
Suggested Format for 

APR Indicator C4, Due February 2014 
	Monitoring Priority: Early Intervention Services In Natural Environments


Indicator 4:  Percent of families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family:

A.
Know their rights;

B.
Effectively communicate their children's needs; and

C.
Help their children develop and learn.                                    

(20 USC 1416(a)(3)(A) and 1442)

	Measurement:

A.
Percent = [(# of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family know their rights) divided by the (# of respondent families participating in Part C)] times 100.

B.
Percent = [(# of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family effectively communicate their children's needs) divided by the (# of respondent families participating in Part C)] times 100.

C.  Percent =  [(# of respondent families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family help their children develop and learn) divided by the (# of respondent families participating in Part C)] times 100.


Target Data and Actual Target Data for FFY 2012:

	Target Data and Actual Target Data
	FFY 2012 Target 
	FFY 2012
Actual

	A. Know their rights
	%
	#
	%

	B. Effectively communicate their children’s needs
	%
	#
	%

	C. Help their children develop and learn
	%
	#
	%


Describe your State data including:

· Overall response rate (the number of surveys returned divided by the number of surveys disseminated)

· Describe the methods used to assess and determine representativeness of data: 

· What criteria were used to analyze representativeness of responses (e.g. family demographics, program characteristics, geographic variables, etc)? 

· What data was used as a comparison in assessing whether data were representative? 

· What were your conclusions about the representativeness of the data? 
Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for FFY 2012
:

Describe and discuss the State’s completed improvement activities for this indicator during FFY 2012. 
When discussing improvement activities, States may want to consider addressing which improvement activities targeted improvement in the quality of the data (i.e. response rates or representativeness), and which were designed to improve the quality of programs and services in order to improve family outcomes. Discussion of improvement activities may include:

· What you did to improve data quality e.g. 

· Review/revise survey methodology approaches 

· Implement targeted strategies to improve response rates and/or representativeness among some or all family demographics

· Other

· What you did to improve helping families know their rights, communicate their children’s needs, and helping their children develop and learn, e.g. 

· Review/revise policies and/or procedures related to intervention strategies in working with children and families. 
· Review/revise/conduct training and TA on procedural safeguards, family-centered practices, coaching, etc.

· Other 

· What difference the improvement activity made, and how you knew whether the activity(ies) had made a difference.

Provide an explanation of the State’s progress or slippage in each of the three sub-indicator areas.

· How does your State’s FFY 2012 actual data compare to FFY 2011 actual data?  

· What is your hypothesis regarding the changes in your state’s data? 

· How does your State’s FFY 2012 actual data compare to your FFY 2012 target?  

· What is your hypothesis regarding why you reached or did not reach your target? 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / Resources for FFY 2013 [If applicable]
· Describe improvement activities developed or revised based on analyses and interpretation of the data.

· Describe and justify any revisions to the State’s proposed targets, timelines and/or resources.
� In an effort to reduce reporting burden, in the FFY 2012 APR, States:  1)  Are not required to provide an explanation of:  a) progress; b) no change in actual target data from the data for FFY 2011; or c) slippage if the State meets its target.  2)  Are not required to discuss improvement activities for:  a) compliance indicators where the State reports 100% compliance for FFY 2012; and b) results indicators where the State has met its FFY 2012 target.  3)  May provide one set of improvement activities for the entire APR as long as the Improvement Activities are indexed back to reference the relevant indicators.
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