
Special Education Data –
Public Reporting and How 

Data is Used

Alyson Garland
Pennsylvania State Data Center



Website Home Page
https://penndata.hbg.psu.edu
• Menu Bar

• Public Reporting: SEDR, 
Quick Report, EI, Stat Summary

• Data Management: Resource 
Guide, Templates

• Annual Federal Data Reports
• Additional Reports: Spec Ed and 

Total Enrollment, Fast Facts
• Resources: Presentations and links 

to BSE, PDE, PaTTAN, Census
• IU Contacts Map / Download IU Data 

Manager List
• Events
• PDE and PSU Contact 

Information (on Bottom)



IU Contacts Map
• Download IU Data Manager 

List
• List of all IU Data Managers
• Email & phone contact info

• Select specific IU 
• Contact Information for IU
• IU Director, Spec Ed Director, 

Data Manager



Data Management
• December Child Count

• Resource Guide 
• Submission Timeline
• IU Sign Off Sheet
• Table 14 Template
• APS/Correctional Facility Lists

• July Collection
• Resource Guide 
• PIMS Calendar
• Table Template
• Edit Checks/Data Specs

• Table 8A Template



Annual Federal Data Reports

• Summary of Data 
Uploaded to the Federal 
Department of Education

• Child Count
• Personnel
• Ed Environment
• Exiting
• Discipline
• Dispute Resolution

• Data from 2001-2002 to 
most recent year



Additional Reports

• Annual Enrollment Summary 
Report

• Special Ed Count
• Total Enrollment 
• Percent Special Ed
• Data from 2008-2009 to 

most recent year
• Special Education Summary

• Fast facts publication –
state level



Resources



Public Reporting

• Reports Produced Annually
• Data at a Glance
• SEDR Archive
• SEDR Dashboard
• Early Intervention
• Statistical Summary
• SPP/APR Narrative



Public Reporting Requirement
• Individuals with Disabilities Education Act of 2004 (IDEA) requires 

states to develop a State Performance Plan (SPP)

• Beginning in 2015, states submit a combined SPP/APR (State 
Performance Plan/Annual Performance Report) that covers both 
planning and reporting

• Federally mandated indicators of results and compliance

• Baseline data and annual measurable and rigorous targets

• Improving educational outcomes for students with disabilities



How is the SPP/APR used?
• Evaluates state’s efforts to implement the requirements and purposes of 

IDEA  

• Describes how the state will improve its implementation

• Includes Indicators that measure child and family outcomes and other 
Indicators that measure results and compliance with the requirements of 
IDEA

• Report on the progress of each LEA against the targets of the state 

• Used to issue Determinations (Meets Requirements, Needs Assistance, 
Needs Intervention, Needs Substantial Intervention )



SPP/APR Indicators

* Part C Indicator
** Combined Part B & Part C Indicator

Red text – Compliance Indicator
Targets set to 0% or 100%



Results Driven Accountability
• Three main components:

• SPP/APR and SSIP 
• Measures results and compliance - states are currently developing 

State Systematic Improvement Plans (SSIPs) designed to improve 
outcomes in targeted areas

• Determinations 
• Reflects state performance on results and compliance

• Differentiated monitoring and support
• Approach for each state based on the state's unique strengths, 

progress, challenges, and needs

SPP/APR and SSIP are used by OSEP as part of its Results Driven Accountability 
(RDA) program to evaluate states’ performance in the implementation of IDEA 

and to drive improved outcomes for students with disabilities. 



SPP/APR Public Reporting Requirement

• State progress/slippage in meeting targets

• Performance of each school district, charter school and 
preschool early intervention program

• Early Intervention Data Reports: Preschool and 
Infant/Toddler

• Special Education Data Report (SEDR) published annually for 
each Local Education Agency (LEA) special education 
program



Local Education Agency Report
(Archived Format – 2019-2020 and prior)

Sample SD Sample SD



Local Education Agency Report
Dashboard

Sample SD



Special Education Data Report 
Results and Compliance Indicators

Indicator 1 Graduation rate
Indicator 2 Drop out rate
Indicator 3 Student participation and performance on statewide assessments
Indicator 4 Suspension and expulsion rates
Indicator 5 Educational placement (least restrictive environment)
Indicator 8 School facilitated parent involvement
Indicator 9 Disproportionate representation by race/ethnicity
Indicator 10 Disproportionate representation by race/ethnicity in disability categories
Indicator 11 Timelines for initial evaluation
Indicator 13 Post secondary transition goals and services
Indicator 14 Postsecondary outcomes



Demographics
• Source: December 1 child 

count (PIMS)

• School Age

• Total Enrollment (all 
students enrolled in an 
LEA regardless of location 
of service)

• Special Education by 
Disability and 
Race/Ethnicity



Indicators 1 and 2
Graduation and Drop Out Rate

• Source: July Exiting collection (PIMS)

• Ages 14-21

• Grad Rate: # graduates divided by the 
sum of graduates, drop-outs, received 
GED, reached max age, and died

• Drop Rate: # drop-outs divided by the 
sum of graduates, drop-outs, received 
GED, reached max age, and died

• One year data lag
Performance

FFY 2020
86.13%

Target
FFY 2025
88.13%



Indicator 3
Participation and performance on statewide assessments

• Source: Division of Performance Analysis and 
Reporting

• Participation rate and performance of 
students with disabilities on state 
assessments (PSSA, Keystone, PASA)

• Grades 4, 8, and 11 in ELA and Math

• 3A: Participation rate for children with IEPs

• 3B: Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade 
level academic achievement standards

• 3C: Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against 
alternate academic achievement standards

• 3D: Gap in proficiency rates for children with IEPs and all 
students against grade level academic achievement 
standards



Indicator 4
Suspension and expulsion rates

Indicator 4A
• discrepancy in the rate of 

suspension/expulsion of students with 
disabilities for greater than 10 days (3B)

• 2x state baseline 0.55% (2015-2016 baseline 
data)

Indicator 4B
• discrepancy in the rate of 

suspension/expulsion of students with 
disabilities by race/ethnicity

• Statistical comparison of race group to current 
state rate (1.5x), minimum child count 40, 
minimum suspension/expulsion in race 10

• Policies, procedures, or practices that 
contribute to the discrepancy

• Source: July Discipline Tables 
collection (Table 9A)

• Ages 3-21

• One year data lag



Indicator 5
Educational placement

• Source: December 1 Child Count (PIMS)
• Ages 6-21 and Age 5 in school age 

program
• Data derived from student IEP

Three categories reported
• Inside Regular Class >= 80% of day (19)
• Inside Regular Class < 40% of day (21)
• Other Settings: Separate Schools, Residential Facilities, Hospital/Homebound (01, 02, 05, 06, 09, 12, 14, 15, 16)

Performance 
FFY 2020
62.08%

Target
FFY 2025
65.00%

Performance 
FFY 2020

9.80%

Target
FFY 2025

8.00%

Performance
FFY 2020

4.70%

Target
FFY 2025

4.00%



Indicator 8
School facilitated parent involvement

• Source: Parent Survey

• 25 question survey mailed directly to parents of school age students with disabilities

• 1/5 of LEAs surveyed each year

• Public reporting includes most recent year of data

• Confidence interval accounts for not all parents responding

Performance 
FFY 2020
44.04%

Target
FFY 2025
50.22%



Indicator 9
Disproportionate representation by race/ethnicity

• Source: December 1 Child Count (PIMS) – two years

• Disproportionate representation of racial/ethnic groups in special education due to inappropriate 
identification

• Weighted risk ratio analysis

• BSE onsite focused monitoring to determine if there is inappropriate identification

Performance 
FFY 2020

0%

Target
FFY 2025

0%



Indicator 10
Disproportionate representation by 

race/ethnicity in specific disability categories
• Source: December 1 Child Count (PIMS) – two years

• Disproportionate representation of racial/ethnic groups in special education due to inappropriate 
identification

• Weighted risk ratio analysis

• BSE onsite focused monitoring to determine if there is inappropriate identification

Performance 
FFY 2020

0%

Target
FFY 2025

0%



Indicator 11
Timelines for initial evaluation

• Source: Table 8A Annual Submission

• 1/6 of LEAs report annually

• Public reporting includes most recent year of 
data

• Timeliness of evaluation to determine eligibility 
for special education

• Initial evaluations conducted within 60 days of 
parental consent

Performance 
FFY 2020
90.50%

Target
FFY 2025

100%



Indicator 13
Post secondary transition goals and services

• Source: BSE cyclical monitoring

• 1/6 of LEAs report annually

• Public reporting includes most recent year of data

• Students eligible for secondary transition selected 
as part of stratified random sampling of students 
with disabilities

• 8 specific secondary transition requirements

• Compliance with regulatory requirements for IEP 
process and content

Performance 
FFY 2020
80.53%

Target
FFY 2025

100%



Indicator 14
Postsecondary outcomes

• Source: Post-School Outcome Survey

• Survey all student leavers (graduates, drop-
outs, reached max age) who had IEPs

• Engagement in education and/or employment 
after high school

• 1/5 of LEAs surveyed annually

• Public reporting includes most recent year of 
data

• Measure A: Enrolled in higher education
• Measure B: Higher education plus 

competitive employment
• Measure C: Higher education plus 

competitive employment plus other post-
secondary education or training

Performance 
FFY 2020

14A:  27.65%
14B:  66.45%
14C:  71.33%

Target
FFY 2025

14A:  31.00%
14B:  71.00%
14C:  76.75%



Working Principals of High-Quality IDEA Data



Ultimately, data begins and ends with students



Questions?

Alyson Garland
Data Analyst - Pennsylvania State Data Center

https://penndata.hbg.psu.edu/
penndata@psu.edu


