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* One SEA's Experience

 Creating a Culture of Data Quality
« Multi-faceted Approach to Data Quality

» Creating Partnerships
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One SEA’s Experience...

Missouri

Stephen Barr

Assistant Commissioner
Wisconsin Department of
Elementary and Secondary Education
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One SEA’s Experience...

Missouri

* Missouri Student Information System (SIS)- collects data
for all students

e Submission edit checks
* Consistent rules/definitions/calculations/etc.

* Monthly webinars regarding upcoming data
collections/changes

* Multiple SIS vendors in the state, but all have to produce
the MOSIS upload files. Regular conference calls with

vendors.

In collaboration with CIFR, ClID, & NTACT



One SEA’s Experience...

Missouri (Continued)

 Face to face data training for new special
education directors

 TA documentation on the web

* Phone/email TA

 Data reports to LEAs (child count, exiting, end of
year summaries, etc.)

* LEAs know that we use the data they report for
various purposes (monitoring, identification,
invitations to participate, etc.)
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Another SEA’s Experience...

Wisconsin

Patricia Williams
Assistant Director
Special Education Team
Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction
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Percent of youth aged 16 and above with
Individualized Education Programs (IEPs) that
include:

* Appropriate measurable postsecondary goals based
upon an age appropriate transition assessment;

 Transition services, including courses of study; and

* Annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition
services needs.

In collaboration with CIFR, ClID, & NTACT



Indicator 13 Postsecondary Transition \

There also must be evidence:

 The student was invited to the IEP Team
meeting, and

* Arepresentative of any participating agency with
the prior consent of the parent or adult student
was invited to the IEP Team meeting.
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Year Wisconsin
Indicator 13 %

FFY 2006 26.90%
FFY 2009 71.00%
FFY 2010 72.00%
FFY 2011 79.28%
FFY 2012 98.75%
FFY 2013 98.92%
FFY 2014 99.65%

11

im~
1LY\

In collaboration with CIFR, ClID, & NTACT



Postsecondary Transition Plan (PTP)

* An online IEP form developed by the Wisconsin
Department of Public Instruction

 Assists the Local Educational Agency (LEA) to
document the transition requirements with
prompts and compliance checks

* Allows for individualization

https://apps4.dpi.wi.gov/PTPDemo/Pages/DistrictMenu.aspx
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https://apps4.dpi.wi.gov/PTPDemo/Pages/DistrictMenu.aspx

Nancy Fuhrman

Early Childhood Data Consultant
Special Education Team
Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction

Child
Outcomes

13

I1nYe

TVA In collaboration with CIFR, ClID, & NTACT



Current Data Collection:

Child Outcomes Summary Form
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Current Data Collection:

Indicator 7 Child Outcomes Application

Child Information - Entry Record

First Name: |Test | (]
Middle Name: | |
Last Name: |Child | (]
Date of Birth: 03/01/2012 e
MM/ DD
Entry Date: 03/01/2015 (4]
(Projected IEF Implementation Date) MM/ DDy
Race/Ethnicity: Part 1: Is this child Hispanic or Latino? (Yes @No &

Part 2: Select one or more of the following categories that apply to this child. L&
[v] American Indian or Alaska Native

[ ]Asian

[ |Black or African American

[ INative Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
(] white

Primary Disability: |Autism V| L+
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Current Data Collection:

Indicator 7 Child Outcomes Application

Child Outcome Rating - Entry Record For Test Child

Positive Socio-Emotional Skills

Utilizing information from the Child Outcome Summary, report the current status for the Positive Socio-Emotional Skills child outcome area.

Positive Socio-Emotional Skills &

O1 O2 O3 04 Os Os O7F

Sources of Information - Assessment Tools

Select all that apply. At least 1 response must be selected.

[[] Assessment, Evaluation and Programming System

[ Battelle Developmental Inventory, Second Edition (BDI-2)
[Jerigance Inventory of Early Development II

[ carolina Developmental Profile

[[JDevelopmental Assessment of Young Children (DAYC)
[JDevelopmental Profile - 3 (DP-3)

[[JHawaii Early Learning Profile (HELP)

[[JLearning Accomplishment Profile Third Edition (LAP-3)

[[JTeaching Strategies Gold

[[JThe New Portage Guide Birth to Six

[[JThe Work Sampling System, {preschool 3 and 4, 2004)
[[ITransdisciplinary Play-Based Assessment, Second Edition (TPBA-2)
[ other, please specify |

Other Sources of Information
Select any that apply.

[Birth to 3 Child Outcome Exit Rating
[CJchild Care/Head Start Input
[JParent Input/Guardian Input
[[]4K/5K Teacher Input
[[IMedical Report

[ other, please specify |
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Indicator 7 Child Outcomes —
The New Application

Replaces the COSF
and the Current
Indicator 7 Child

Outcomes Application
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Child Outcomes Ages 3-5 Decision Tree Jsnusry T35

ECTA Center, Madified for Wi

Does the child function in ways that would be considered
age-expected in regard to this outcome?

_,,.-f

Mo [Consider rating 1-3)

Yes [Consider rating 4-7)

Briefly describe some of the age-expected skills,
|

15 the child's functioning age-expected across all or almost all settings and situations?

HE-£

Dies the child use any immediate foundational skills related to the outcome
upon which to build age-expected functioning across settings and situations?

Yes Mo, Combination of Age-Expected ¥es, All or Almost All Age- Expected
and Immediate Foundational
| Mo Briefly describe use of immediate and/or Foundational Briefly describe use of
foundational skills, age-expected skills across settings
and situations,
( I . 3 . ! . . 3 |
Towhat extent is the child using To what extent is the child's functioning Does anyone have concerns about the
immediate foundational skills across age-expected across settings and child' = functioning with regard to the
settings and situations? situations? outcome area?
., > . A
| | | |
( Ococasional use Lizes immediate Oocasional use ( Uses 3 mix of
of immediate foundational of age-expected age- expected
foundational =kills most or all =kills, more and not age- ves )
skills of the time. behavior that is expected = o |
not age- behaviors and
Briefly describe. Briefly describe, expected skills. Briefly describe,
_ J _
Briefly describe. Briefly describe.
\ e \ Crefvaeserte: )
=,
2 — Child uses 3 - Emerging 4 — child rarely 5— Somewhat 6 — Child uses T — Completehy
SOMme Child uses UsEs 3Ze- — Child uses age age expected Child uses age-
immediate immediats expected skills expected skills skills but there expected skills
foundational foundational some of the 8re sOMme in all settings
kills skills time CONCETNS and situations
. >

https://uaapps4.dpi.wi.gov/PSO/account/login 18
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https://uaapps4.dpi.wi.gov/PSO/account/login

\
'\

‘Child Outcomes Professional Development

Child Rating Prep Tool

Child Outcomes Prep Tool
Child's Name: Chronological Age:
Age-Expecte: d Immediate Foundational Foundational

QOutcome One

1]
Positive Social Emotional Skills g

Outcome Two

Outcome Three

19
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Child Outcomes Professional Development

Continuum of Practices

Indicator 3/7 — Child Outcomes Continuum of Practices

observations in multiply settings of the parent
and child's emotional states and their

interaction patterns.

Core Cor Y m“’i" i (";]EP &“mp‘” . Developmental Use in Practice Unacceptable Use in Practice Evidence
Information gathered during functional Team members engage in on-going assessment | Functional assessment information is used to Entry and exit ratings based entirely on a
‘@ssessment conversations, including the practices to inform child’s entry and exit rating. | inform the child outcomes rating process but child's individual skills rather than the dhild's
Routines Based Interview [RBI) is integrated not utilized to develop functional |EP goals or everyday functioning across settings.
into the IEP/ IF5F development and writing IF5P Qutcomes. Functional assessment
functional goals and child cutcomes rating. information is not represented on the not IF5P outcomes and IEF goals are based only on
represented on |EP: Present Level of Academic the child's area of delay or suspected disability.
Team members engage in ongoing assessment Achievernent and Functional Performance or
practices, including the use of an age anchoring the IFSP Summary of Development.
‘assessment tool, to inform instruction, support
coaching practices and track child progress.
A system is in place to use RBEI to gather Team members gather information from Functional asszssment is used for entry rating Information gathered anly in child’s disability
information about child’'s everyday functioning | parent/caregiver(s) about child's functioning but not exit rating. area (e.g. by speech-language pathologist only)
‘aoross settings at entry (part of IEF evaluations | across settings to inform entry and exit ratings and//or minimal input from primary caregivers
process and exit. [via a home visit, phone cll, technology, etc) Incensistent use of functional assessment is taken into consideration.
practices ooours among/across team members,
- CC: Uses information from families as part of e.g. early childhood special educator do
Functional . - . X
o N the assessment process, including listening to functional assessment but speech-language
Ass:fsmrrr:m the child and parent/caregiver and making pathologist doesn't.

A system is in place for how information will
intenticnally be gathered about a child's
functioning across settings for entry and exit
ratings and shared with all team members.
The system includes who will gather the
information, when it will ke gathered, how it
will be gathered and what will be gathered and
how it will be documented.

CC: Utilize observation, assessment, and
screening approaches and tools that ocour in
natural i and take of

inddental moments of listening or chserving.

Team members gather information about the
child’s functioning across settings such as child
care, Head 5tart and other key environments
within the child’s world to inform entry and
exit ratings.

Some team members have incorporated
functional assessment into the evaluation
process during a child's initial evaluation but
not 3s a means to Support exit ratings.

Children are rated without information about
the child's functioning in settings outside of
their primary daytime location. Entry and exit
ratings are determined without observing a
child's functioning within other environments,
e.g. childcare, home, public playground or
parent/caregiver home.
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{ Continuum of Practices - Sections

Internal Monitoring System & Data Reporting

21
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{ Levels of Practices }

e System integration
e Core Competencies

e Expected of all districts
e Leads to accurate, meaningful data

Developmental e Partially in place
Practices e Some enhancements needed

e Ineffective practices
e May lead to inaccurate data

22

In collaboration with CIFR, ClID, & NTACT



Patricia Williams
Assistant Director Special Education Team
patricia.williams@dpi.wi.gov

(608) 266-1781

Nancy Fuhrman
Early Childhood Special Education Data Consultant
nancy.fuhrman@dpi.wi.gov
(608) 266-6438
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* Begin at the point of data entry

- Address data quality at each stage
 Communicate the value of data quality
* Provide feedback on the quality of data

* Highlight uses of the data

25
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{ Multi-Faceted Approach to Data Quality J

\

« Communication
* Training
 Guidance

» System features (such as Edit Checks/
Validation)

» Data availability (for use by SEA, LEA,
others)

26
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» Create a sense of working together

* Provide LEAs with tools and support

* Emphasize the common goal of providing
high-quality services to students and
families

* Highlight how data informs policies and
initiatives

27
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https://ideadata.org/resource-library/knowledge-lab

* Review of IDC’s Knowledge Lab web page

* In-depth review of selected resources

» Educational Environment Ages 3-5 (Indicator
B6)

* Maintenance of Effort (MOE)/Coordinated Early
Intervening Services (CEIS)

28
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https://ideadata.org/resource-library/knowledge-lab

Communication

* How do you promote the importance of data
quality to your LEAs?

* What guidance materials are available for LEAs?

* What training opportunities do you provide to
LEAS?

« What other ways does your SEA promote the
message of data quality?

29
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System Development

* Does the timing or method of data collection from
LEAs have an impact on data quality? How “fresh” are
the data when you collect them?

* How do you ensure that the data being submitted
meet expected data quality standards?

* Are the same data collected in multiple places through
multiple systems? How might you reduce the risk that
data will be reported differently in different systems?

30
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Data Use/Reporting Strategies

» Do LEAs know how the data being submitted are
used? By the SEA? By Department of Education (ED)?

* How does the quality of data impact funding?
Accountability? State Systemic Improvement Plan
(SSIP) evaluation?

 How are the data used to promote SEA initiatives and
policies?

 How are data used in LEA determinations for
compliance monitoring?

31
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Questions and Answers

Open for Discussion

32
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For More Information

INC Visit the IDC website
http://ideadata.orqg/

" 4 Follow us on Twitter
https://twitter.com/ideadatacenter

33
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This presentation was supported by a grant from the U.S.
Department of Education, #H4373Y130002. 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

*J/ NETWORK
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