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Data Dialogue:
Indicator 7 Child Outcomes

Results
matter
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Module Outcomes

= |dentify the three Child Outcomes and the importance
of OSEP reporting.

= Understand rating levels and progress categories in
order to address data quality and tie positive outcomes
to evidence-based practice strategies.

® Investigate two to three questions related to data for
Indicator 7 — Preschool Outcomes.
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7= Preschool Outcomes

COLORADO

Department of Education

Logic Model

« What resources go into a program
*e.g. money, staff, equipment

« What activities the program undertakes
«e.g. development of materials, training programs

«What is produced through those activities
«e.g. number of booklets produced, workshops held, people trained

« Impacts; the changes or benefits that result from the program
«e.g. increased skills/ knowledge/ confidence, leading in longer-term to promotion,

new job, etc.
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What is a child outcome?

A benefit experienced as a result of services and
supports provided for a child

How are functional outcomes

different from GOLD® domains?

Functional Outcomes describe children's mastery
and appropriate application of behaviors,
knowledge, and skills in a meaningful way in their
everyday lives.

Functional outcomes look at the integration of
behaviors across domains that children need to
participate in developmentally appropriate

routines and activities. \
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Measuring outcomes helps us...

= Determine how children are faring in our programs

® Monitor results over time

= Compare results with state and national data

= Describe how children are faring for families, funders and the
general public

Outcome?

Outcome?

26% percentage point increase in children
meeting or exceeding widely held expectations
between fall and spring
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Office of Special Education
Programs (OSEP) Indicator 7
Global OQutcomes

A) Children develop positive social-emotional skills
Including social relationships

B) Children acquire and use knowledge and skills

Including early language/communication and literacy

C) Children use appropriate behaviors to meet their
needs

Indicator 7
Child Outcomes Ratings

Preschool Special
\ Al Chidren n Resls it
Progress
Observation & Checkpoint Child Outcomes Categories and
Documentation Ratings Ratings Summary
I Statements

Magic Conversion Box!
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Imagine...
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How do we define entry/exit

for reporting?

IEP Entry Box
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How do we calculate the

Child Outcome Ratings?

Some states use the
Child Outcomes Summary Process

» Team meeting process

» Completed at entry and exit

» Data must be input for state report
» Overrides assessment results




Delayed
Needs
intervention in
order to
succeed.

Rating Scale...

Automated Conversion!

At Risk On track
Challenges in Success in learning and
learning and development likely.

development likely.

J\4

11/21/2016

Why not use the Child Outcomes

Summary Form?

What we heard from stakeholders:

®" No need to override assessment results
= Potential for added subjectivity

" Unnecessary additional meeting

= Unnecessary step in the process

" Need for additional training

= Potential risk to reliability
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Legend:
W Child Cutcomes Summary Process
B Publishers’ on-line systems.

B One tool statewide
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Actual Developmental Age (in months)

I7 Progress Categories =

Developmental Trajectories!

A child who begins
preschool lagging OSEP Progress Categories
behind other children -
must actually progress —(e) Mantained functioning
at a faster rate than EE— comparable to same-age peers
their peers in order to (d) Achieved functioning
catch up comparable to same-age peers

——(c) Increased functioning

comparable to same-age peers
20 —(b) Made progress; no change
in trajectory

10 )
—(a) Did not make progress

[
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I7 Summary Statements

Summary Statement 1 - Of those preschool children who entered
or exited the preschool program below age expectations in each
Outcome, the percent who substantially increased their rate of
growth by the time they turned 6 years of age or exited the
program. Greater than expected growth.
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I7 Summary Statements

Summary Statement 2 - The percent of preschool children who
were functioning within age expectations in each Outcome by the
time they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
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Why Do Results Matter?

The Value of Measuring Outcomes

“Early environments play a large role in shaping later
outcomes. Skill begets skill and learning begets more learning.
Early advantages accumulate; so do early disadvantages. Later
remediation of early deficits is costly, and often prohibitively

”

SO.

Dr. James Heckman
2000 Nobel Laureate in Economics
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Colorado’s Special Education
Accountability

I7 in AU Results

Each summary Preschool as a whole is worth
statement has a rubric 25% of the academic

achievement section

This is from TS GOLD®
OSEP Reporting

Child Outcomes
and Summary

Statements AU £ 4

50thzAU<90th = 3

15thaAU<50th = 2
£ AL<15th = 1




Where are final I7 results

typically posted?

= ESSU Accountability
Website:
https://www.cde.state.co.
us/cdesped/AUperforman
ceprofiles
= ESSU Data Reports:
https://www.cde.state.co.

us/cdesped/sped datarep

orts

= ESSU Data Management
System (DMS)
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Review Your Data

Take a moment to access your data and familiarize
yourself with what is available to you

Trends from 2012 to 2015

Data Analysis Scores
Scoring Criteria for each Summary Statement
How Alls were rated:
Show sigrficant ncrease form 2012 o 2015 and met target in 2015 (Model Cases)
0 [OK_ maeting targets
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Progress Categories

Outcome1 ..  Outcome? ..
wim o

- b = ah

N Size

Number of Children Reported - Historical
Number of children exiting preshool special education services

2012-13  |<<Number of children exiting preschool special education services 2012-2013>>

2013-14  |<<Number of children exiting preschool special education services 2013-2014>>

2014-15  |<<Number of children exiting preschool special education services 2014-2015>>

2015-16 _ |<<Number of children exiting preschool special education services 2015-2016>>
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Data Quality Indicators

i|
% of childsen al/above age bevel rrectations on all 3 outcomes at entry | 16.10% 1
% of children whose sxit score was lowey than entry score Dutcome & 4.60% |
% of children whose sxit seore was lower than entry score ODutcome B 4.80%
% of children whose exit scare wan kower than entry score Outcome € 7.50% |
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For Children who have exited

between certain dates
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Some Important Distinctions

My early childhood program can work (potential)
F
My early childhood program does work
#
My early childhood program is working as effectively as possible
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Possible Questions to

Ask Yourself about the Data

Are my AU’S results trending up, down, or flat?

How are we performing in relation to the rest of the state?
Do | have a large or small population?

How do growth and achievement interact?

oo (Y

Are there specific outcomes with cause for concern or
celebration?

52

How might our IEPs be contributing to these outcomes?

7. How might we use these data to inform program/service
planning? Instructional planning with teachers?

8. Are any of my data quality indicators concerning?
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Role Considerations

® How does what | do impact the child outcomes?

= What is your current individual role in data collection or
analysis? Other staff in your AU?

® Who could you team with more closely around TS GOLD® and
17 data?

® Where is the intersection between our roles with GOLD
checkpoint ratings, OSEP exits, and 17 data analysis?

= How might my AU leverage authentic assessment data to
inform intervention strategies?
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Actions

= Set your own targets.

= Have a process among your own AU staff to examine data.

= Analyze how Indicator 7 outcomes relate to K-12 outcomes.

= Gaining access to real time progress monitoring data. (GOLD!)

= Developing improvement strategies.

: J\4
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CDE Preschool Team is looking

at data to...

v'Increase transparency of |7 data

v Internally, disaggregate data and identify patterns beyond
Summary Statements

v'Identify exemplars to learn about successful strategies
v'Provide technical assistance and professional learning to AUs
v'Analyze long-term outcomes

v Facilitate AU connections to TS GOLD®

Final Thoughts

Go beyond the Summary Statements

Use progress monitoring tools

Make data-informed decision making part of the culture
Data quality is critical to informed decision making

|

P 0 D 2

IEPs and 17 Outcomes are intertwined
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