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Quality Transition IEP Indicator (B-13) 
• Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above with an IEP that 

includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals that are 
annually updated and based upon an age appropriate transition 
assessment, transition services, including courses of study, that 
will reasonably enable the student to meet those postsecondary goals, 
and annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition services 
needs 

• There also must be evidence that the student was invited to the 
IEP Team meeting where transition services are to be discussed and 
evidence that, if appropriate, a representative of any participating 
agency was invited to the IEP Team meeting with the prior consent of 
the parent or student who has reached the age of majority. (20 U.S.C. 
1416(a)(3)(B)) 
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Critical Interrelationships for 
Achieving PSO  

Quality IEPs 
(Indicator 13) 

Staying in 
School 

(Indicator 2) 

Graduating 
(Indicator 1) 

Positive Post-
School Outcomes  

(PSO)  
(Indicator 14) 
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NSTTAC Indicator 13 Checklist  
 

1. Is there an appropriate measurable postsecondary goal 
or goals in this area? 

2. Is (are) the postsecondary goal(s) updated annually? 
3. Is there evidence that the measurable postsecondary 

goal(s) were based on an age-appropriate transition 
assessment? 

4. Are there transition services in the IEP that will 
reasonably enable the student to meet his or her 
postsecondary goal(s)? 
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Indicator 13 Checklist (cont.)  
 

5. Do the transition services include courses of study that will 
reasonably enable the student to meet his or her 
postsecondary goal(s)? 

6. Is (are) there annual IEP goal(s) related to the student’s 
transition services needs? 

7. Is there evidence that the student was invited to the IEP 
Team meeting where transition services were discussed? 

8. If appropriate, is there evidence that a representative of 
any participating agency was invited to the IEP Team 
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student who 
has reached the age of majority? 
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Indicator 13—Checklist Form B 



Elements of Transition-Rich IEPs 
• PS goals and present level of performance – 

based on age-appropriate transition 
assessments 

• Measurable postsecondary goals 
• Transition activities and services, including 

course of study 
• Annual IEP goals related to transition services 

needs 
• Student and agency invited 
• STUDENT FOCUSED 
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Seattle University - Center for Change in Transition Services, 2010 
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Several Years of I-13 Data Analysis 
(NSTTAC – NTACT) 
From the APR Analysis:  
• Overall compliance has increased. 
• What we know about data collection methods from the 

APRs has diminished in clarity. 

Anecdotally from TA requests and work in states:  
• Much happens to practice between monitoring cycles. 
• Forms drive practice. 
• Quality transition planning processes consistently 

result in compliant transition plans. 
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Figure 3. Six Year Trends for Indicator B13 Data 
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Figure 1. Type of Checklist Used to Collect Indicator B13 Data 
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Figure 2. Method Used to Collect Indicator B13 Data 
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Poll—What do you do?  

Sample? Census?  
District self-report?  
State monitors?  
Online system?  
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Data Quality 

 
 

“garbage in, garbage out” 
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Critical Interrelationships for 
Achieving PSO  

Quality IEPs 
(Indicator 13) 

Staying in 
School 

(Indicator 2) 

Graduating 
(Indicator 1) 

Positive Post-
School 

Outcomes 
(Indicator 14) 
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Rhode Island’s Efforts 
to Use Quality Data to 

Drive Program 
Improvement 



Overview 

• March 2013—Rolled out I-13 Rubric to 32 RI 
districts 

• March 2014—Reviewed random sampling w/I-13 
Rubric - 563 RI Secondary IEPs statewide 

• March 2014 – March 2016—Based on I-13 rubric 
analysis, provided 2 years of technical assistance 
(statewide, regionally, locally) 

• March 2016—Reviewed random sampling – 180 
RI middle school IEPs statewide 
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Accomplishments—2012–2014 

• Relationships fostered between special 
education directors and regional transition 
coordinators 

• Established IEP Quality baseline information 
statewide, regionally, and locally  

• Revamped technical assistance model to reflect 
data needs 

• Revamped RTC contracts to reflect direct 
technical assistance 
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State Data 
Random Sample of 563 IEP’s 
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Indicator 13 Rubric 
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Progress — 2015–2016 
• Targeted technical assistance provided by 4 

regional transition coordinators 
• Administration appreciation!   
• Increase in youth leading IEPs 
• College instructors utilizing the I-13 rubric to 

teach upcoming educators about quality 
secondary IEPs 

• Data-based decision making across the districts 
• Districts working together! 
• Identified middle school transition deficits  
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2015–2016 I-13 Quality Review—180 
Statewide Middle School IEPs 
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http://goanimate.com/videos/0uCJXXHH6GYE  
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Next steps 

• Randomly select 25 IEPs from 32 districts (800 
IEPs) 

• Complete I-13 rubric review 

• Review data analysis & comparison from 2014 

• Provide targeted technical assistance to middle 
school educators on transition services & present 
levels of performance 

• Continue to review data & interventions 
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September 
2016 

Random 
Sampling of 
Secondary 

IEPs (32 
Districts) 

October 
2016 

New: Middle School 
Statewide Transition 

Event 

December 
2016 

Cadre - Review 
I-13 Quality 

Data 

Jan 2017 – 
Feb 2017 

Review 
the 

Data!!! 

March 2017 

5th RI Transition 
Institute 

Statewide 
Parent 

Conference 

Ongoing Technical Assistance - Regional Transition Advisory Councils 

Ongoing Technical Assistance - Local Educational Agencies 

Five Regional Student Events 

New: Middle 
School 

Statewide 
Student Self -

Advocacy 
Conference 
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Goals for RI 

1. Increase district participation in transition 
gradebook/tracking tool (currently piloting in 
3 districts) 

2. Provide targeted technical assistance based 
on DATA 

3. Address the transition gaps in our middle 
schools (students, educators, and families) 
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Iowa B13 
Quality Performance and 

Compliance 



We just need to make it compliant. 

This is about compliance, not effective practice. 

Phrases That Make Me Cringe 
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FAPE 

LRE 

Continuum of Services 

Compliance Is More Than 
Procedural Documentation 
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Is this IEP reasonably calculated to 
provide Free Appropriate Public 
Education (FAPE)? 
• Each of 6 Critical Elements must be present: 
• Interests and preferences 
• Transition assessments 
• Postsecondary expectations for living, learning, and 

working 
• Course of study 
• Goals 
• Supports and services 

• Elements must align 

• Ages 14+ 
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Current Process & Status 

• 5-year cycle  
• 95% confidence—10% margin of error 
• Data collectors must be certified.   
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Iowa's Indicator B13 Data 

FFY 05 FFY 06 FFY 07 FFY 08 FFY 09 FFY 10 FFY 11 FFY 12 FFY 13 FFY 14
Iowa 5.00 15.08 35.23 54.28 66.48 69.09 65.80 68.21 85.20 87.55
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Observations on Current Process 

•  5-year cycle may permit district slippage. 
• Systemic issues may not be identified. 
• Cannot compare across districts 
• Does not take into account results data (e.g., 

graduation) 
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Proposal to OSEP 
1. No change in measurement (6 Critical Elements) 

2. 4-year cycle (or 3-year cycle depending on how you 
count) 

• Every district in Year 1 

• Based on data, districts are assigned to one of 3 Tiers. 

• Universal Tier would not collect B13 data again, until 
every district must. 

• Districts in Targeted and Intensive Tiers must collect 
data for Years 2 and 3. 

• All districts participate in the following year, and cohorts 
are reassigned. 
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Observations on Current Process 

• 5-year cycle may permit 
district slippage. 

• Systemic issues may not be 
identified. 

• Cannot compare across 
districts 

• Does not take into account 
results data (e.g., graduation) 

• Districts not at threshold levels 
collect data every year. 

• Tiered levels will have multiple 
supports. 

• All districts every 3 years 
permits comparisons. 

• Tiered supports will include 
analysis of student outcomes 
and systemic issues of 
delivery. 
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Questions/ Ideas 
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Contact Us 
NTACT on I-13 Analysis: David Test, dwtest@uncc.edu 

Rhode Island’s Efforts: David Sienko, 
david.sienko@ride.ri.gov  

Iowa’s Efforts: Barbara Guy, barbara.guy@iowa.gov 

NTACT for general requests: 
ntactmail@uncc.edu 
704-687-8606 
www.transitionTA.org 
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 shameless 
promotion 

• Explore our website:   
www.transitionta.org  

• Sign up for our listserve: 
http://uncc.surveyshare.com/s/AYASDJA 

• Follow us on Facebook   :  at transitionta 

• …and on Twitter    :  at transitionta  

• …and on Pinterest   :  at transitionta  

• Contact us:  ntactmail.@uncc.edu  
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For More Information 

Visit the IDC website  
http://ideadata.org/ 

Follow us on Twitter 
https://twitter.com/ideadatacenter 
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This presentation was supported by a grant from the U.S. 
Department of Education, #H373Y130002. However, the 
contents do not necessarily represent the policy of the 
Department of Education, and you should not assume 
endorsement by the Federal Government.  

Project Officers:  Richelle Davis and Meredith Miceli  
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