What IS it?
What does it mean for Illinois?
What does it mean for my program?

Introduction to the
Illinois Early Childhood Outcomes Reporting System



Background - overview of new federal
requirements and what they mean for
states

Our state

* how we plan to meet these requirements
* rationale for our approach

Local districts/programs

- responsibilities and timelines
* reviewing the process

- starting the process




The Federal Level

Accountability!

* New requirements for
the Annual

Performance Report
(APR)

* New emphasis for
Office of Special
Education Programs
(OSEP): reporting
child outcomes

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))
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Demonstrate a difference for children
with 1EPs

* Establish long-term, outcome-oriented performance
objectives

* Develop a strategy to collect and summarize annual,
national performance data

* Demonstrate national progress toward performance
objectives

Provide technical assistance to states
* Center on Early Childhood Outcomes (ECO)
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Part B/Section 619 -

All preschoolers with disabilities receiving special
education and related services will improve their
early language/communication, pre-reading, and
social emotional skills.
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Overall goals for all children

* to function successfully in home, Kindergarten
and community

» to function at the level of their typically-
developing, same-age peers

Focus on function

o Interrelation among areas of development -
NOT specific developmental domains

* Use of skills in context - authentic assessment



V e ™
OSEF

To increase the % of children who
* function at the level of their same-age peers
* make progress toward the level of their same-
age peers

To decrease the % of children who do not
make progress toward the level of their
same-age peers
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Positive social-emotional skills (including
social relationships)

Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills
(including skills 1n early language/
communication and 1n early literacy)

Use of appropriate behaviors to meet one’s
own needs

(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))
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For each Child Outcome area

* the percent of preschoolers with IEPs nationally who:

achieved or maintained functioning comparable to same-
aged peers

improved in their functioning

did not improve in their functioning



OSEP

(national
summary)

=

States
(state summary)

4

Districts and Local Programs

(individual children)




Each state’s responsibility - to collect and summarize
outcome data for all preschoolers with |IEPs

« Year 1 (ending June 30th 2006) - Status of Entering
Children

* % of preschoolers with IEPs who, in each of the 3
outcome areas, are functioning comparably to same-
aged peers

* % of preschoolers with IEPs who, in each of the 3
outcome areas, are not functioning comparably to
same-aged peers

For Year 1 - entering children only




July 1st 2006 and thereafter - Annual state summary of
outcomes In each of the 3 outcome areas:

* % of preschoolers with IEPs who achieved or
maintained functioning comparable to same-aged peers

* % of preschoolers with IEPs who improved in their
functioning

* % of preschoolers with IEPs who did not improve In
their functioning



Minimum requirements to achieve state summary -

Ability to compare from
“entry” to “exit” for each
child who 1s in program
for 6 months or more

Ability to compare each
child to age-level

expectations State:
% of preschoolers who ...

National:
% of preschoolers who ...

Ability to obtain same
information on all

children, to summarize 4
across children at state District/local program:
level Status/progress of each preschooler with IEP




Implications for each state -

Must develop a process for collecting the
same information from all districts/local
programs, and then summarizing it for
reporting

Must decide:

v “what information?”
v “how collected?”

v “how reported?”

v “when?”

v'“what then - what happens to this information?




Impli

cations for districts and local programs -

Collect information on each
child for whom an IEP 1s
developed

Enter each child’s data into the
state system

Compare 2 data points and
select appropriate indicator for
each child who has been in the
program at least 6 months &
has entry data

Enter each child’s data into the
state data system

National:

% of wreschoolers with [EPs w

4

State:

% of preschoolers with IEPs who ...

District/Local Program:

status/progress of each preschooler with IEP




Includes every child with an IEP for whom
the district 1s responsible ...

* 1rrespective of the type of IEP
* 1rrespective of where the child receives services
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Each state, district, and program, as well as

OSEP, can use the information:

- to demonstrate the effectiveness and benefits of early
childhood intervention

« to compare themselves to other states, districts, and
programs

+ for self-improvement and professional development

* Yo track own progress over time



Another benefit

Alignment between Part B, Section 619 and
Part C

» Same child outcomes emphasized

* Same reporting process used

 Exit from Part C can provide entry information
for Part B
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National technical
assistance center on
“Early Childhood
Outcomes”™

* to ensure that outcomes
data can be aggregated
across states and territories

 to assist states and
territories to develop
systems that meet their own
needs for data

* to provide resources for
implementing state/
territory and local systems

(www.fpg.unc.edu/~eco/index.cfm)



Issues addressed

Its goal

Its focus

How 1t can help Illinois - An approach to

summarizing child outcomes and choosing
outcome 1ndicators



Overall Goal of the ECO Center -

« promote the development and implementation of child
and family outcome measures for infants, toddlers and
preschoolers with disabilities that can be used in
national and state accountability systems

Focus of the ECO Center -

 develop a process whereby outcome data can be
aggregated across all states and territories, as well as
meet individual states’ need for data

 provide materials and procedures for use by states



Assessment Issues Addressed
by the ECO Approach

he difficulty of obtaining valid, reliable information on
oung children

No assessment provides information directly on
 the 3 required child outcome areas
 the 3 required OSEP outcome indicators

Need to transform data to a common score, so data can be
aggregated across children, programs, states, and the
nation, when

« multiple sources are used for information on each child (as in
[1linois)

* more than one age-related instrument 1s used 1n the state (as in
[1linois)
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* Same “score” on all  Wide variation in

children

* Information relevant
to making decisions in
each of 3 outcome
areas

assessments used

 Wide variation in
where and how
information 1s

- Ability to compare collected and used

child’s functioning to
age level expectations

* Emphasis on “child in
context” - authentic,
culturally valid



Options in developing
the system for Illinois

ot Yo b
* Which assessments? * *** I
 Same assessment used T e *
across state? L s % .
 Variety of assessments e T *

possible, with
summary on common
rubric?

* Link to other current

outcome and
assessment systems?




]
1
|

a2
-/

Is authentic, focusing on knowledge and skills as applied in everyday
contexts of school and home

 Information from those who see child using skills in everyday
environments

* Based on multiple methods

« Relies primarily on procedures that reflect the ongoing life of the
classroom and typical, familiar activities of interest to children

+ Parents and other caregivers provide information on children’s use of
skills at home and in the community

Recognizes individual diversity of learners (culture, language, ability)

Relates to curriculum and teaching, including improvement of
mstruction

Provides useful information for overall evaluation of the program,
including program improvement
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Build on current data systems

* |Recognize wide variation in
assessments of different types,
for multiple purposes

+ Add fewest additional layers
possible

Base determinations about

each child on high quality

information

Base system in principles of
good early childhood
assessment




More options -

an opportunity for Illinois
*
o PO N
* What additional VR . *
information might we * o+ :
want? T k. T
 Additional outcome areas or * * ¥ *

sub-outcome areas?
» Additional outcome
indicators?
* How can we make 1t more
helpful and easier to use?
* Match other efforts?
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* What other
information would be
useful for Illinois and
for local programs as
well as for federal
reporting?

Tale [~
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Reality
 Any additional

information collected
should

 add no additional steps
to the process

e create no additional
burden for districts and
programs

* build on already
available information

* reflect recommended
practice



Decisions

| \ ~

Use the process to obtain
additional information
that will be useful to
Tllinois and to districts
and programs

Link to Early Learning
Standards

Achieve this within the
parameters of what is

already required by
OSEP




Is NOT an assessment tool

IS a decision-making process

« Used at local level to transform information of many types and
from multiple sources into same 3 federal indicators

 Is based on consensus on outcomes for each child, using informed
professional judgment

 Is based on different types of age-referenced tools that can
compare child to same-age peers

* [s based on information about child in natural contexts
IS way to reduce complex information to a
common scale, using a rating process based on
available information




What it vields ...

<

A way to “roll up” the data on each child, for each of
the 3 outcome indicators, given ...

 Different kinds of data & sources on different children

« Multiple kinds of data & sources on each child

r\

— A
parent report e g rating

assessment 2 \f

single
score



Benefits of different approaches to assessment

* Normed/standardized - easy to anchor to typical development;
validity and reliability of instruments established

e Curriculum-based/criterion-referenced - based on observation in
everyday contexts; often linked to age-related criteria; closer link
to 3 outcome areas

* Ongoing progress monitoring - based on observation in everyday
contexts; closer link to 3 outcome areas

Benefits of multiple other data sources

 Parent report, provider report, clinical opinion - reflect functional
use of skills in everyday contexts, based on ongoing observation
and experience with child
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the ECO process
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Compatible with recommended practices in early
childhood assessment (NAEYC, DEC)

« combines different types of data, so that test scores are interpreted
as part of a broader assessment system

 does not put undue weight on standardized assessments

 uses multiple data sources, including observations or ratings by
parents and teachers, emphasizing functioning in everyday
routines and contexts - authentic assessment

* existing data sources can be used as long as they include
technically adequate assessments and support the decisions to be
made

Designed to meet state and federal requirements
for information needed for Annual Performance

Report (APR)



maKe IT worKk ror iLiiinois ...
ISBE responsibilities
* Set parameters and guidance for gathering assessment
information

* Set parameters and guidance for summarizing child
outcome areas and indicators

 Set state timelines and guidance for local timelines

* Provide technical assistance to districts and local
programs to implement ECO approach

 Continue to refine the assessment, decision making and
reporting system

» Collect, summarize and report all summary data to
OSEP



Set up a framework
 Establish structured team process - who, what, when

 Review available assessment information
» match to required outcome areas
* enhance available information if needed

* Develop plan for reviewing information using ECO rating scale,
using team process, and entering information into state system in
accord with the established timeline

Complete team rating that uses all information on
each child with an IEP, to derive a score (roll up
the data)

Enter data into Illinois system



LET’S LOOK AT
THE ECO RATING
SCALE PROCESS

(www.fpg.unc.edu/~eco/index.cfm)
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Organization of the scale

Instructions
Cover sheet

3 required outcome areas with Illinois Early Learning
Standard sub-areas

7-point rating for each ELS sub-area, with an overall
rating for each required outcome area

« Highest score (7) = outcome achieved at age-expected level
* Lowest score (1) = farthest distance from age-expectations

Outcome Indicator choices
Summary of ratings and indicators
Summary of evidence used to complete ratings



INSTRUCTIONS (p. i-iii)

Overview of sections of Rating Scale and
Summary Form

Process for completing forms

» Team-based process

» Use ratings to obtain overall picture of child in
variety of settings

 Definitions of points of rating scale

* Consider role of assistive
technology/accommodations



Definitions of Scale Points (p. 1)

Ch ild show sbeh avio rs and sk ill s expec ted for his or he rag e in

Co mp lete ly all or alm os tall every day situation s th ata re par t of the child s
m ean s: li fe
. Behav ior and skill s ar e con sider ed typ ical forhis orhe r age
Betwen Com pletelyand S om ewha t

Som ew hat

Ch il d show sbeh avio r and skillse xpec ted fo rhis orh erage
so me of theti me acro sss itu at ions

m ean s: . B ehav ior and skill s ar e a mi xo fag e app rop riat eand no t
app ropr ia te.
. B ehav ior and skill s migh t bed esc ribed a m ore 1li ke tho se of
a slightl yyo un ger child.
. Someb ehav ior sor cond ition s mi gh t be int er fer in g w ith the
ch il ds cap ability to ach iev e ag e-exp ectedb ehav ior and
sk ills
Betwen Somewh at and Em erging
Ch il d does not ye t showbehav ior s and skills exp ectedo f a
Emerg ing ch ildo f hiso r herage inany situa tion . C hi 1d s beh avior s and
m ean s: sk ills inc lude im me di ate found at ional sk ills upon wh ich to
bu il dag e exp ected skills
0 B e hav ior s andsk ills mi gh tbe de scr ibed as m ore like
thos e o fa yo un ger child.
0 Someb ehav ior s or cond ition s mi gh t be int er fer in g w ith
the «ch il ds capab ilit y to ach 1ieve age - expec ted behav ior
and sk ill s.
Betw en Em ergingand No tY et
Ch il d does not ye t showbehav ior s and skills exp ectedo f a
No tY et ch il dh is orh erage inany situa tion .Ch id s ski lls and behav iors
m ean s: also do notye ti nclud e any im me di ate found at ional sk ills

upon wh ich to bui Id age  expec ted sk ills

o] Ch il d' s behav iors and sk ill s mi ght be desc ri bed as t hose ofa
m uchyo un ger child.

o] Someb ehav ior sor cond ition s mi gh tbe seriously
in terf ering with the ch ilds capab ilit y to ach iev e age -
expe cted beh avio rs and sk il s.




Child's Mame, District and District Mumber

COVER SHEET FOR CHILD OUTCOMES RATING AND SUMMARY FORMS

Child’s Date of Birth: /! ! Student I}
Name: Gender: Race:
[] Male [|] Female [ White [] Black [] Hispanic [] MNative American [l Asian
Date of Rating ! / Entry Exit
{check ome of the above)
How process Brief description:
represents child’s
hehavior in
multiple contexts
Rating process Brief description:
used by team
People involved in Name RoleTitle How Involved®
ratings
People involved in Name Role/Title How Involved®

summary decision
(outcome
indicators)

* in person; completed ratings and gave them to the commitiee, etc.

Comments:




District and Dhistrict Mumber

CHILD OUTCOMES ENTRY BATING FORM

Child Outcome Area #1 - POSITIVE SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS-Entry Rating

To what extent does this child show behaviors and skills appropriate for his or
her age across a variety of settings and situations?

Ax (ndicared By assessments and based on observations from ndividuals in close
confact with the child

Completely

Eamwewhat
Emerging

St Yl

OVERALL SUMMARY RATING-Fositive Social Relationships

teircle one number, considesing all sub-arcas below)

Sub-areas ([linois Early Learning Standards)

= Developing positive sensc of self, cmotional stability, and self regulations
(ELS Goal 314)

=]

=  Relating with adults; relating with other childeen; following rales related to groups
and interaction with others (ELS Goal 32 A B)

*  Understanding and wsing language in everyday routines (ELS 4-5) (focus o wsing
lamguage i relale i others)

Child Outcome Area Overall Summary Rating

o scgl 1-7]

Positive Social Relationships

Dutcome Indicator

[ io 1™ of =)

EVIDENCE SUPPORTING OVERALL SUMMARY RATINGS

|. Information supporting Overzll Summary Rating for Positive Social Relationships

Types/Sources® of Information Drate Brief Summary of Relevant
Results

Special Considerations**

Ctcame Indicator-Entry Rating
Based an the overall raling, the
chald {earele one of the Killowmg):
= fal)is fumchonmg &l a level

of same-age poers (7]
® [ ) 1% nol yet funchoning 21
level of same-age peers (1-6]

Based an the overall ralng Lhis

child {eircle one of the followmng):

*  [al) has mamlained
fumetionmge &l level af sames-
e peers (Th

* (a2} has now achreved
fumetionmge &l level ol sames-
e peers (moved up o T)

* (b1} achieved hrgher level af
fumetionmge than previously,
bl nat yet 8l level of seme-
ape peers (higher rating, bual
ol T)

L] (B2} made pragress buol did nat
mprove rating

® [ &) remained af the same bevel
of funchaming & al pravious
rabinge (md change m 1-6 rating
ar ather abserviehle progness,
and mid Th

"Exampies: El aniry, Somening

ingtroments, evaluabions, leacher

nisErvabions, paranm Emandesy. poriodn

**“Includs any addiional information Fal you
leel i& imporian] in interpeeting The summary
o spsehs |la., ohilg was hospralaed for g
periog of B, Samily migved savaral limes
since lael raling, & new inlesenlion was
implesented, new adapiations mers paed

B |




Overall Summary rating
(Task 1)

To what extent does this child show behaviors and skills appropriate for his or
her age across a variety of settings and situations?

As indicated by assessments and based on observations from individuals in close
contact with the child

OVERALL SUMMARY RATING-Positive Social Relationships 7 6 5 4 3
(circle one number, considering all sub-areas below)

Sub-areas (lllinois Early Learning Standards)
e Developing positive sense of self, emotional stability, and self regulations
(ELS Goal 31A)

e Relating with adults; relating with other children; following rules related to
groups and interaction with others (ELS Goal 32 A,B)

e  Understanding and using language in everyday routines (ELS 4-5) (focus on
using language to relate to others)




Outcome Indicators
(Task 2)

Qutco _me Indicator -Entry Rating
Based on the overall rating, the child (circle one of the following):
e (al) is functioning at a level of same-age peers( 7)
e (c)isnotye tfunctioning at level of same-age peers (1-6)

Outco_me Indicator -Exit Ra ting
Based ont he overall rating this chi ld (circle one of the following):
e (al) has maintained functioning at level of same-age pee rs (7)
e (@2)hasno w achieved funct ioning at level of same-agep eers (moved up to 7)
e (bl) achieved higher level of functioning than previousl vy, butnotyet at level
of sa me-age peers (higher r ating, but not 7)
e (b2) made progress but did not improve rating
e (c)re mained at the same level of functioning as at prev ious rating (no change
inl -6 rating or other observable progress, and not 7)
*Examp les: Elentry,s creening instruments, evalu ations, tea cher observations, parent
interview, portfolio

**Include any additional i nfor mation that you feel is importantin interpreting the
summary of results (i.e., child was hospitalized for a period of time , family moved
several times since last rating, a new intervention was impl emented, new ada ptations

were used, etc.)



Overall Summary Section
(Task 3)

Child Outcome Area Overall Summary Rating Outcome Indicator
(from scale 1-7) (write in NalQor NeO)

Positive Social Relationships




Evidence Section

(Task 4)

EVIDENCE SUPPORTING OVERALL SUMMARY RATINGS

1. Information supporting Overall Summary Rating for Positive Social Relationships

Types/Sources* of Information

Date

Brief Summary of Relevant
Results

Special Considerations**




What ARE some technically adequate assessments
that will be useful for completing the rating?

(list developed by
[linois Early Childhood Outcomes Committee
Illinois State Board of Education
March-June, 2006)



v'CROSSWALKS CAN HELP!
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Using many types and sources of
information 1s critical

» Types - portfolios, checklists, interviews, rating
scales, others

 Sources - parents and other caregivers, teachers,
therapists, other professionals who have
knowledge of the child in everyday routines
and contexts



What process will we use

- \/ N e ~— —

Team process - the team ...

represents information from those familiar with
the child 1n a variety of contexts

1s comprised of two or more of the above who

meet to

complete the rating scale
select the outcome indicator

uses a systematic process for making decisions



knowledge of typical child
development

regular monitoring of child
progress (€.g., curriculum-
based assessments,
portfolios)

multiple sources of
information

a structure for coming to
team consensus
* a clear team process

e a matrix of sources of
information related to
required child outcome areas
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Types & sources of information used

The ratings

The outcome 1indicators



Child’s Name, District and District Number: Joey Smith, Lincoln School District #1350

COVER SHEET FOR CHILD OUTCOMES RATING AND SUMMARY FORMS

Child’s
Mame:
Joey Smith

Date of Birth: 81502 Student I

Gender: Race:

x Male [|] Female x White [] Black [] Hispanic [] Native American [] Asian
Date of Rating 10/15/05 x Entry & Exit

{ebaeek ome ol the above)

How process
represents child’s
hehavior in
multiple contexts

Brief description: Includes parent interview (at screening) and teacher ratings based on classroom observation in
addition to ratings by therapists and social worker based on observation at screening and during testing.

Rating process
used by team

Brief description: Ratings completed independently by [EP team members (with exception of parent — SLP
described rating process at screening to obtain her thoughts on these cutcomes); then discussed by 2 team members
to reach consensus on rating and indicator.

People involved in
ratings

People involved in
summary decision
(outcome
indicators)

Name Role/Title How Involved*
Amy Jones SLP screening, testing, individual rating
James Olivia teacher classroom observation, individual rating
Rosetta McDonald psychologist screening, testing, individual rating
Mary Outlaw OT screening, individual rating
Israel Coputii social worker screening, individual rating
Alison Smith parent screening (discussion at screening)
Name Role/Title How Involved*
Amy Jopes =LP fedm consensus
James Olivia teacher ledm Consensus
Alison Smith parent team consensus (via phone)

* in person; completed ratings and gave them to the commitiee, etc.

Comments:




Child’s Name, District and District Number: Joey Smith, Lincoln School District #1350

CHILD OUTCOMES ENTRY BATING FORM

Child Outcome Area #1 - POSITIVE SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS-Entry Rating

To what extent does this child show behaviors and skills appropriate for his or
her age across a variety of settings and situations?

Ax (ndicared By assessments and based on observations from ndividuals in close
confact with the child

Snmwwhat
Emerging

St Yl

OVERALL SUMMARY RATING-Fositive Social Relationships
teircle one number, considesing all sub-arcas below)
Sub-areas ([linois Early Learning Standards)

=] Campletely

6x 5 4

Lad
[}

= Developing positive sensc of self, cmotional stability, and self regulations X
(ELS Goal 314)
=  Relating with adults; relating with other childeen; following rales related to X

groups and interaction with others (ELE Goal 32 A B)

*  Understanding and wsing language in everyday routines (ELS 4-5) (focus o wsing

lamguage i relale i others) X
Child Outcome Area Owerall Summary Rating Outcome Indicator
| [Frsrm seade 1-Th | [wrile in “al™ ar "7
Positive Social Relationships ] C
EVIDENCE SUPPORTING OVERALL SUMMARY RATINGS
|. Information supporting Overzll Summary Rating for Posifive Social Relationships
Types/sources® of Information Date Brief Summary of Relevant Special Considerations**
Results |
El eecords (HELF) &1705 social skills within normal first timc in groun seting
limits {HELF)
play based sereening (internal) W05 cmerging
parent interview [ASC-at screening) W05 low average range
teacher ohservation/judgment OnEoing [mmaturity, bun generally
within expected range

Ctcame Indicator-Entry Rating
Based an the overall raling, the
chald {earele one of the Killowmg):
= fal)is fumchonmg &l a level

of same-age poers (7]
® [ ) 1% nol yet funchoning 21
level of same-age peers (1-6]

Based an the overall ralng Lhis

child {eircle one of the followmng):

* {al ) has maumlsined
fimetionmge al level ol sarmes-
e peers (Th

L (a2} has now achreved
fimetionmge al level af sarmes-
e peers (moved up o T)

* (b1} achieved hrgher level af
fumetionmge than previously,
ot nat yet gl level of same-
ape peers (higher rating, bual
ol T)

L] (B2} made pragress buol did nat
mprove rating

® [ &) remained af the same bevel
of funchaming & al pravious
rabinge (md change m 1-6 rating
or gfher abservahle propress.,
and mid Th

*Exampies; El aniry, scmening

Inghrpmente, evaiuabons, leacher

DservalIng, Nanm manie. porfoio

**“Includs any addiional information Fal you
leel i& imporian] in interpeeting The summary
o spsehs |la., ohilg was hospralaed for g
periog of B, Samily migved savaral limes
since lael raling, & new inlesenlion was
implesented, new adapiations mers paed

B |




» fits with other purposes of assessment (e.g., parent
conferences, teacher planning, IEP)

« fits with other requirements for assessment (e.g., Pre-K,
Head Start, Part C)

« fits with other team functions (e.g., IEP)

* use of existing data

* does not require additional measures as long as criteria are met
(multiple sources, multiple measures, technically adequate
tools, child in context)

 does not supplant other assessment practices



Cautions - the rating/determination process
1s still evolving
« ECO will be testing the process

» for reliability and validity
 for how 1t can be improved to meet multiple needs

* Illino1s will be refining the process to make it
useful at multiple levels
The process may change (but hopefully not
too much!)



peptember 1 - Programs submit revised plans to ISBE
July-June

* Programs complete ECO process to establish status of each newly
ENTERING child (as near entry date as possible but within 45 calendar
days of IEP start date)

*  Programs complete ECO process to establish end-of-year progress of each
EXITING child with an IEP who has been in program at least 6 months
and for whom an ENTRY rating has been completed (as near end of
school year as possible), or at EXIT if child exits sooner

* Programs begin data entry

June-August - Programs complete entry of individual child information
into state system

September-January - ISBE summarizes data and writes report
February 1 - ISBE submits Annual Performance Report to OSEP
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Welcome to the Early Childhood Outcomes Entry System

Searching for a student can be done:

« By FACTS ID (OR)
» By Last Mame, First Name, Date of Birth, Gender and Race

Click 'Search® button to start.

Fields marked with an asterisk (*) are required.

*Factsil ]

OR
“LastName:  [FirstName ]
Birth Date:|:| Race: LR ¥ | Gender:




Click "Search” button to start.

Fields marked with an asterisk {( *) are required.

OR

* | Gender:

Probable Results:

515

FACTS ID Gender Race Birth Date D

110100 3

Possible Results:

Birth

FACTS ID Gender Race Date

Entry District

Entry District

Entry School

Entry
School

Er
D




Search Page

Demographic Data

FACTS 10104121702

Last Mame:JOHNSON | First Name: [ALEXIS | bar ¢1f knowen): [ ]

Birth Date (mm/dd/yyyy)|12/17/2002 Gender: | Femnale ~| Race: |Black

Status Code:|ﬁ1\|:ti\te V| SIS ID (If Known):| |

Outcome Data

Bty e

Entry: (mm/ddfyyyy): 3/16/2006
Testing District: |SF‘RINGFIELD SCHOOL DISTRICT 186
Testing School: |L1NDS.E\Y SCHOOL

Rating Date L ]
(mm/dd vy

Testing District: |Se|ect District

Testing Schaoal: |Se|ect School

Take appropriate
action to meet own
needs

Positive social Acquire and use
relationships  knowledge and skills

Entry Score

Exit Score |:| |:|

Made progress
but score did not I
improve

[ SubmitUpdates | [ ResetForm |

Click here to Contact Us
Copyright © 2006, Illinois State Board of Education
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What do we already have?

« Types of assessments (e.g., tests, observations, rating scales,
interviews, portfolios)

* Sources of information (e.g., teachers, parents, therapists,
evaluators, other caregivers)

Do we meet the criteria?

* Include measures that are age-referenced
* Include measures that are technically adequate

* Focus on child in context (authentic assessment), including input
from teachers, families and other caregivers

* Include measures that are culturally and linguistically appropriate

What else do we need?

* Coverage of required outcome areas
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* Timeline
What do we need to do? When?

e Team

Who will be on our team?

How will assessment information be gathered? From
whom?

Who will contribute ratings?
Who will help make the determination?

* Team process

Will ratings be made as a team, or individually with later
discussion and consensus?

Who will lead the process and make sure it happens?
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Establish process for
* Team

Range of types and sources of information
Review, rating, making determination

Timelines for
 Collecting and organizing information

« Completing team process
 Entering information

Submit plan to ISBE by Sept. 1st



Q&A
S

Review past questions
and answers.

What additional
questions might you
have?

What else?
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