
On your mark….get set….

Helping Administrators and 

Providers from Local Programs 

Prepare to use their Outcomes Data
Lisa Backer: Minnesota Part C & 619



Understanding & Investment

 Program Evaluation & Continuous 

Improvement process initiated by MN 

Dept. of Education in 1999

 Reported local data since 2003-04 

 Incorporate data into presentations 

whenever possible

 Games to enhance understanding

 Attention paid to District Data Profiles
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OSEP Progress Categories-5 pts

One of two categories indicating a 

significant increase in a child’s rate 

of developmental growth; this 

category includes children who 

reach a level comparable to same 

age peers by the time they exit Part 

C or Preschool Special Education.



OSEP Progress Categories-5 pts

What is Category D?

Percent of children who 

improve functioning to reach 

a level comparable to same 

age peers.
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Free Jeopardy Templates

http://www.hardin.k12.ky.us/res_techn/do

wnload/blankjeopardy.ppt

http://www.elainefitzgerald.com/Jeopardy

1Template.ppt

http://www.jmu.edu/madison/teacher/jeop

ardy/jeopardy.htm

http://www.hardin.k12.ky.us/res_techn/download/blankjeopardy.ppt
http://www.hardin.k12.ky.us/res_techn/download/blankjeopardy.ppt
http://www.elainefitzgerald.com/Jeopardy1Template.ppt
http://www.elainefitzgerald.com/Jeopardy1Template.ppt
http://www.jmu.edu/madison/teacher/jeopardy/jeopardy.htm
http://www.jmu.edu/madison/teacher/jeopardy/jeopardy.htm




The Power of        5

^



Question 1:       Within 50 
percentage points….

100%

0%

What percent of Minnesota’s 
infants and toddlers received 
the services on their IFSPs in a 
timely manner during the 
2007-2008 reporting year?



Answer 1:
100%

0%

98.76% of IFSP services were 
delivered in a timely manner 
(within 30 days of projected 
start date)  

98.76%



Question 1: Which of the following is not

true of Minnesota’s initiative to collect, 

report and use data on outcomes for 

young children with disabilities?

COSF ratings are reported

at Part C Entrance/Exit

COSF ratings are reported 

for each child annually

COSF ratings are reported

as children enter/exit ECSE

District level child outcome data 

will become public in 2010

C

A B

D

12    5 Points

11    5 Points

10    3 Points

9      3 Points

8      3 Points

7      3 Points

6      2 Points

5      2 Points

4      2 Points

3      1 Point

2      1 Point

1      1 Point



Question 1: Which of the following is not 

true of Minnesota’s initiative to collect, 

report and use data on outcomes for 

young children with disabilities?

COSF ratings are reported 

for each child annually
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Data Continually “Repackaged” for 

Use* by local programs

Family Outcomes

-Local survey return rate

-Local performance on each outcomes

Child Outcomes

-Frequency distributions of Entrance & 
Exit COSF Data

-Local Program COSF means

-Calculated Summary Statements 1 & 2 
for each local program





Graduation Rates

Dropout Rates

Student Achievement

Suspensions & Expulsions

Federal Instructional Settings

6-21

3-5

0-2

Child Find (Part C)

Part C Family Outcomes

Program Evaluation
MnCIMP: Self Review



Timelines

Notification

Evaluation Standards

Eligibility Checklists

IEP/IFSP Standards

Behavior & Discipline

Longitudinal Checklists

Comments

Student Record Review

MnCIMP: Self-Review





Special Activity for Special 

Interest Group

ECSE Day of “Excel”-ence

 Targeted local ECSE leaders (Part C & 

Section 619) 

 Prioritized those with largest data sets

 Outcomes

 Understand local data

 Learn basic analysis

 Create Professional Development 

Resource



Preparation for Day of 

Excellence

 Solicit participants

 Hoped for 30, Stopped at 40, Turned 20 

away

 Survey – Skill level, Excel version, Mac/PC

 Prepare PowerPoint Shell

 Build program-specific Excel Workbooks

 Order lunch



MN:  Outcome 1 Entrance: 07-08
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Our District:  Outcome 1 

Entrance: 07-08
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Part C & Section 619 Enrollment Data (618 Data 

Source)

Initial Evaluation Enrollment Records

Child Outcome Data (C & 619)

•Entry Ratings (multiple years)

•Exit Ratings

•OSEP Progress Categories



Data Elements

•Age of child at initial identification

•Primary Disability

•Home Language

•Race/ethnicity

•Instructional Setting/Intervention Environment

•Eligibility for free/reduced lunch

•Service hours

•Gender

•Homelessness

•End Codes (mobility, C to B transition)



Purpose of Analyses

 Examine enrollment data files for 

accuracy for impact on 618 data and 

SPP/APR indicators

 Check for missing COSF data

 Conduct COSF “pattern checking” 

exercises to compare local data to 

expected data and to the state as a 

whole

 Build skills



Challenges:  Self-Appraisal of 

skills on 5 point scale*

 Infant: The data world is still a mystery to me 

 Toddler: I have taken a few baby steps but have a long 
way to go before I am solidly on my own two feet. 

 Preschooler: I can do a few things. I want to do it by 
myself but have many questions. Sometimes I get 
really frustrated and give up altogether 

 Adolescent: There are some things can do really well 
but there are some holes in what I know and there are 
still some basic things I need to learn (yes, we know 
that no adolescent would ever admit this...). 

 Adult: I can take appropriate action to meet my data 
needs across a variety of analyses.

* Thanks to Kathy Hebbeler & ECO



Challenges:  Techno-Diversity

Hardware: PC’s & Macs

Operating Systems:  Windows, Vista, 

MacOS

Excel:  6 different versions

PowerPoint:  Multiple versions

Difficult to demonstrate step by step



Day of Excel-lence: Successes

 Overwhelmingly Positive Evaluation of 

Day

 Constructive feedback on what worked 

& what needed to be improved

 Unanimous desire for a 2nd Day



Pattern Checking for All




