Community of Practice on Data

I.
OSEP staff introduction to the session 


A.
Suggest that OSEP answer the following questions:



1.
Why a separate community on data?

2. What is the national picture for the four indicators?




Westat will provide the following to OSEP, if requested:

a. Table or graphic of national baseline for the basic data used to create the four indicators with range of state values




b.
National maps (with states outlined) will show how the 




states vary on the basic data used to create the four 





indicators



3.
Why are accurate, valid and reliable data important for evidence-



based decision making?

a. Brief overview of discussion from PMWG on evidence-based decision making


B.
Introduce the centers/technical support projects and their speakers

II.
Data Validity and Reliability (Technical Assistance in Data Collection, Analysis 
and Report Preparation-Marsha Brauen, Westat)


A.
General Guidelines (will incorporate what we know generally about the 
OSEP data)

Data standards (based on The Department of Education’s standards which are Appendix C in the following document: http://www.ed.gov/pubs/annualplan2003.pdf
1.
Validity, Accurate Definitions, and Accurate Counts

a. All data providers use the same definitions (use of different definitions of the educational environments or settings; we know this is true for some states; when we are given this information it goes in footnotes)

b. Data are collected on the date or for the time period required for the collection (not using December 1 or incomplete school year; some problems with both exiting data collections when states did not use entire year – we think most of these have been resolved)

c. All instances of a phenomenon are counted, no instances are omitted (some special schools or programs not counted or duplicated counts of children served under Part C or estimates are provided rather than actual counts; as far as we know, no states are estimating data , except some of the breakdowns by race/ethnicity)

d. Year to year changes in data are reviewed and large differences are double-checked; at both the state and local level (OSEP has set standards that are in your notebooks; in the past the OSEP criteria were larger, they have been lessened to improve data quality; states likely will need to set their own standards, but we suggest you use the OSEP criteria first)



2. Editing

a. Data are correct, internally consistent, and without mistakes (data entries are out of range) need electronic edit checking and need a person who has not entered the data systematically reviewing it, i.e., data need to be “eyeballed” by someone other than the data manager; mistakes need to be followed back to their original source and mistakes must be corrected (both a Part B and Part C example will be given)

b. The response rate is correct; that is all districts or programs have provided data; follow up must be done on non-response

c. Row and column totals are correct (the OSEP data collection spreadsheets check for these; states need to do similar checks at the locality or district level)

3. Other standards related to data and data systems (from IG audits available on the ED website)

a. Written documentation of  processes for collecting, reviewing and reporting data; these must be regularly reviewed and updated 

b. Retain copies of reports and related supporting documents for 3 years, as required by Federal regulations (34 CFR Section 80.42(b)

c. Regular reviews of district or localities practices in providing data (34 CFR. Section 80.40 (a)), i.e., monitoring procedures to test the validity and reliability of local data

d. Assure data are accurately entered if received on paper

e. The use of manual processes and varying data collection method increases the risk that reported data may not be accurate.

f. Training for data providers on definitions and data collection processes

g. Require data verification by localities and districts 

h. A formal, written contingency plan for IDEA management information functions (required in Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government (GAO/AIMD-00-21.3.1)

i. Data inputting and verification/editing duties should be separate


B.
Specific Issues of the four data types used to create the indicators

1. Part C Identification – uses Part C child count data

a. Excluding children from the count with unknown race/ethnicity

b. Reporting children without an active IFSP

c. Reporting at-risk counts higher than the child count

d. Total children reported by race/ethnicity section does not match the total receiving services by age

e. No estimation of race/ethnicity where it is unavailable

2. Part C Natural Environments – uses Part C settings data

a. Failure to use the Federal categories

b. Failure to submit both sections of the form, i.e., no submission of race/ethnicity data

c. Section totals do not match 

d. Total number of children reporting on settings form does not match that on child count




e.
This data collection is under review



3.
Graduation and Dropout Rates – uses Part B exiting data 

a. Reporting 14 or 15 year olds graduating with a diploma

b. Reporting students too young to reach the maximum age for services

c. Reporting the student’s age at exit rather than on the data of the child count

d. Using the moved, not know to continue category when the student has not moved



4.
LRE – uses Part B educational environments data

a. State categories do not match the OSEP definitins

b. States incorrectly report students in parent-initiated private school placements

c. States incorrectly report students in correctional facilities

d. Educational environment totals do not match the child count

e. For 6-21 year olds, a few states report time in special education rather than time outside the regular class

f. Aspects of this data collection are currently under review


C.
Resources Available



1.
TA Available




Generalized TA for the most part




Data managers’ meetings




Orientation for new data managers




Data transmission system (DTS)




Task force meetings on new data collections or revisions to data 




collections




Targeted TA provided when states have questions



2.
Current Products




Data dictionaries




Data histories




Fact sheets




State Profiles




Year to Year Change Criteria




Taking Your Data to the Laundry




Part B computer system descriptions




Newsletters




Proceedings of data meetings



3.
Future Products




Video on uses of data at the Federal level and why the data are 




important




Video of orientation for new data managers (others)




Early intervention data handbook




Video orientation for new data managers




TA packages for new data managers




TA document on disproportionality measures and cutoff points; 




spreadsheet for states to use to calculate disproportionality




State fact sheets  

