“Preparing for Accountability
in Early Childhood”

What does it mean for Washington?
What does it mean for our district and programs?

Introduction to the
Washington Early Childhood Outcomes Project

At the Federal Level

Accountability!

New requirements for
the Annual Performance
Report (APR)

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




OSEP’s Responsibilities...

Demonstrate a difference for children
with IEPs

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)

Long-term Performance Objective in
OSEP’s Plan...

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.




Responsibilities of Pilot Districts &
Programs... '

Participate in Early Child Outcomes training as provided

Collect outcome information for all newly enrolled children
(first day of school 2007) and throughout the school year

Complete the ECO Summary Form for each child, including

Results from comprehensive curriculum-based assessment
measure

Parent report

At least one other source of information (e.g., another test,
therapy or teacher or child care provider report)

Report ECO Summary Form entry data for September,
October, November, to OSPI in December 2007

Important Principles in the New System...

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

Interrelation among areas of development -
NOT specific developmental domains

Use of skills in context - authentic assessment




OSEP’s Goal

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

The Goal Requires...

Summary of children’s progress in three “Child
Outcome” areas

Positive social-emotional skills (including social
relationships)

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

Use of appropriate behaviors to meet one’s own needs




OSPTI's Responsibility - to collect and
summarize outcome data for all preschoolers
with IEPs by 2009

¢+ Year 1(2006-2007): 20 districts
statewide to pilot the data collection and
reporting system either district-wide or
with selected district programs

Year 2 (2007-2008): all districts will

participate in the data collection and
reporting system

Minimum Requirements for a State
Summary...

Ability to compare from
“entry” to “exit” for each National:

child who is in program for % of preschoolers who ..
6 months or more

Ability to compare each

child to age-level

expectations

Ability to obtain same State:
information on all children, % of preschoolers who ...
to summarize across

children at state level

District/local program:
Status/progress of each preschooler with 1EP




“all children”...

Includes every child with an IEP for
whom the district is responsible ...
irrespective of the type of TEP

irrespective of where the child receives
services

The GOOD news!

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 fo other states, districts, and
programs

for self-improvement and professional development
to track own progress over time




Another Benefit...

Alignment between Part B, Section
619 and Part C

Same child outcomes emphasized

Possibly same reporting process used
(ITEIP currently looking at what system to
use)

Exit from Part C can provide entry
information for Part B

“ECO” Center - Help is available!

National technical assistance
center on “Early Childhood
Outcomes”
to ensure that outcomes data can
be aggregated across states and
territories
to assist states and ferritories
to develop systems that meet
their own needs for data
to provide resources for
implementing state/ territory
and local systems




Decisions...

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

Assessing the
Accomplishment of the
Three Outcomes




DEC Recommended Practices
for Assessment...

Involves multiple sources (e.g.,
families, professional team members,
service providers, caregivers)

Involves multiple measures (e.g.,
observations, criterion-curriculum-
based instruments, interviews,
informed clinical opinion)

Critical Challenge...

There is no assessment
tool that assesses the
three outcomes
directly




The Assessment Lens...

Each assessment carries its own
organizing framework

Many are organized around domains

But what is covered in the domains
isn’'t always the same, even if the
names are the same

Measuring Child Outcomes with
Multiple Sources of Information...

Parent report
Observation
Review of available child records

Use of an assessment tool, e.g.:
The Carolina

Assessment, Evaluation, & Programming System
(AEPS)

Hawaii Early Learning Profile (HELP)
The Creative Curriculum
The Brigance

10



Crosswalks...

The ECO Center has crosswalked
some common assessments to the
three child outcomes

Crosswalks give a visual indication of
coverage of the 3 outcomes

Crosswalks show which
areas/subareas map to which outcome

Conclusion

Information from assessment tools
can be very useful but it needs fo
be understood and used in the
context of achievement of the
three functional outcomes
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Children Have Positive
Social Relationships

Involves:
Relating with adults
Relating with other children

For older children, following rules related to groups or
interacting with others

Includes areas like:
Attachment/separation/autonomy
Expressing emotions and feelings
Learning rules and expectations
Social interactions and play

Children Acquire and Use Knowledge
and Skills

Involves:
Thinking
Reasoning
Remembering
Problem solving
Using symbols and language
Understanding physical and social worlds

Includes:

Early concepts—symbols, pictures, numbers,
classification, spatial relationships

Imitation

Object permanence

Expressive language and communication
Early literacy
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Children Take Appropriate Action
to Meet Their Needs

Involves:
Taking care of basic needs
Getting from place to place
Using tools (e.g., fork, toothbrush, crayon)
In older children, contributing to their own health and safety

Includes:
Integrating motor skills to complete tasks

Self-help skills (e.g., dressing, feeding, grooming, toileting,
household responsibility)

Acting on the world to get what one wants

What It Yields...

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

f\
E—) “
parent report Ly e

assessment 2 U
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LET'S LOOK AT
THE ECO RATING
SCALE PROCESS

Using the Child Outcomes Summary Form
(COSF)

To allow for a range of information about each
child’'s functioning

To use a rating scale that can be compared
over time to reflect progress
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Features of the Summary Form

It is NOT an assessment

Uses information from assessments and observations
to get a global sense of how the child is doing

Rating is based on child's functioning compared to
other children the same age - distance from typical
Based on child's functioning

what child generally does across settings and
situations,

not what a child can do under ideal circumstances.

Key Points...

Assumption: Children can be described with
regard to how close they are fo age
expected behavior for each of the 3
outcomes

By definition, most children in the general
population demonstrate the outcome in an
age-expected way

By providing services and supports, early
intervention is trying to move children
closer o age expected behavior

Some children will never achieve this
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The 2 COSF Questions

To what extent does this child show age-
appropriate functioning across a variety
of settings and situations, on this
outcome? (Rating: 1-7)

When re-assessing (e.g., at exit), has the
child shown any new skills or behaviors
related to since the last outcomes
summary? (yes-no)

Summary Ratings

Reduce rich information from assessment and
observation into a rating to allow a summary of
progress across children.

Do not provide information for planning for
the individual child. Information at the rich,
detailed level will be more helpful for
intervention planning purposes.

Provide an overall sense of child's current
functioning in 3 areas.
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A Domain Score on an Assessment
Does not Necessarily Translate '
Directly into an Outcome Rating

Ratings require
Looking at functional behaviors

Collecting and synthesizing
input from many sources
familiar with the child in many
different settings and
situations

Ratings on the 3 Outcomes...

Ratings on the 3 outcomes are
reported for all children with IEPs

Ratings are needed in all outcome
areas even if a child has delays in
one or two outcomes, but not in all
three outcomes




To Decide on a Rating...

Know what behaviors and skills are appropriate
for the child's age

How do children who are developing typically function
on this outcome?

Review the available sources of information to
determine how the child functions across a
variety of situations and settings

Understand the differences between response
options on the summary form.

Using Assessment Information
to Inform the Rating...

Example:

A child learning to sign will not "pass” items related to
speaking

If the child can sign to accomplish the same outcome
one might ’rhrou?h speaking (e.q., take action to meet
needs), the fact that the child " fails" some
assessment items is not relevant and should not enter
the rating.




Decision Tree for Summary Rating Discussions

Use this decision tree for your discussions of cach of the child outcomes.

Before you start: Remember than the Child Outcomes are anchored to typical child development.
»  What is this child’s chronological age”
»  What is considered typical or age-appropriate for a child of this chronological age?

Does this child gver function in ways that would be considered age-
appropriate with regard to this outcome?

No {consider rating 1-3) Yes (consider rating 4-7)

Dogs the child use any immediate foundational skills related to
this outeome upon which to build age appropriate functioning
across settings and situations?

No m Yes

To what extent is the child using iminediate [To what extent is the child using age- Does anyone have
foundational skills across setting and situations? lappropriate skills across seiting and situations? |  [concerns about the
child’s
[with regard to the

Is the child's functioning age-appropriate across all or almost all
settings and situations”

(Child rarely ‘;‘2‘"" i Child rarely uses g‘"" “;:JI

[uacs i lage-appropriate -
foundational kA skils. There is much |~ [ills across
[settings and

[settings and
skills across ot Imore behavior that is
|setting and
[situations.

lsituations [situations
most or all of
[the time.

Not Yet o Emerging o m Somewhat P Somewhat
Rating = 1 l [R‘““’s el ] Rating = 3 ] | Rating =4 Rating - 5 Rating = 6 Rating - 5

Inot age-appropriate

most or all of
[than age-appropriate.

[the time.




/ - Completely...

Child shows functioning expected for his/her
age in all or almost all’everyday situations that
are part of a child's life

home, store, park, child care, with strangers, efc.

Functioning is considered appropriate for
his/her age

There are no concerns about the child's
functioning in this outcome area

6 - Between completely and
somewhat ...

Child's functioning is generally
considered appropriate for the child's
age but there are some concerns
about the child's functioning in the
outcome area
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B - Somewhat...

Child shows functioning expected some
of the time and/or in some situations

Child's functioning is a mix of age
appropriate and not appropriate
functioning

Functioning might be described as like
that of a slightly younger child

Emerging...

Child does not yet show functioning
expected of a child of his/her age in any
sitfuation

Behaviors and skills include immediate
foundational skills upon which to build age-
appropriate functioning

Functioning might be described as like that
of a younger child
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1 - Not Yet...

Child does not yet show functioning
expected of a child of his/her age in any
situation

Behaviors and skills do not yet include
any immediate foundational skills upon
which to build age-appropriate
functioning

Child's functioning might be described as
like that of a much younger child

None Quite Fit?

Use the in-between categories
for children who have some
characteristics of two different
descriptions
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Documenting the Rating...

On the form, you will need to

document:
What evidence led to the selected rating

Who participated in the conversation and
decision-making

Documentation provides a record of
the basis for the rating decision

Documenting the Rating...

Evidence can be reviewed to see if
people are using the system
properly, i.e., rating similar
children in the same ways

Helps identify needs for future
training and technical assistance




——e—— =

Including Parents in the =
Discussion...

Parent input is critical
Family members see the child in
situations that professionals do not

Need a way to learn about what family
members know about the child

Not necessary that parents determine if
what they are seeing is typical or age
appropriate
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The Child Outcomes
Summary Form (COSF)

Cover sheet

A sheet for each of the 3 required
outcome areas

Rating
Supporting evidence

Description of progress (for children
with previous entry rating)
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Supporting Date(s) of
Evidence Used Summary of Relevant Results
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Supporting Date(s) of
Evidence Used Evidence Summaty of Relevant Results
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Supporti Date(s) of
Evidence Used dence Summary of Relevant Results
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Cautions - the rating/determination
process is still evolving
ECO will be testing the process

for reliability and validity

for how it can be improved to meet multiple
needs

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

Issues?

What issues do you
foresee?

What guidance do
you need?

What else?
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