Early Childhood Outcomes 

Frequently Asked Questions and Answers

Includes Questions from ICN Training: October 18, 2006

Contact Person: Dee Gethmann, Iowa Department of Education, 515-281-5502; 

Email: Dee.Gethmann@iowa.gov
	Agenda Item
	Notes / Questions / Answers 

	Roll Call for ICN, 10.18.06
	32 sites participated across the state. Three scheduled sites did not: Adair-Casey; Anamosa; and Marion-Linn. 

	Reviewed Six Handouts
	· EC Outcomes Summary Implementation Guidance: Birth to Five

· EC Outcomes Summary Form for children on IEPs

· Alignment of EC Outcomes, IFSP Outcome/IEP Goal Codes and Iowa Early Learning Standards

· Decision Tree for Summary Rating Discussions

· Age Expected Child Development from Birth to Five Years (web links)

· EC Outcomes (ECO) power point presentation for ICN 
NOTE: Dee will send out the new EC Outcomes Summary Sheet for children on IFSPs when it is revised by October 27th.



	Power Point Slides 1-12
	Slide 5 and 6:  These three outcomes remained the same. 

Slide 7:  This is the change.  The SPP changed from 3 to 5 reporting categories for each of the above three ECO areas. 

Slide 11:  These reflect children that were gap closers.  
Question:  When we say “same as peers” what is the range of “same?”  Answer: Look at age expected resources for age-cut offs.  Look at the norms for what we would expect in child development. 

Question: What would people use for children with degenerative conditions; the child did not show progress, but services did slow the regression.  Answer:  Still would use (a) Did Not improve functioning since the child did not gain any new skills

Question:  ECO categories: Children with high probability, but no delays are present, but quality of behaviors, temperament, learning style is of concern and the focus of services. Which of the three outcomes would show the child “at age level?”  Answer: Alignment of ECO document will be helpful to teams to figure out which skills fall under the three ECO areas. This document shows the alignment between the IFSP outcome and IEP Goal codes and the Iowa Early Learning Standards and benchmarks with each of the three ECO Areas. 



	Slides 13 - 16
	Question: Why are there 7-points for the ratings on the ECO Summary form and DE will report on the SPP/APR in 5 categories?  How will DE make that work?  Answer:  IMS system will have a method for determining the % of children in each of the reporting categories from the data gathered on the 7-point rating scale.  IFSP and IEP Teams do not need to have an in-depth understanding of the 5 reporting categories since they will not be responsible for determining these reporting categories.   

Question: Child came in at a 5 on the rating scale.  At annual review child reached a 7. Which category would be used? Answer: Child would be reported in category (d) Improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same aged peers.

Question:  Where do IFSP and IEP teams make the letter from the 5 reporting categories?  Answer:  IFSP and IEP Teams are not responsible for determining the five reporting categories of (a-e). IMS will do that.  IFSP and IEP Teams do need to understand the meaning of the 1-7 scale on the rating scale in terms of a comparison to peers for each of the three EC outcomes.

Question:  Is the IMS set up to handle this now?  When will IMS data entry personnel be trained and ready to enter the forms?  Answer:  IMS is being programmed now.  Data Entry Personnel will be trained January 9th, 2007. They have been asked to collect and hold all the ECO Summary forms generated between July 2006 and January 9th.  

Question:  Child gets a rating of 6.  Annual review the child’s functioning goes down to a 4.  They did make progress, but not sufficient to keep them at age level. What would the team check for Progress?  Answer: If the child made “any progress” by demonstrating any new skills or behaviors, check yes. 

Question:  What info do you mean on the ECO Summary form for the section titled, “Summary of Relevant Results?”  Would this information already be recorded on the IFSP My Child’s Development page or the IEP Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional Performance (PLEFP) section?  Answer: Our intent is not to make you document the same information in multiple places on the IFSP or IEP.  Therefore, IFSP and IEP Teams may determine that the IFSP My Child’s Development page or the IEP PLEFP section is the appropriate section to summarize the relevant results for each of the ECO areas.  The team would need to reference this on the ECO Summary form under Summary of Relevant Results (i.e. See My Child’s Development page).  The team also needs to record on the My Child’s Development page or the PLEFP page the ECO area being addressed. Caution: Do consider whether it is a family centered practice or not when referencing different sections.  Ensure that the family is aware of where the information is found if it is in another section of the IFSP or IEP.   Caution: The IFSP and IEP Team will need to determine if the PLEFP and My Child’s Development page provide the needed information about a child’s functional skills in the ECO areas.  IF NOT, the team needs to provide this information on the ECO Summary form under Summary of Relevant Results.  

Question:  If you reference on the PLEFP or My Child Development page to “see ECO summary form,” how will families get that information? Answer:  The ECO Summary page is considered a page of the IFSP or IEP, and parents are to get a copy of the ECO Summary form along with the other pages of the IFSP or IEP.  

Question:  If we type the Sources of Information into the Summary form, does the IMS person have to retype it into the IMS?  Answer:  Yes. Teams need to provide clear and concise information for data entry personnel to accurately record this information (i.e. published name of the assessment, no abbreviations). This information needs to be provided in this section of the ECO Summary form.  The team CANNOT reference another section of the IFSP or IEP for this information.  NOTE: OSEP is requiring states to report this information in the SPP/APR.

Question:  What forms are needed for a child exiting Part C and entering B?  Answer:  Do both the IFSP ECO Summary and the IEP ECO Summary forms for the child during their Exit from C / Initial IEP meeting.

Question:  Children with high probability may not have a service or only one service (e.g. nurse).  We don’t have to do the Summary form for these children, do we?  Answer:  The ECO Summary page has to be done on all children on IFSPs.  If the child/family has only one service or only a service coordinator, you still need to have child’s development assessed.  May need to recruit another team member to do this if service coordinator/provider is not qualified to do developmental assessments.  



	Slide 16 - 21
	Slide 18:  referred to Decision Tree handout. 

Question: How will staff know which children they need to go back and complete the form?  Answer:  IMS will develop a new report to generate a list of children’s names for whom teams have to go back and complete the Summary form.  It will be sent to all AEA data entry personnel who will run the reports and work with AEA leadership to see that staff get the list.  
NOTE: IMS will provide to each AEA a list of students who meet the criteria. Those data will be sent to the primary data entry person in each AEA via a spreadsheet. We anticipate that these data will be sent to each AEA on Friday, October 27 or Monday, October 30

Question: Regarding children missed between July 1st and now, how will parents be involved with the team completion of the form?  Answer:  You can involve the families in a more informal manner to help complete the form. If the team fills it out without the parents, still need to provide a copy to the parents and explain why this was needed.  It is strongly encouraged to discuss this with the parent (i.e. a phone call) before they receive it in the mail. 
Question:  If annual review is 4 months before exit do we fill out the form at both the annual and the exit?  Answer: Yes. 

Question:  How will the Early ACCESS ECO Summary form be different? Answer:  Will be landscape format with EA logo.  In the Progress check boxes, will have NA because this is the child’s initial IFSP meeting. Will include early language and communication in the Outcome and not “early literacy.”

Question:  Do we stop using the IFSP Results page? Answer:   The ECO Summary form DOES NOT replace the use of the IFSP Results page.  IFSP Results will be one source of data teams will want to review when completing the ECO Summary form.



	
	Question:  When will be able to use the new IFSP Results page? Will there be training, since the form is a bit different than the old one?  Answer:  You can use the revised IFSP Results page now.  There will not be state training on it.  Leadership in AEA needs to decide how to support staff in understanding the form. 



	
	Request:  Show us how the IEP ECO Summary page would be same/different than the IFSP ECO Summary page for a child exiting C and entering B.  Answer: The ratings would be the same on both forms. Differences would be:  Progress for an IEP would be checked NA.  Supporting evidence may include information gathered to determine special education eligibility. This IEP/edibility information could be helpful in completing the ECO Summary page for Early ACCESS. For example: The IEP team completes a comprehensive assessment to determine the child’s eligibility for special education.  After completing the assessments, the IEP/IFSP team members including families could work together to determine the child’s rating.  
Question: Would there be a difference between the EA and Special Education rating for Outcome #2 for a child transitioning at 3 because the Special Education form has “literacy?” Answer:  Perhaps, but not likely.  Remember to think broadly. The rating should not reflect an isolated, discrete skill. 

Question:  Will you be providing sample/completed forms with different child scenarios that we can use for training (e.g. low functioning; child exiting C and entering B; etc.)?  Answer:  I will be asking for volunteers for a workgroup who will develop supports for IFSP/IEP team members. 

Question:  How many of the boxes of the Methods Used do we train people to check? Answer: Train them to check all that apply.  Remind the IFSP and IEP teams that they still have evaluation and assessment rule requirements: multiple methods; appropriate procedures, tools and settings; etc. 



	Slide 22 to end Timelines
	Question: Why the December due date for completing those missed since July 1st if data entry won’t be trained until January 5th? Answer:  Because the longer it is between the previous meetings and the time you complete the form, the more difficult and less accurate your conclusions will be.
Question:  When will this be on the web?  Answer: Next Fall.  Will still use the web-based IEP, which will be revised to remove any barriers this creates.  



	
	Question: What can we use for training staff?  Answer:  Use the handouts provided today.  The new workgroup will also be developing materials for AEAs to use.  



	At end of PPT presentation
	Question:  Do you have any guidelines for AEAs about turn-around time for training staff?  Answer:  Use the timelines given to make those decisions.  Timelines are an AEA decision. 

Reminder:  Remember this should not fall only on the shoulders of the Service Coordinator or EC/ECSE Teacher to complete.  It is an IFSP and IEP team decision.  Remember to involve families, related services staff and interagency team members.  



	Questions that were received after the ICN
	Question:  What if the team cannot find the family of the child whose IFSP/IEP meeting is due?  Can the team go ahead and complete the form without the family?  Answer:  The team will need to follow Early ACCESS and Special Education rules, policies and procedures for these situations.  Teams could use the data from the time that the Team had regular contact with the child to complete the ECO Summary.  NOTE: If a state reports high numbers/percentages of missing ECO data due to children exiting unexpectedly, OSEP may contact the state for additional information (OSEP FAQ, September 2006).

Question: What do we do when children are not having an annual or exit IEP meeting before they go to kindergarten?  Answer:  The ECO Summary form must be completed when children are leaving preschool in order to capture their functioning and progress at the time when they are moving from preschool to kindergarten.  This form needs to be completed by the IEP team that served the children during preschool. NOTE: OSEP recommends that the ECO data be collected within 90 Days of a child’s exit from Part C or preschool services.  

Question: Should we remove the old version of ECO Summary form from files that had initial/annual/re-eva/exit meetings July-November 2006 when we add the new ECO Summary form? Answer: Since the form was completed as a part of the IFSP or IEP and is in the child’s educational records, please follow your AEA procedures for removing information from files.  However, it is not necessary to remove the old ECO form.

Question: If a child is 6 or turns 6 during the year, and they are being served in an ECSE classroom, does the IEP team still complete the ECO form until the child enters/transitions to Kindergarten?  Answer: Yes, IEP teams will complete the ECO Summary form for children that are older than 5 and are receiving ECSE services.

Question: What if a child is in Kindergarten and is 5 or 6 and spends part of his day back in the ECSE classroom?  Do they complete the ECO form?  Answer: Yes, the ECO Summary form is completed on all children who are participating in ECSE services until they are no longer receiving such services.
Question: Do you complete an ECO Summary form on a child that is identified for special education in kindergarten.  Answer: No, as long as the child does not receive ECSE services, the IEP team will not complete an ECO Summary form.

Question: Can the IEP team complete an ECO at the end of the school year before the child goes to kindergarten without holding an IEP meeting?  If yes, does this constitute an amendment to the IEP?  Answer: The ECO Summary form is a page of the IEP; therefore, making changes or additions to an IEP would need to follow AEA procedures.  Please consult with the Director of Special Education for whether or not this constitutes an amendment to an IEP.

Question: Checking for understanding: On the ECO Summary form “a. b. and c.” should be filled out for all three pages for all Initial, annual and exits  (Some thought you didn’t fill out the section c. if it was an Initial IEP.)  Answer:  IFSP and IEP teams will complete all 3 sections of the ECO Summary form for all initial, annual, exit, and re-evaluations meetings.  For an Initial IFSP or Initial IEP meeting, Section c of the ECO Summary form will document the supporting evidence for the outcome rating.

Question: Is the new ECO Summary form dated the same date as the current IEP?  Answer: Yes, date the new ECO Summary form with the date that the IEP Meeting date was held for the current IEP.  The same would apply for IFSP meeting date.

Question: What tools should be used for decision making on the ECO when a child is on a speech only IEP?  Answer:  The information gathered using the RIOT methods apply to speech only children.  The SLP may want to consider interviewing parents, observing children in early childhood programs or child care settings the children attend, conducting assessments familiar to the SLP, and reviewing IEP Results data.

Question: How can/should the Speech-Language Pathologist get input from an IEP team when they are pretty much the team?  Answer: The Administrative Rules of Special Education list the required participants at an IEP meeting. Importantly, the parents are considered a part of the IEP Team. In addition, the IEP participant’s rule applies to speech-only IEPs, including the requirement that a general educator participate "if the child is, or may be, participating in the general education environment".  The general educator could be an Early Childhood teacher with expertise in child development.  


	Questions that have been answered by OSEP, September 2006
	Question: Can a parent refuse to have their child’s assessment data used for purposes of OSEP’s outcomes data collection?

States are encouraged to provide information to families about the purposes of OSEP’s child outcomes data collection as well as opportunities to discuss and provide input to their State plan. Since these data are needed for federal accountability for the Part C and Part B/619 programs, families cannot refuse to have their child’s assessment data included in the aggregate. However, as noted in the question directly below, States may need to obtain parental consent or provide prior written notice if the child’s assessment data is used for evaluation purposes. In addition, for Part C the lead agency may need to obtain parent consent prior to disclosure of personally identifiable information if required by 34 CFR §§303.402 and 303.460 and for Part B/619 parental consent may need to be obtained prior to the disclosure of personally identifiable information to a third party, if required by 34 CFR §300.622.

Question: Must a parent provide prior written parental consent under Part C for outcome information to be collected?

Answer: In general, if the lead agency collects, uses or maintains information about an eligible child to the meet the requirements of Part C, including reporting on child outcomes, prior written parental consent is not required under Part C. However, if the collection of outcome information is used for evaluation purposes to determine initial or continuing eligibility, States must provide prior written notice under 34 CFR §303.403 and, if applicable, obtain parent consent for evaluation as required by34 CFR §303.404(a). In addition, if such data collection requires the disclosure of personally identifiable information to a third party, which disclosure does not meet a specific exception, parental consent may be required under 34 CFR §303.402 and §303.460.

Question: Must a parent provide prior written parental consent under Part B for outcome information to be collected?

Answer: In general, if the SEA or LEA collects, uses or maintains information about an eligible child to the meet the requirements of Part B, including reporting on child outcomes, prior written parental consent is not required under Part B. However, prior written parental consent may be required in certain circumstances. If the collection of outcome information is used as part of the child’s initial evaluation or reevaluation, States must provide prior written notice as required under 34 CFR §300.503 and §300.504 and obtain parent consent as required under 34 CFR §300.300. If such data collection requires the disclosure of personally identifiable information to a third party, parental consent may be required under 34 CFR §300.622.
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