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Child Outcomes Data Analysis Workshop
Improving Data, Improving Outcomes Conference
September 8, 2014


Activity 1: Data Quality and Broad Data Analysis
As part of the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP), the state is conducting a broad data analysis. The purpose of this analysis is to look at how children in the state are performing on child outcomes. The evidence for this activity is existing child outcomes data, presented in the state’s child outcomes data quality profile. The inference will be related to comparisons between national and state data, year to year comparisons, and comparisons across outcomes. The action will be the identification of a potential measureable result and areas in need of further analysis. 
As you review the data in this activity consider the following questions and record your thoughts.  
	Question
	Notes

	· How is the state doing on their child outcomes? Does the state’s child outcomes data look different than the national data? If so, how?
	

	· Is the state performing more poorly or better in some outcomes than others? If so, which one(s)?
	

	· What are the trends in the state child outcomes? 
· Are the state child outcomes trends stable, trending upwards, or trending downwards?
· Are the trends similar or different across the outcomes?
	

	· Do the data appear to be of high quality? Are there any data quality concerns?

	

	· What outcome(s) would you recommend for further analysis?
	




	· What additional data or information would you like to see?
	






(See Part C or Part B 619 Child Outcomes Data Quality Profile)

Expected Patterns for Progress Categories
When examining your state data for data quality, ECTA recommends using the following expected ranges for the progress categories when looking for patterns in the data, listed below.
	Category a
	Category b
	Category c
	Category d
	Category e

	0
	<5%
	<5%
	<5%
	<5%

	>5%
	>50%
	>50%
	>50%
	>65%



Questions:
Do you see any unexpected patterns in the progress categories that were not identified in the state child outcomes data quality profile? If so, please describe.
Given the information in the data quality profile and progress category patterns, what, if any, concerns do you have about the quality of the state data? How might you address those concerns in the future?
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Activity 2: Reviewing Local Program Data
In this activity we will dig deeper into the performance of local programs. The evidence we will use is child outcomes data for local programs. Inference will be related to comparisons between local programs to the state and year-to-year comparisons. Action will be the identification of a subset of programs that can be analyzed for more in-depth or drill-down analyses. 
As you review the data in this activity consider the following questions and record your thoughts.
	Question
	Notes

	· Do local programs’ child outcomes data look different than the state data? If so, how?
	

	· Are some local programs performing more poorly or better in some outcomes than others? If so, which one(s)?
	

	· What are the trends in the local program child outcomes? 
· Are the trends stable, trending upwards, or trending downwards?
· Do the trends look different depending upon the size of the program?
· Or type of assessment used?
	

	· What, if any, concerns do you have about the quality of the local program data?
	

	· What programs would you target for more in-depth analysis and qualitative drill-down?
· High, low or programs with concerning or unusual patterns?
	

	· Given the patterns in the local program data, what would you recommend to investigate further as the potential measureable result? (Please describe the evidence supporting the selection of this result.)
	











Comparing programs by the type of formal assessment used 

Longitudinal patterns for the highest and lowest programs, social emotional outcome


Comparing progress categories for the programs meaningfully different from the state summary statement values
*Note: See expected patterns table on page 2.

What else would you like to know about these programs and what would your hypothesis be?
	What else do you want to know?
	Hypothesis
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Activity 3: Linking Practices to Child Outcomes
In this activity we will examine several examples for linking practices to performance in the child outcomes (i.e., the measurable result). The evidence we will use is cross-tabulations between the potential state identified measureable result (children’s positive social emotional outcomes) and information about program practices that may explain the low percent of children exiting at age expectations in positive social emotional outcomes. Inference will be related to comparisons between the low and high performing programs. Action will be the identification of a potential root causes and improvement strategies. 
To gather more information about practices, the state examined two pieces of information: 1) the percent of children with IFSP outcomes/IEP goals related to social emotional functioning through a document review; and 2) the level of implementation of quality practices for the programs gathered by creating a self-assessment of the effective practices directly related to Outcome 1: positive social emotional that were identified by the Relationship of Quality Practices to Child and Family Outcome Measurement Results resource: http://www.ectacenter.org/eco/assets/docs/QualityPracticesOutcomes_4-29-11-Final.doc
http://www.ectacenter.org/eco/assets/xls/QualityPracticesOutcomesSpreadsheet_5-11-11.xls 

*Note: For additional qualitative information about the program’s practices, see the reflections and comments on the completed quality practices self-assessments for the high and low performing programs.
Before diving into the graphs below, take a moment to consider the information you know or have access to about the practices of local programs in your state.
	Question
	Notes

	· What data and information do you have available or could gather about programs in your state that you could use to categorize programs and link to child outcomes?


	


















Comparing Programs by the Percent of Children with IFSP outcomes/IEP goals related to Social Emotional

Comparing Programs by Level of Implementation

Based on the data and information available, how do practices differ for low and high performing programs?
*Note: For additional qualitative information about the program’s practices, see the reflections and comments on the completed quality practices self-assessment.
	Low and High performing programs
	Presence of outcomes/goals related to social emotional on individualized plans
	Level of Implementation of Quality Practices (high, medium, low)

	Program B (n=109)

	
	

	Program C (n=78)

	
	

	Program I (n=143)

	
	

	Program N (n=234)

	
	





As you review the data in the charts above and the self-assessments consider the following questions and record your thoughts.
	Question
	Notes

	· What are some possible interventions or systems changes that would improve child outcomes in these programs?

	











	· Would the same strategy work for all the low performing programs? If so, what strategy might that be? 
· If not, would there need to be different strategies, and what might those be?



	














Local Program Percentages for  
Social Emotional, Greater than Expected Growth
OC1_SS1	
Program C (n=78)*	Program L (n=12)	Program N (n=234)*	Program G (n=43)	Program F (n=17)	Program H (n=79)	Program P (n=34)	Program Q (n=50)	Program S (n=345)	Program A (n=225)	Program R (n=127)	Program D (n=275)	Program T (n=117)	Program J (n=275)	Program K (n=389)	Program M (n=65)	Program E (n=30)	Program O (n=17)	Program I (n=143)*	Program B (n=109)*	State (N=2664)	0.39	0.4	0.42	0.59	0.6	0.62	0.62	0.62	0.62	0.63	0.63	0.64	0.64	0.65	0.65	0.65	0.66	0.8	0.81	0.83	0.62650602409638501	
Percent of Children
Local Program Percentages for Social Emotional,
Exited within Age Expectations
OC1_SS2	
Program C (n=78)*	Program L (n=12)	Program N (n=234)*	Program T (n=117)	Program K (n=389)	Program R (n=127)	Program J (n=275)	Program D (n=275)	Program Q (n=50)	Program E (n=30)	Program G (n=43)	Program M (n=65)	Program P (n=34)	Program A (n=225)	Program F (n=17)	Program H (n=79)	Program S (n=345)	Program I (n=143)*	Program O (n=17)	Program B (n=109)*	State (N=2664)	0.22	0.23	0.23	0.41	0.42	0.42	0.43	0.44	0.45	0.46	0.47	0.47	0.48	0.49	0.5	0.5	0.51	0.62	0.64	0.64	0.45	
Percent of Children
Local Program Percentages for Knowledge & Skills, Greater than Expected Growth
OC2_SS1	
Program N (n=234)*	Program C (n=78)*	Program S (n=345)	Program H (n=79)	Program L (n=12)	Program P (n=34)	Program K (n=389)	Program O (n=17)	Program D (n=275)	Program G (n=43)	Program J (n=275)	Program M (n=65)	Program Q (n=50)	Program F (n=17)	Program A (n=225)	Program R (n=127)	Program T (n=117)	Program E (n=30)	Program I (n=143)	Program B (n=109)*	State (N=2664)	0.67	0.68	0.78	0.79	0.79	0.8	0.8	0.8	0.8	0.8	0.81	0.82	0.82	0.83	0.83	0.83	0.84	0.85	0.92	0.94	0.82	
Percent of Children
Local Program Percentages for Knowledge & Skills,
Exited within Age Expectations
OC2_SS2	
Program N (n=234)*	Program C (n=78)*	Program K (n=389)	Program T (n=117)	Program F (n=17)	Program J (n=275)	Program M (n=65)	Program P (n=34)	Program Q (n=50)	Program O (n=17)	Program S (n=345)	Program A (n=225)	Program E (n=30)	Program G (n=43)	Program H (n=79)	Program L (n=12)	Program D (n=275)	Program R (n=127)	Program I (n=143)*	Program B (n=109)*	State (N=2664)	0.45	0.47	0.57999999999999996	0.59	0.59	0.6	0.6	0.61	0.61	0.61	0.61	0.62	0.62	0.63	0.63	0.64	0.65	0.65	0.78	0.8	0.61	
Local Program Percentages for Action to Meet Needs, Greater than Expected Growth
OC3_SS1	
Program C (n=78)*	Program N (n=234)*	Program Q (n=50)	Program F (n=17)	Program H (n=79)	Program E (n=30)	Program L (n=12)	Program O (n=17)	Program S (n=345)	Program D (n=275)	Program J (n=275)	Program G (n=43)	Program R (n=127)	Program T (n=117)	Program A (n=225)	Program K (n=389)	Program M (n=65)	Program P (n=34)	Program I (n=143)*	Program B (n=109)*	State (N=2664)	0.59	0.61	0.73	0.73	0.73	0.74	0.74	0.75	0.76	0.76	0.76	0.77	0.78	0.79	0.8	0.8	0.81	0.81	0.88	0.89	0.76	
Percent of Children
Local Program Percentages for Knowledge & Skills,
Exited within Age Expectations
OC3_SS2	
Program C (n=78)*	Program N (n=234)*	Program E (n=30)	Program F (n=17)	Program M (n=65)	Program A (n=225)	Program H (n=79)	Program J (n=275)	Program L (n=12)	Program P (n=34)	Program S (n=345)	Program T (n=117)	Program G (n=43)	Program Q (n=50)	Program D (n=275)	Program R (n=127)	Program K (n=389)	Program B (n=109)*	Program I (n=143)*	Program O (n=17)	State (N=2664)	0.39	0.43	0.45	0.53	0.53	0.54	0.54	0.54	0.54	0.54	0.54	0.54	0.55000000000000004	0.55000000000000004	0.56999999999999995	0.57999999999999996	0.59	0.68	0.72	0.76	0.56000000000000005	
Percent of Children
Percent of children that exited at age expectations in social emotional by type of assessment used
OC1 SS2	Program I (n=143)	Program B (n=109)	Program O (n=17)	Program S (n=345)	Program H (n=79)	Program F (n=17)	Program A (n=225)	Program P (n=34)	Program M (n=65)	Program J (n=275)	Program G (n=43)	Program E (n=30)	Program Q (n=50)	Program D (n=275)	Program K (n=389)	Program R (n=127)	Program T (n=117)	Program N (n=234)	Program L (n=12)	Program C (n=78)	0.62	0.64	0.64	0.51	0.5	0.5	0.49	0.48	0.47	0.43	0.47	0.46	0.45	0.44	0.42	0.42	0.41	0.23	0.23	0.22	Percent of Children
Longitudinal patterns in the percent of children that showed greater than expected growth in social emotional for the highest and lowest performing programs
Program B (n=109)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.78	0.76	0.75	0.78	0.85	Program C (n=78)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.45	0.45	0.45	0.37	0.4	Program I (n=143)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.83	0.82	0.79	0.84	0.82	Program L (n=12)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.56999999999999995	0.69	0.55000000000000004	0.63	0.4	Program N (n=234)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.38	0.41	0.43	0.43	0.43	Program O (n=17)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.66	0.54	0.64	0.9	0.8	Longitudinal patterns in the percent of children that exited at age expectations in social emotional for highest and lowest performing programs
Program B (n=109)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.56000000000000005	0.57999999999999996	0.61	0.64	0.63	Program C (n=78)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.45	0.43	0.37	0.32	0.18	Program I (n=143)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.57999999999999996	0.62	0.6	0.6	0.62	Program L (n=12)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.4	0.5	0.4	0.5	0.23	Program N (n=234)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.21	0.24	0.27	0.27	0.2	Program O (n=17)	2008-09	2009-10	2010-11	2011-12	2012-13	0.53	0.56999999999999995	0.46	0.47	0.64	Progress category patterns  for meaningfully different performing programs
OC1 a	Program C (n=78)	Program N (n=234)	Program B (n=109)	Program I (n=143)	0.11	0.04	0.01	0.02	OC1 b	Program C (n=78)	Program N (n=234)	Program B (n=109)	Program I (n=143)	0.44	0.5	0.1	0.11	OC1 c	Program C (n=78)	Program N (n=234)	Program B (n=109)	Program I (n=143)	0.27	0.26	0.26	0.25	OC1 d	Program C (n=78)	Program N (n=234)	Program B (n=109)	Program I (n=143)	0.1	0.14000000000000001	0.36	0.34	OC1 e	Program C (n=78)	Program N (n=234)	Program B (n=109)	Program I (n=143)	0.08	0.06	0.27	0.28000000000000003	Percent of Children
Percent of children that exited at age expectations in social emotional by percent of children with social emotional outcomes/goals on their IFSP/IEPs
OC1 SS2	Program I (n=143)	Program B (n=109)	Program S (n=345)	Program A (n=225)	Program M (n=65)	Program O (n=17)	Program F (n=17)	Program H (n=79)	Program P (n=34)	Program G (n=43)	Program E (n=30)	Program J (n=275)	Program K (n=389)	Program N (n=234)	Program L (n=12)	Program Q (n=50)	Program D (n=275)	Program R (n=127)	Program T (n=117)	Program C (n=78)	0.62	0.64	0.51	0.49	0.47	0.64	0.5	0.5	0.48	0.47	0.46	0.43	0.42	0.23	0.23	0.45	0.44	0.42	0.41	0.22	Percent of Children
Percent of children that exited at age expectations in social emotional by level implementation of quality of practices
OC1 SS2	Program I (n=143)	Program B (n=109)	Program O (n=17)	Program S (n=345)	Program H (n=79)	Program P (n=34)	Program F (n=17)	Program A (n=225)	Program G (n=43)	Program M (n=65)	Program Q (n=50)	Program J (n=275)	Program R (n=127)	Program L (n=12)	Program E (n=30)	Program D (n=275)	Program K (n=389)	Program T (n=117)	Program N (n=234)	Program C (n=78)	0.62	0.64	0.64	0.51	0.5	0.48	0.5	0.49	0.47	0.47	0.45	0.43	0.42	0.23	0.46	0.44	0.42	0.41	0.33	0.3	Percent of Children
State Progress Categories
Positive Social-Emotional Skills  	
a	b	c	d	e	7.0000000000000007E-2	0.25	0.23	0.31	0.14000000000000001	Knowledge and Skills	
a	b	c	d	e	0.02	0.13	0.24	0.42	0.19	Actions to Meet Needs	
a	b	c	d	e	0.03	0.16	0.25	0.34	0.22	Progress Category
Percent of Children

2

image2.wmf

image20.wmf

image3.gif
DaSy




image4.png
AN enter





