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Preface

Since the enactment of the Education for All Handicapped Children Act of 1975 (EHA), Public
Law (P.L.) 94-142 and its successor statute, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA or act),
the secretary of the U.S. Department of Education (secretary) (and her predecessor, the commissioner of
education at the U.S. Department of Health, Education, and Welfare) have been required to transmit to
Congress an annual report to inform Congress and the public of the progress being made in implementing
the act. The annual reports to Congress reflect a history of persistent commitment and effort to expand

educational opportunities for children with disabilities.

The most recent reauthorization of /IDEA (P.L. 108-446) occurred in December 2004, and section
664(d) of IDEA continues to require the annual report. With the reauthorization of IDEA, the nation
reaffirmed its commitment to improving the early intervention and educational results and functional
outcomes for infants, toddlers, children, and youths with disabilities (collectively, this group may be

referred to in this report as children with disabilities).

The 40th Annual Report to Congress on the Implementation of the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act, 2018" describes our nation’s progress in (1) providing a free appropriate public education
(FAPE) for children with disabilities under IDEA, Part B, and early intervention services to infants and
toddlers with disabilities and their families under /DEA, Part C; (2) ensuring that the rights of these
children with disabilities and their parents are protected; (3) assisting states and localities in providing for
the education of all children with disabilities; and (4) assessing the effectiveness of efforts to educate
children with disabilities. The report focuses on the children and students with disabilities being served
under /DEA, Part C or B, nationally and at the state level. In particular, Part C of /DEA provides funds to
states to assist them in developing and implementing statewide, comprehensive, coordinated,
multidisciplinary interagency systems to make early intervention services available to all eligible children
from birth through age 2 with disabilities and their families, whereas Part B of /DEA provides funds to
states to assist them in making FAPE available to eligible children ages 3 through 21 with disabilities who

are in need of special education and related services.’ Throughout this report, individuals with disabilities

' The year in the title reflects the U.S. Department of Education’s target year for submitting the report to Congress. The most
current data in this report were collected from July 2015 through December 2016. These data have been available to the public
prior to their presentation in this report. Subsequent references to this report and previously published annual reports will be
abbreviated as the “XX Annual Report to Congress”; they will not include “on the Implementation of the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act.”

A state may elect to make Part C services available to infants and toddlers with disabilities beyond age 3, consistent with /DEA
sections 632(5)(B) and 635(c) and 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 303.211. Data on these children are
included in the annual reporting requirements for Part C under /DEA sections 616 and 618.
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who receive services under /IDEA, Part C or Part B, are referred to as infants and toddlers served under
IDEA, Part C; children served under IDEA, Part B; or students served under /DEA, Part B. “Special
education services” is a term used throughout this report to represent services provided under /DEA,

Part B. Similarly, “early intervention services” is a term used synonymously with services provided under
IDEA, Part C.

This 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 follows the 39th Annual Report to Congress, 2017 in
sequence and format, and it continues to focus on /DEA results and accountability. Similar to the 39t
Annual Report to Congress, 2017, the 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 contains six major sections
that address the five annual report requirements contained in section 664(d) of IDEA. The sections are
(1) a summary and analysis of IDEA section 618 data at the national level; (2) a summary and analysis of
IDEA section 618 data at the state level;* (3) a summary and analysis of the U.S. Department of
Education’s (Department’s) findings and determinations regarding the extent to which states are meeting
the requirements of /DEA, Parts B and C; (4) a summary of special education research conducted under
Part E of the Education Sciences Reform Act of 2002; (5) a summary of national special education studies
and evaluations conducted under sections 664(a) and (c) of /DEA; and (6) a summary of the extent and
progress of the assessment of national activities, which focus on determining the effectiveness of IDEA

and improving its implementation.

The content of this report differs from that of the 39th Annual Report to Congress, 2017 in
several ways. The most recent data presented in this report represent the following applicable reporting
periods: fall 2016, school year 2015-16, or a 12-month reporting period during 2015—16. Where data are
presented for a 10-year period, the oldest data are associated with fall 2007. Due to changes in the
assessment data collection protocol, which no longer requires states to collect the reasons for
nonparticipation in a math or reading assessment other than a medical exemption, a breakdown of reasons
for nonparticipation is no longer presented at the national level. Instead, overall participation and
nonparticipation in math and reading assessments are new exhibits presented at both the national and state
levels. Math and reading assessment participation and proficiency data are now presented in separate,

rather than combined, exhibits at the national level. Subsequent exhibits are renumbered accordingly.

A summary of each of the six sections and three appendices that make up the 40th Annual Report

to Congress, 2018 follows.

t Section 618 data consist of (1) the number of infants and toddlers served under IDEA, Part C; the settings in which they
receive program services; information on the transition at age 3 out of Part C; and dispute resolution information; and (2) the
number of children and students served under IDEA, Part B; the environments in which they receive education; their
participation in and performance on state assessments; information on their exiting special education services; the personnel
employed to provide educational services to them; disciplinary actions that affect them; and dispute resolution information.
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Section I. Summary and Analysis of IDEA Section 618 Data at the National Level

Section I contains national data pertinent to Parts C and B of /DEA. It contains four subsections.
The four subsections focus on infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C; children ages 3 through 5
served under /DEA, Part B; students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B; and children and
students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B. The exhibits provide information about the
characteristics of infants, toddlers, children, and students receiving services under Parts C and B; their
disabilities; the settings in which they receive services; their participation in and performance on state
assessments; their exits from Part C and Part B programs; their disciplinary removals; and their legal
disputes. Also addressed are the characteristics of the personnel employed to provide special education
and related services for the children and students. The data presented in the exhibits and discussed in the
bulleted text represent the 50 states, the District of Columbia (DC), the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico
(Puerto Rico herein), and the four outlying areas of American Samoa, Guam, the Commonwealth of the
Northern Mariana Islands (the Northern Mariana Islands herein), and the Virgin Islands. In addition, the
exhibits that concern special education and related services provided under /DEA, Part B, include data for
Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) schools operated or funded by the U.S. Department of the Interior and
the three freely associated states: the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the
Republic of the Marshall Islands.

Section Il. Summary and Analysis of IDEA Section 618 Data at the State Level

Section II contains state-level data regarding Part C and Part B of IDEA. This section is organized
into four subsections which focus on infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C; children ages 3
through 5 served under IDEA, Part B; students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B; and children
and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B. Each subsection addresses questions about the
characteristics of infants, toddlers, children, and students receiving services under Parts C and B; their
disabilities; the settings in which they receive services; their participation in state assessments; their exits
from Part C and Part B programs; their disciplinary removals; and their legal disputes. The characteristics
of the personnel employed to provide special education and related services for the children and students
are also addressed. The data presented in exhibits and discussed in the bulleted text represent the 50

states, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, and Puerto Rico.
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Section lll. Findings and Determinations Resulting From Reviews of State
Implementation of IDEA

Sections 616(d) and 642 of IDEA require the secretary to make an annual determination as to the
extent to which each state’s Part B and Part C programs are meeting the requirements of /DEA. To fulfill
this requirement, the secretary considers each state’s State Performance Plan (SPP)/Annual Performance
Report (APR). Based on the information provided by the state in the SPP/APR, information obtained
through monitoring reviews, and any other public information made available, the secretary determines if
the state meets the requirements and purposes of /DEA, needs assistance in implementing the
requirements, needs intervention in implementing the requirements, or needs substantial intervention in
implementing the requirements. In June 2017, the Department issued the determination letters on
implementation of IDEA for federal fiscal year (FFY) 2015 to 60 state education agencies (SEAs) for

Part B and to 56 state lead agencies for Part C. Section III presents the results of the determinations.

Section IV. Summary of Research Conducted Under Part E of the Education
Sciences Reform Act of 2002

When Congress reauthorized /DEA in December 2004, it amended the Education Sciences
Reform Act of 2002 (P.L. 107-279) by adding a new Part E to that act. The new Part E established the
National Center for Special Education Research (NCSER) as part of the Institute of Education Sciences
(IES). NCSER began operation on July 1, 2005. As specified in section 175(b) of the Education Sciences
Reform Act of 2002, NCSER’s mission is to

e Sponsor research to expand knowledge and understanding of the needs of infants, toddlers,
children, and students with disabilities in order to improve the developmental, educational, and
transitional results of such individuals;

e Sponsor research to improve services provided under, and support the implementation of, IDEA
[20 United States Code (U.S.C.) section 1400 et seq.]; and

e Evaluate the implementation and effectiveness of /[DEA in coordination with the National Center
for Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance.

Section IV of this report describes the research projects funded by grants made during FFY 2017
(October 1, 2016, through September 30, 2017) by NCSER under Part E of the Education Sciences
Reform Act of 2002.

Section V. Summary of Studies and Evaluations Under Section 664 of IDEA

In the December 2004 reauthorization of IDEA, Congress required the secretary to delegate to the

director of IES responsibility to carry out studies and evaluations under sections 664(a), (b), and (c) of
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IDEA. As specified in section 664(a) of IDEA, 1ES, either directly or through grants, contracts, or
cooperative agreements awarded to eligible entities on a competitive basis, assesses the progress in the
implementation of /DEA, including the effectiveness of state and local efforts to provide (1) FAPE to
children and students with disabilities and (2) early intervention services to infants and toddlers with
disabilities and infants and toddlers who would be at risk of having substantial developmental delays if
early intervention services were not provided to them. As specified in section 664(c) of IDEA, IES is
required to carry out a national study or studies that will inform efforts to ensure accountability for
students who are held to alternate achievement standards. This section describes the studies and
evaluations authorized by sections 664(a) and (c) of IDEA and supported by IES during FFY 2017
(Oct. 1, 2016, through Sept. 30, 2017).

Section VI. Extent and Progress of the Assessment of National Activities

Under section 664(b) of IDEA (as amended in 2004), the secretary is responsible for carrying out
a “national assessment” of activities supported by federal funds under IDEA. As delegated by the
secretary, IES is carrying out this national assessment to (1) determine the effectiveness of IDEA in
achieving the law’s purpose; (2) provide timely information to the president, Congress, the states, local
education agencies (LEAs), and the public on how to implement /DEA more effectively; and (3) provide
the president and Congress with information that will be useful in developing legislation to achieve the
purposes of IDEA more effectively. The national assessment is designed to address specific research
questions that focus on (1) the implementation and impact of programs assisted under /DEA in addressing
developmental and academic outcomes for children with disabilities, (2) identification for early
intervention and special education, (3) early intervention and special education services, and (4) early
intervention and special education personnel. Studies supported in FFY 2017 (Oct. 1, 2016, through

Sept. 30, 2017) that contribute to the national assessment are described in Section VI.

Appendix A. Infants, Toddlers, Children, and Students Served Under IDEA, by
Age Group and State

Appendix A presents the numbers and percentages of the resident population represented by the
infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in 2016 in each state, the District of
Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the four outlying areas (American Samoa, the Northern Mariana Islands,
Guam, and the Virgin Islands) and children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, and students
ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in 2016 in each state, the District of Columbia, BIE
schools, Puerto Rico, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states (the Federated States

of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands). It also presents the
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number of children served in each state, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the four

outlying areas, and the three freely associated states, by race/ethnicity.

Appendix B. Developmental Delay Data for Children Ages 3 Through 5 and
Students Ages 6 Through 9 Served Under IDEA, Part B

Appendix B presents information about the children ages 3 through 5 and students ages 6 through
9 served under IDEA, Part B, under the category of developmental delay.® Exhibits B-1 and B-2 provide
data on the percentages of resident populations in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico
represented by the children ages 3 through 5 and students ages 6 through 9 served under IDEA, Part B,
who were reported under the category of developmental delay, respectively, in each year, 2007 through
2016. Exhibit B-3 identifies whether each state, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states reported any children ages 3 through 5 or any

students ages 6 through 9 under the developmental delay category in 2016.

Appendix C. IDEA, Part B Maintenance of Effort Reduction and Coordinated Early
Intervening Services

Appendix C presents state-level information on the number of students who received coordinated
early intervening services (CEIS) and number and percentage of LEAs and educational service agencies
(ESAs) that were required to use 15 percent of IDEA sections 611 and 619 funds for CEIS due to
significant disproportionality or that voluntarily used up to 15 percent of IDEA sections 611 and 619
funds for CEIS. In addition, state-level data are presented on the number and percentage of LEAs and
ESAs that met the IDEA, Part B, requirements under 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section
300.600(a)(2) and had an increase in /DEA, Part B, section 611 allocations and took the maintenance of
effort (MOE) reduction pursuant to IDEA section 613(a)(2)(C) in school year 2015-16.

$ This descriptor and other section 618 data descriptors in this report are italicized within exhibits, text, and notes to clarify that
the reference is to a grouping of data.
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Key Findings at the National Level

The 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 showcases data collected from states. The report also

includes information from studies, evaluations, and databases of the Institute of Education Sciences and

U.S. Census Bureau. Some key findings from Section I of the report, “Summary and Analysis of /IDEA

Section 618 Data at the National Level” follow. To more completely understand the meaning and context

for each of the findings featured below, the reader is advised to review the exhibit cited and the additional

associated bulleted text.

Infants and Toddlers Served Under IDEA, Part C

In 2016, there were 372,896 infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C.
Of those infants and toddlers, 369,672 were served in the 50 states and the District of Columbia.
This number represented 3.1 percent of the birth-through-age-2 population in the 50 states and
the District of Columbia (Exhibit 1).

From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population of infants and toddlers birth
through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, increased from 2.6 percent to 3.1 percent. The
percentage of 2-year-olds in the resident population of infants and toddlers served under IDEA,
Part C, either increased from the previous year or was approximately the same as in the previous
year from 2007 through 2012. Between 2012 and 2013, the percentage decreased from 4.7
percent to 4.6 percent. The percentage increased to 4.9 percent in 2014 and remained there in
2015. In 2016, the percentage increased to 5.2 percent. The percentage of 1-year-olds in the
resident population of infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C, either increased from the
previous year or was approximately the same as in the previous year from 2007 through 2010.
Between 2010 and 2011, the percentage decreased from 2.7 percent to 2.6 percent and remained
at that level in 2012. In 2013, the percentage again reached 2.7 percent and it remained there in
2014, then increased to 2.8 percent in 2015. In 2016, the percentage increased again to 2.9
percent. From 2007 through 2014, the percentage of infants and toddlers under 1 year in the
resident population served under IDEA, Part C, fluctuated between 1 and 1.1 percent. In 2015,
the percentage increased to 1.2 percent and remained there in 2016 (Exhibit 2).

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander and White infants and toddlers had risk ratios of 1.5
and 1.1, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in each of these racial/ethnic groups
were slightly more likely than those in all other racial/ethnic groups combined to be served
under IDEA, Part C. American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian, and Black or African American
infants and toddlers, and infants and toddlers associated with two or more racial/ethnic groups
had risk ratios of 0.9, 0.8, 0.9, and 0.9, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in each
of these groups were slightly less likely than those in all other racial/ethnic groups combined to
be served under /IDEA, Part C. Hispanic/Latino infants and toddlers, with a risk ratio of 1, were
as likely to be served under Part C as the infants and toddlers of all other racial/ethnic groups
combined (Exhibit 3).

Cumulative child count data reveal Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander and White infants
and toddlers had risk ratios of 1.3 and 1.1, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in
each of these racial/ethnic groups were slightly more likely than those in all other racial/ethnic
groups combined to be served under /DEA, Part C. American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian,
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Black or African American infants and toddlers, and infants and toddlers associated with two or
more racial/ethnic groups had risk ratios of 0.9, 0.8, 0.9, and 0.8, respectively, indicating that
infants and toddlers in each of these groups were slightly less likely than those in all other
racial/ethnic groups combined to be served under IDEA, Part C. Hispanic/Latino infants and
toddlers, with a risk ratio of 1, were as likely to be served under Part C as the infants and
toddlers of all other racial/ethnic groups combined (Exhibit 4).

In 2016, of the 372,896 infants and toddlers served under Part C, 88.9 percent received their
early intervention services primarily in the some. The category of community-based setting was
reported as the primary early intervention setting for 7.8 percent of those served under Part C.
Consequently, 96.7 percent of infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C, in 2016 received
their early intervention services primarily in natural environments, which are defined as the
home or a community-based setting (Exhibit 5).

In 2016, home was the primary early intervention service setting for at least 87 percent of the
infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, in each racial/ethnic group.
The largest percentage of infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C, who received early
intervention services in a community-based setting was associated with American Indian or
Alaska Native children (11.9 percent), while the smallest percentage served in this setting was
associated with Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander children (5.0 percent) (Exhibit 6).

Of the Part C exiting statuses in 2015-16, Part B eligible, exiting Part C accounted for the
largest percentage of infants and toddlers. Specifically, this category accounted for 118,756 of
326,433, or 36.4 percent, of infants and toddlers. An additional 3.4 percent of the infants and
toddlers were found to be eligible for Part B but continued to receive services under Part C. No
longer eligible for Part C prior to reaching age 3 was the second most prevalent category of
exiting status, as it accounted for 16.1 percent of infants and toddlers. Part B eligibility not
determined and withdrawal by parent (or guardian) accounted for 11.2 percent and 12.4 percent,
respectively (Exhibit 7).

In 2015-16, 118,756, or 60.9 percent, of the 194,869 children served under IDEA, Part C, who
reached age 3 were determined to be Part B eligible, exiting Part C. An additional 5.7 percent of
these children were found to be eligible for Part B but continued to receive services under

Part C. Eligibility for Part B was not determined for 18.7 percent of the children served under
IDEA, Part C, who had reached age 3. The remaining 14.7 percent of the children served under
Part C who had reached age 3 exited Part C and were determined to be not eligible for Part B.
The children who were not eligible for Part B included those who exited with referrals to other
programs (9.0 percent) and those who exited with no referrals (5.7 percent) (Exhibit 8).

During 201516, a total of 125 written, signed complaints were received through the dispute
resolution process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C. A
report was issued for 102 (81.6 percent) of the complaints, while 20 (16.0 percent) of the
complaints were withdrawn or dismissed. Only 3 (2.4 percent) of the complaints that were
received during the reporting period were pending or unresolved by the end of the period
(Exhibit 9).

A total of 97 due process complaints were received during 2015-16 through the dispute
resolution process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C. For 79
(81.4 percent) of the due process complaints received during the reporting period, the complaint
was withdrawn or dismissed. For 13 (13.4 percent) of the due process complaints received, a
hearing was conducted, and a written legal decision was issued. For the remaining five
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complaints (5.2 percent), a hearing was still pending as of the end of the reporting period
(Exhibit 10).

During 201516, a total of 126 mediation requests were received through the dispute resolution
process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C. A mediation was
conducted before the end of the reporting period for 57 (45.2 percent) of the mediation requests
received. The mediation that was held in nine (7.1 percent) of these cases was related to a due
process complaint, while the session held in 48 (38.1 percent) of these cases was not related to a
due process complaint. Of the 69 mediation requests received that did not result in a mediation
being held by the end of the reporting period, 65 (51.6 percent) had been withdrawn, dismissed,
or otherwise ended without a mediation being held. The remaining four (3.2 percent) were still
pending at the end of the reporting period (Exhibit 11).

Children Ages 3 Through 5 Served Under IDEA, Part B

In 2016, 759,801 children ages 3 through 5 in 2016 were served under Part B, in the 48 states for
which data were available, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the four outlying
areas, and the three freely associated states. Of these children, 744,414 were served in 48 states,
the District of Columbia, and BIE schools. This number represented 6.4 percent of the resident
population ages 3 through 5. Between 2007 and 2016, the number of children ages 3 through 5
served under /DEA, Part B, in the jurisdictions for which data were available increased from
709,136 to 759,801. This addition of 50,665 children represented a 7.1 percent increase in the
number of children served. In 2007, the percentage of the resident population ages 3 through 5
served under /DEA, Part B, in the jurisdictions for which data was available was 5.8 percent. In
2009, the percentage increased to 5.9 percent, and it remained there until 2012, when the
percentage reached 6 percent. The percentage stayed at 6 percent through 2013 before increasing
to 6.1 percent in 2014, then to 6.2 percent in 2015. In 2016, the percentage reached 6.4 percent
(Exhibit 12).

In 2016, the most prevalent disability category of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA,
Part B, was speech or language impairment (specifically, 323,789 of 759,801 children, or 42.6
percent). The next most common disability category was developmental delay (37.6 percent),
followed by autism (10.1 percent). The children ages 3 through 5 represented by the category
“Other disabilities combined” accounted for the remaining 9.7 percent of children served under
IDEA, Part B (Exhibit 13).

In 2016, American Indian or Alaska Native, Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander, and
White children ages 3 through 5 had risk ratios above 1 (i.e., 1.3, 1.2, and 1.1, respectively). This
indicates that the children in each of these groups were more likely to be served under Part B
than were children ages 3 through 5 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. Black or African
American children ages 3 through 5, with a risk ratio of 1, were as likely to be served under

Part B as the children ages 3 through 5 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. Asian and
Hispanic/Latino children ages 3 through 5 and children ages 3 through 5 associated with two or
more racial/ethnic groups, with risk ratios of less than 1 (i.e., 0.8, 0.9, and 0.9, respectively),
were less likely to be served under Part B than children ages 3 through 5 in all other racial/ethnic
groups combined (Exhibit 14).

In 2016, a total of 507,272, or 66.8 percent, of the 759,801 children ages 3 through 5 served
under IDEA, Part B, were in a regular early childhood program for some amount of their time in
school. Of the four categories representing children who attended a regular early childhood
program, the category of children attending a regular early childhood program at least 10 hours
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per week and receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular
early childhood program accounted for the largest percentage of children. Moreover, as this
category accounted for 39.9 percent of all children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B,
it represented more children than any other educational environment category. A separate class
accounted for 22.7 percent of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, making it
the second most prevalent educational environment. Collectively, the environments of separate
school, residential facility, and home (which are represented by the category “Other
environments”), accounted for only 4.3 percent of the children ages 3 through 5 served under
IDEA, Part B. The educational environment for the remaining students, representing only 6.2
percent of the children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, was a service provider
location or some other location that is not in any other category (Exhibit 15).

In 2016, a regular early childhood program for some amount of the time spent in school was the
educational environment for the majority of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA,

Part B, in each racial/ethnic group. The category of children attending a regular early childhood
program at least 10 hours per week and receiving the majority of hours of special education and
related services in the regular early childhood program accounted for the largest percentage of
children who attended a regular early childhood program for every racial/ethnic group.
Moreover, for every racial/ethnic group, this category accounted for a larger percentage of the
children than did any other category of educational environment. In particular, this environment
accounted for 46.4 percent of American Indian or Alaska Native children, 34.7 percent of Asian
children, 40.4 percent of Black or African American children, 42.4 percent of Hispanic/Latino
children, 37.6 percent of Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander children, 38.8 percent of
White children, and 38.8 percent of the children associated with two or more racial/ethnic
groups. A separate class was the second most prevalent educational environment for children
ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, for each racial/ethnic group, except American
Indian or Alaska Native children. A smaller percentage of American Indian or Alaska Native
children were reported in the category representing children who attended a separate class (15.7
percent) than the percentage reported in the category representing children attending a regular
early childhood program at least 10 hours per week and receiving the majority of hours of
special education and related services in some other location (24.6 percent) (Exhibit 16).

In 2015, a total of 37,085, or 92.9 percent, of the 39,931 full-time equivalent (FTE) special
education teachers who were employed to provide special education and related services for
children ages 3 through 5 under /DEA, Part B, were highly qualified (Exhibit 17).

In 2015, a total of 52,193, or 94.5 percent, of the 55,215 FTE special education
paraprofessionals who were employed to provide special education and related services for
children ages 3 through 5 under /DEA, Part B, were qualified (Exhibit 18).

Students Ages 6 Through 21 Served Under IDEA, Part B

In 2016, a total of 6,048,882 students ages 6 through 21 were served under /DEA, Part B, in the
49 states for which data were available, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states. Of these students, 5,937,838 were
served in 49 states, the District of Columbia, and BIE schools. This number represented 9
percent of the resident population ages 6 through 21. In 2007, the total number of students ages 6
through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the 50 states, the District of Columbia, BIE schools,
Puerto Rico, and the four outlying areas was 5,999,205. During 2008 and 2009, the number of
students served was less than in the previous year. There was some fluctuation in the number of
students during the years 2010 through 2012. The number of students served increased during
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the years 2013 through 2015 and decreased in 2016. In 2007, 8.8 percent of the resident
population ages 6 through 21 were served under Part B in the 50 states, the District of Columbia,
and BIE schools. Between 2008 and 2010, the percentage of the population in these jurisdictions
served gradually decreased to 8.4 percent. The percentage served remained at 8.4 percent until

2013, when it increased to 8.5 percent and continued to increase gradually to 9 percent in 2016
(Exhibit 19).

The percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in 2007
was 8.8 percent. Thereafter, the percentage stayed the same or slightly decreased, reaching a low
of 8.4 percent in 2010. The percentage remained at 8.4 until 2013 when it increased to 8.5
percent. The percentage continued to increase gradually to 9 percent in 2016. Between 2007 and
2011, the percentage of the population ages 6 through 11 served under /DEA, Part B, decreased
gradually from 11.2 percent to 10.6 percent. The percentage increased in each year thereafter
and reached 11.6 percent in 2016. The percentage of the population ages 12 through 17 served
under Part B decreased gradually from 11.1 percent to 10.8 percent between 2007 and 2010,
where it stayed until 2014 when the percentage reached 11 percent. The percentage increased to
11.2 percent in 2015 and 11.3 percent in 2016. The percentage of the population ages 18 through
21 served under Part B, was 1.9 percent in 2007 and 2008, and 2 percent in each year from 2009
through 2016 (Exhibit 20).

In 2016, the most prevalent disability category of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA,
Part B, was specific learning disability (specifically, 2,336,960, or 38.6 percent, of the 6,048,882
students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B). The next most common disability
category was speech or language impairment (16.8 percent), followed by other health
impairment (15.4 percent), autism (9.6 percent), intellectual disability (6.9 percent), and
emotional disturbance (5.5 percent). Students ages 6 through 21 in “Other disabilities
combined” accounted for the remaining 7.2 percent of students ages 6 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B (Exhibit 21).

The percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under disability categories changed by two-tenths of a percentage point or less between 2007
and 2016 for all but three categories. The percentage of the population reported under autism
increased by 0.5 of a percentage point. The percentage of the population reported under other
health impairment increased by 0.5 of a percentage point. The percentage of the population
reported under specific learning disability decreased by 0.3 of a percentage point (Exhibit 22).

Between 2007 and 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of autism increased gradually from 0.4
percent to 0.9 percent. Between 2007 and 2016, the percentages of the populations ages 6
through 11, 12 through 17, and 18 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, that were reported
under the category of autism all increased. Specifically, the percentages of these three age
groups that were reported under the category of autism were 94 percent, 166 percent, and 186
percent larger in 2016 than in 2007, respectively (Exhibit 23).

From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of other health impairment increased
gradually from 0.9 percent to 1.4 percent. The percentages of the populations ages 6 through 11,
12 through 17, and 18 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, that were reported under the
category of other health impairment were 47 percent, 50 percent, and 63 percent larger in 2016
than in 2007, respectively (Exhibit 24).
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From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under IDEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of specific learning disability
decreased from 3.8 percent to 3.5 percent. The percentages of the populations ages 6 through 11,
12 through 17, and 18 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, that were reported under the
category of specific learning disability were 3 percent, 10 percent, and 12 percent smaller in
2016 than in 2007, respectively (Exhibit 25).

In 2016, American Indian or Alaska Native, Black or African American, and Native Hawaiian or
Other Pacific Islander students ages 6 through 21 had risk ratios above 1 (i.e., 1.7, 1.4, and 1.5,
respectively). This indicates that the students in each group were more likely to be served under
Part B than were the students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. Asian
and White students ages 6 through 21, with risk ratios of less than 1 (i.e., 0.5, and 0.9,
respectively), were less likely to be served under Part B than were the students ages 6 through 21
in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. Hispanic/Latino students and students associated with
two or more races, ages 6 through 21, each had a risk ratio of 1, indicating that they were as
likely to be served under Part B as students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups
combined (Exhibit 26).

With a risk ratio of 4.2, American Indian or Alaska Native students ages 6 through 21 were
much more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, for developmental delay than were students
ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio for American Indian
or Alaska Native students ages 6 through 21 was equal to 1 for autism and larger than 1 for each
of the other disability categories. Asian students ages 6 through 21 were 1.1 times more likely to
be served under IDEA, Part B, for the disability categories of autism and hearing impairment
than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio
for Asian students ages 6 through 21 was equal to 1 for orthopedic impairment and less than 1
for each of the other disability categories. The risk ratios for Black or African American students
ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were larger than 1 for the following disability
categories: developmental delay (1.6), emotional disturbance (2.0), intellectual disability (2.2),
multiple disabilities (1.3), other health impairment (1.4), specific learning disability (1.5),
traumatic brain injury (1.1), and visual impairment (1.1). The risk ratio for Black or African
American students ages 6 through 21 was less than 1 for deaf-blindness (0.9) and orthopedic
impairment (0.9) and equal to 1 for autism, hearing impairment, and speech or language
impairment. With a risk ratio larger than 1, Hispanic/Latino students ages 6 through 21 were
more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other
racial/ethnic groups combined for the following disability categories: hearing impairment (1.4),
orthopedic impairment (1.3), specific learning disability (1.4), and speech or language
impairment (1.1). The risk ratio for Hispanic/Latino students ages 6 through 21 was equal to 1
for deaf-blindness, intellectual disability, and visual impairment and less than 1 for all other
disability categories. Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students ages 6 through 21 were
at least two times more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, for developmental delay (2.1),
hearing impairment (2.7), and multiple disabilities (2.1) than were students ages 6 through 21 in
all other racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio for Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander students ages 6 through 21 was larger than the risk ratio for the students ages 6 through
21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined for every other disability category as well. With a
risk ratio larger than 1, White students ages 6 through 21 were more likely to be served under
IDEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined
for the following disability categories: autism (1.1), multiple disabilities (1.1), other health
impairment (1.2), and traumatic brain injury (1.2). The risk ratio for White students ages 6
through 21 was equal to 1 for deaf-blindness, emotional disturbance, speech or language
impairment, and visual impairment and less than 1 for all other disability categories. With a risk
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ratio larger than 1, students ages 6 through 21 associated with two or more races were more
likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other
racial/ethnic groups combined for the following disability categories: autism (1.1),
developmental delay (1.4), emotional disturbance (1.3), and other health impairment (1.1). The
risk ratio for students ages 6 through 21 associated with two or more races was equal to 1 for
speech or language impairment and traumatic brain injury and less than 1 for all other disability
categories (Exhibit 27).

For the students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in 2016, specific learning
disability was the most prevalent disability category, or as prevalent as any other category, for
every racial/ethnic group. In particular, this disability category accounted for 44.8 percent of
American Indian or Alaska Native students, 24.4 percent of Asian students, 40.4 percent of
Black or African American students, 46.4 percent of Hispanic/Latino students, 50.8 percent of
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students, 34.5 percent of White students, and 34.2
percent of the students associated with two or more racial/ethnic groups. Speech or language
impairment was the second or third most prevalent category for students ages 6 through 21 in
every racial/ethnic group. The students served in this disability category accounted for 14.2
percent of American Indian or Alaska Native students, 24.1 percent of Asian students, 12.8
percent of Black or African American students, 17.6 percent of Hispanic/Latino students, 9.9
percent of Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students, 17.6 percent of White students,
and 17.1 percent of the students associated with two or more racial/ethnic groups (Exhibit 28).

In 2016, a total of 5,740,172, or 94.9 percent, of the 6,048,882 students ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, were educated in regular classrooms for at least some portion of the school
day. The majority (63.1 percent) of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were
educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day. A total of 18.3 percent of students
ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, were educated inside regular class 40% through
79% of the day, and 13.4 percent were educated inside the regular class less than 40% of the
day. Only 5.1 percent of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were educated
outside of the regular classroom in “Other environments” (Exhibit 29).

From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA,

Part B, educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day increased from 57.2 percent to
63.1 percent. The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, educated
inside regular class 40% through 79% of the day decreased from 22.1 percent in 2007 to

18.6 percent in 2014. The percentage slightly increased to 18.7 percent in 2015 and then
decreased to 18.3 percent in 2016. The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, educated inside the regular class less than 40% of the day decreased from 15.4
percent in 2007 to 13.4 percent in in 2016. The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served
under /IDEA, Part B, educated in “Other environments” ranged from 5 percent to 5.3 percent
during the years from 2007 to 2016 (Exhibit 30).

In 2016, the percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in each
educational environment varied by disability category. More than 8 in 10 students reported
under the category of speech or language impairment (87.0 percent) were educated inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day. Only 17 percent of students reported under the category
of intellectual disability and 13.7 percent of students reported under the category of multiple
disabilities were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day. Almost one-half of
students reported under the category of intellectual disability (49.4 percent) and students
reported under the category of multiple disabilities (45.5 percent) were educated inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day. In 2016, larger percentages of students reported under
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the categories of deaf-blindness (28.0 percent) and multiple disabilities (24.0 percent) than
students reported under other disability categories were educated in “Other environments”
(Exhibit 31).

In 2016 for each racial/ethnic group, the largest percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served
under IDEA, Part B, was educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day. The students
who were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day accounted for at least 50
percent of the students in each of the racial/ethnic groups. The percentages of students in the
racial/ethnic groups who were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day ranged
from 54.9 percent to 65.9 percent. The category inside regular class 40% through 79% of the
day accounted for between 16.4 and 26.6 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic group.
Less than 20 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic group, except for Asian students
(21.3 percent), were educated inside the regular class less than 40% of the day. “Other
environments” accounted for less than 6 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic group
(Exhibit 32).

In school year 2015-16, between 90.9 and 95.9 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
who did not have a medical exemption, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a math assessment. Conversely, between 4.1 and 9.1 percent did not participate
(Exhibit 33).

In school year 2015-16, between 91.4 and 96 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
who did not have a medical exemption, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a reading assessment. Conversely, between 4 and 8.6 percent did not participate
(Exhibit 34).

In school year 2015-16, between 39.1 and 51.2 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated in a regular assessment based on
grade-level achievement standards with accommodations in math. Between 35 and 48 percent of
students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated
in a regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards without accommodations in
math. Nearly all students in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school who participated in some
type of alternate assessment in math in school year 2015-16, took an alternate assessment based
on alternate achievement standards (Exhibit 35).

In school year 2015-16, between 38.3 and 47.1 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated in a regular assessment based on
grade-level achievement standards with accommodations in reading. Between 38 and 48.8
percent of students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards without
accommodations in reading. Nearly all students in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
who participated in some type of alternate assessment in reading in school year 2015-16 took an
alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards (Exhibit 36).

Of the 59 jurisdictions (i.e., 49 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, BIE schools, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states) for which non-suppressed data were
available for school year 2015-16, between 43 and 49 administered a regular assessment based
on grade-level achievement standards in math to some students served under IDEA, Part B, in
each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median percentages of these students who were
found to be proficient with these math tests ranged from 7.4 percent to 24.8 percent. No
jurisdiction administered an alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards
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for math to any students served under IDEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high
school. Hence, medians could not be calculated. No jurisdiction administered an alternate
assessment based on modified achievement standards for math to any students served under
IDEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. Hence, medians could not be
calculated. Non-suppressed data were available for between 46 and 51 jurisdictions that
administered an alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards for math to
some students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The
median percentages of these students who were found to be proficient with these math tests
ranged from 37.7 percent to 44.5 percent (Exhibit 37).

Of the 59 jurisdictions (i.e., 49 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, BIE schools, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states) for which non-suppressed data were
available for school year 2015—16, between 43 and 49 administered a regular assessment based
on grade-level achievement standards in reading to some students served under /DEA, Part B, in
each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median percentages of these students who were
found to be proficient with these reading tests ranged from 11.1 percent to 20.7 percent. Non-
suppressed data were available for only one jurisdiction that administered an alternate
assessment based on grade-level achievement standards for reading to some students served
under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8, and for no jurisdictions in high school.
Hence, medians could not be calculated. No jurisdiction administered an alternate assessment
based on modified achievement standards for reading to any students served under /DEA, Part B,
in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. Hence, medians could not be calculated. Non-
suppressed data were available for between 48 and 50 jurisdictions that administered an
alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards for reading to some students
served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median
percentages of students served under /DEA, Part B, in each grade who were found to be
proficient with these reading tests ranged from 39.5 percent to 51 percent (Exhibit 38).

Of the seven exit reason categories, graduated with a regular high school diploma accounted for
the largest percentage of students ages 14 through 21 who exited special education in 2015-16
(specifically, 269,246, or 44.8 percent, of the 600,427 such students). This was followed by
moved, known to be continuing in education (26.5 percent) and dropped out (11.2 percent)
(Exhibit 39).

In 2015-16, a total of 69.9 percent of the students ages 14 through 21 who exited /DEA, Part B,
and school graduated with a regular high school diploma; an additional 17.5 percent dropped
out. From 2006—07 through 2014—15, the percentage of students who exited special education
and school by having graduated with a regular high school diploma increased from 56 percent
to 69.9 percent and remained at 69.9 percent in 2015—-16. From 2006-07 through 2015-16, the
percentage of students who exited special education and school by having dropped out decreased
from 25.7 percent to 17.5 percent (Exhibit 40).

From 2006-07 through 2015-16, the graduation percentage increased for students who exited
IDEA, Part B, and school in all disability categories except deaf-blindness, which accounted for
fewer than 200 students in each year. The graduation percentage increased by at least 10
percentage points for each disability category except multiple disabilities (2.2 percentage
points), orthopedic impairment (4.3 percentage points), intellectual disability (4.6 percentage
points), and traumatic brain injury (8.3 percentage points). In 2006-07, the disability category
with the largest graduation percentage was deaf-blindness. In every year from 200708 through
2014-15, the disability category of visual impairment was associated with the largest graduation
percentage. In 2015-16, the disability category of speech or language impairment was
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associated with the largest graduation percentage. The students reported under the category of
intellectual disability had the smallest graduation percentages from 2006—07 through 2015-16
(Exhibit 41).

From 2006—07 through 2015-16, the dropout percentage decreased for students who exited
IDEA, Part B, and school in all disability categories except deaf-blindness, which accounted for
fewer than 200 students in each year. The dropout percentage decreases were 10 percentage
points or less for each disability category. In each year from 2006—07 through 2015-16, a larger
percentage of the students reported under the category of emotional disturbance exited special
education and school by dropping out. In fact, in each year, the dropout percentage was no less
than 30 percent, which was substantially larger than the dropout percentage for any other
disability category (Exhibit 42).

In 2015, a total of 329,701, or 93.2 percent, of the 353,801 FTE special education teachers who
provided special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 under /DEA,
Part B, were highly qualified (Exhibit 43).

In 2015, a total of 407,090, or 94 percent, of the 433,032 FTE special education
paraprofessionals who provided special education and related services for students ages 6
through 21 under IDEA, Part B, were qualified (Exhibit 44).

Children and Students Ages 3 Through 21 Served Under IDEA, Part B

In 2015, a total of 96.6 percent of all FTE personnel who were employed to provide related
services for children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were fully
certified. More than 95 percent of FTE related services personnel in 8 of the 11 categories were
fully certified. The three exceptions were physical therapists (93.2 percent), occupational
therapists (91.1 percent), and interpreters (88.2 percent) (Exhibit 45).

During the 2015-16 school year, 8,196 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, in the jurisdictions for which data were available experienced a unilateral removal
to an interim alternative educational setting by school personnel (not the IEP team) for drugs,
weapons, or serious bodily injury. Given that 6,436,509 children and students ages 3 through 21
were served under Part B in 2015, in the states for which data were available, this type of action
occurred with only 13 children and students for every 10,000 children and students who were
served under Part B in 2015. Only 498 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, or 1 for every 10,000 children and students served in 2015, in the jurisdictions for
which data were available experienced a removal to an interim alternative educational setting
based on a hearing officer finding that there is substantial likelihood of injury to the child or
others in school year 2015—16. There were 48,626 children and students ages 3 through 21
served under /DEA, Part B, or 75 for every 10,000 children and students served in 2015, in the
jurisdictions for which data were available who received out-of-school suspensions or expulsions
for more than 10 cumulative days in school year 2015—16. There were 23,010 children and
students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, or 36 for every 10,000 children and
students served in 2015, in the jurisdictions for which data were available who received in-
school suspensions for more than 10 cumulative days in school year 2015-16 (Exhibit 46).

For every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under the category of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 42 children and students
removed unilaterally to an interim alternative educational setting by school personnel for
offenses involving drugs, weapons, or serious bodily injury during school year 2015-16. The
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ratio for the children and students reported under each of the other disability categories was 20
or less per 10,000 children and students served. Without regard for disability category, for every
10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, in 2015, no more
than 4 children and students were removed by a hearing officer for likely injury during school
year 2015-16. For every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA,
Part B, reported under the category of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 365 children
and students who received out-of-school suspensions or expulsions for more than 10 cumulative
days during school year 2015—-16. The ratio for the children and students reported under each of
the other disability categories was 137 or less per 10,000 children and students. For every 10,000
children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported under the category
of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 114 children and students who received in-school
suspensions for more than 10 cumulative days during school year 2015—16. The ratio for the
children and students reported under each of the other disability categories was 68 or less per
10,000 children and students (Exhibit 47).

During 201516, a total of 5,351 written, signed complaints were received through the dispute
resolution process for children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B. A
report was issued for 3,329 (62.2 percent) of the complaints, while 1,874 (35.0 percent) of the
complaints were withdrawn or dismissed. A total of 148 (2.8 percent) of the complaints that
were received during the 2015—16 reporting period were pending or unresolved by the end of the
period (Exhibit 48).

A total of 19,727 due process complaints were received during 2015-16 through the dispute
resolution process for children and students served under /DEA, Part B. For 11,771 (59.7
percent) of the due process complaints received during the 2015—16 reporting period, a
resolution was achieved without a hearing. For 1,990 (10.1 percent) of the due process
complaints received, a hearing was conducted, and a written legal decision was issued. For 5,966
(30.2 percent) of the due process complaints received, a resolution was still pending at the end
of the reporting period (Exhibit 49).

During 2015-16, a total of 9,025 mediation requests were received through the dispute
resolution process for children and students served under /DEA, Part B. For 3,876 (42.9 percent)
of the mediation requests received, a mediation related to a due process complaint was
conducted. For 2,946 (32.6 percent) of the mediation requests received, a mediation that was not
related to a due process complaint was conducted. For 482 requests (5.3 percent), a mediation
session was still pending as of the end of the 2015-16 reporting period. The remaining 1,721
mediation requests (19.1 percent) were withdrawn or otherwise not to be held by the end of the
reporting period (Exhibit 50).

A total of 95,125, or 1.4 percent, of the 6,630,290 children and students ages 3 through 21
served under Part B in 2016 by the 47 states for which data were available, the District of
Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states received coordinated early intervening services (CEIS) in school year(s) 201314, 2014—
15, or 2015-16, prior to being served under Part B (Exhibit 51).
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Data Sources Used in This Report

This 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 contains data obtained from the U.S. Department of
Education’s (Department’s) EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), as well as publicly available documents
from the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP). Other data sources used in this report include the
Department’s Institute of Education Sciences (IES) and the U.S. Census Bureau. Brief descriptions of
these data sources' follow below. Further information about each data source can be found at the website
referenced at the end of each description. Unless otherwise specified, each URL provided below was
accessed in fall 2017.

EDFacts Data Warehouse

Data Collections

The text and exhibits contained in the 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 were developed
primarily from data in the Department’s EDW. EDW is a repository for performance data collected across
offices in the Department. It contains all of the data states are required to collect under section 618 of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The state data that are in EDW are obtained each year
through a set of data collections that were approved by the Office of Management and Budget (OMB).
Each data collection concerns a distinct domain of information. The data collections for the data that are

primarily featured in this report concern:

e The number of infants and toddlers served under Part C of /DEA and the number of children and
students served under Part B of /DEA on the state-designated data collection date,

e The settings in which Part C program services and environments in which Part B education
services are received on the state-designated data collection date,

e The cumulative number of infants and toddlers served under Part C of IDEA during the state-
designated 12-month reporting period,

e The exiting status of infants and toddlers from Part C and the reasons students exit from Part B,
e Part C and Part B legal disputes and their resolution status,

e Participation in and performance on state assessments in math and reading by students served
under Part B,

! When a data source referenced in the report is a website, the accompanying access date refers to the time when the data were
originally gathered from the source, for example EDW, for preparing the exhibits or summaries that appear herein.



e The personnel employed to provide special education and related services for children and
students under Part B, and

e Disciplinary actions for Part B program participants.

In addition, this report presents some data on /DEA, Part B maintenance of effort (MOE)

reduction and coordinated early intervening services (CEIS), which are also maintained in EDW.

The chart below shows the collection and reporting schedule for the most current data regarding

each of the domains presented in this report.

Date due
Program | Data collection domain Collection date to OSEP
Part C Point-in-time child State-designated date between April 5,2017

count
Cumulative child count

Point-in-time program
settings

Exiting

Dispute resolution

Oct. 1, 2016, and Dec. 1, 2016
Cumulative for state-designated
12-month reporting period, 2015-16
State-designated date between

Oct. 1, 2016, and Dec. 1, 2016
Cumulative for state-designated
12-month reporting period, 2015-16
Cumulative for

July 1, 2015-June 30, 2016

April 5,2017
April 5,2017
Nov. 2, 2016

Nov. 2, 2016

Part B

Child count
Educational
environments
Assessment
Exiting
Personnel

Discipline
Dispute resolution

MOE reduction and
CEIS

State-designated date between

Oct. 1, 2016, and Dec. 1, 2016
State-designated date between

Oct. 1, 2016, and Dec. 1, 2016
State-designated testing date for
school year 2015-16

Cumulative for

July 1, 2015-June 30, 2016
State-designated date between

Oct. 1, 2015, and Dec. 1, 2015
Cumulative for school year 2015-16
Cumulative for

July 1, 2015-June 30, 2016

FFYs 2014 and 2015 and school years
2013-14, 2014-15, and 2015-16

April 5,2017
April 5, 2017
Dec. 14, 2016
Nov. 2, 2016
Nov. 2, 2016

Nov. 2, 2016
Nov. 2, 2016

May 3, 2017

As shown in the chart, the data collections regarding the domains related to the point-in-time

Part C child count and program settings, and Part B child count, educational environments, assessment,

and personnel concern measurements on the state-designated data collection date. The data collected

under each of these domains concern a specific group of the Part C or Part B program participants. Except

in the case of the Part B assessment data, the group is defined in terms of the program participants’ ages

on the data collection date. The group of participants regarding the Part B assessment data collection is



defined as all students with individualized education programs who are enrolled in grades 3 through 8 and

the high school grade in which the assessment is administered by the state on the testing date.

The data collection regarding the cumulative Part C child count concerns the group of the infants
or toddlers who participated in Part C some time during the 12-month reporting period and were less than

3 years old when they were initially enrolled.

The data collections for Part C and Part B exits and Part B disciplinary actions are also associated
with a specific group defined by the participants’ ages, and they are also cumulative as they concern what
happens to the group during a period of time, either a school year or a 12-month period defined by a
starting date and ending date. The data collections for Part C and Part B dispute resolution are also
cumulative as they concern any complaint that was made during a 12-month period, defined by a starting
date and ending date. The complaints concern all program participants during that time period as opposed

to a specific group of participants defined by the participants’ ages or grades.

Most of Part C and Part B data presented in this report are discussed in terms of the participants’
ages used to identify the group being represented. For example, an exhibit may present data for infants
and toddlers birth through age 2, children ages 3 through 5, or students ages 6 through 21. The titles of
exhibits identify the group(s) represented by the data. In addition, the titles of exhibits are worded to
indicate the point in time or time period represented by the corresponding data collections. Specifically,
the exhibits that contain data collected by states at a particular point in time (e.g., the point-in-time Part C
child count and program settings) have titles that refer to fall of the particular year or span of years
considered. Similarly, the exhibits that contain data collected over the course of a school year (e.g., Part B
discipline) or during a particular 12-month period (e.g., the cumulative Part C child count and Part B

exiting) have titles that indicate the school year(s) or the 12-month period(s) represented (e.g., 2015-16).

In preparing this report, OSEP determined that certain numbers required for calculating the
percentages in some exhibits would be suppressed in order to avoid the identification of children and
students through data publication. In general, counts of one to three children or students were suppressed.
In addition, other counts were suppressed when needed to prevent the calculation of another suppressed
number. When counts were suppressed for a state, percentages and ratios that required those counts could
not be calculated. In most cases, however, national counts that were used to calculate the national

percentages and ratios presented for “All states” in the exhibits that follow were not suppressed.



Unlike the other data derived from EDW that are presented in this report, most of the /DEA,
Part B, MOE reduction and CEIS data do not specifically concern and cannot be related to individual
participants in the Part C or Part B programs. In general, these data provide information on the percentage
of the available reduction taken by local education agencies (LEAs) and educational service agencies
(ESAs) pursuant to IDEA section 613(a)(2)(C) and the use of IDEA, Part B, funds to provide CEIS to
children who are not currently identified as needing special education and related services but who need
additional academic and behavioral support to succeed in a general education environment. Since the
focus of this report has always been, and continues to be, to provide a description of the participants in the
IDEA program, some of the IDEA, Part B, MOE reduction and CEIS data, with one exception, are
presented in Appendix C. The exception is that prior receipt of CEIS is examined as a characteristic of the
Part B participants. It should be noted that like the Part B assessment data, these data are collected in
terms of grades (i.e., children in kindergarten through grade 12), not age.

The most recent data examined in the 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 were submitted
directly by all states to EDW through the Education Data Exchange Network (EDEN), which was
developed as part of the Department’s EDFacts initiative to consolidate the collection of kindergarten

through grade 12 education program information about states, districts, and schools.

All Part C, Part B, MOE reduction, and CEIS data in this report were tabulated from data files
maintained in EDW, which is not accessible to the public, rather than from published reports.
Consequently, EDW is cited as the source for these data in the notes that accompany the exhibits. Given
that these data are based on data collection forms that were approved by the OMB, the citations also

provide the OMB approval number for each of the forms.

Many of the exhibits in this report present only Part B or Part C data for the most current
reporting period considered (i.e., fall 2016; school year 2015-16). However, some exhibits present data
for multiple years. The data presented for the most current reporting period were accessed from files
prepared as of fall 2017. The data for fall 2015 and school year 2014—15 were prepared as of fall 2016,
the data for fall 2014 and school year 2013—14 were prepared as of fall 2015, the data for fall 2013 and
school year 2012—13 were prepared as of fall 2014, and the data for fall 2012 and for school year 2011-12
were prepared as of fall 2013. The data for previous time periods were derived from files that were
prepared at different points in time but in no instance less than one year after the date of the original
submission by the state to ensure that the state had a chance to update the data. The use of files with
updated data allowed for the possibility that problematic data in the files originally submitted by states
that may not have had a notable impact on the statistics for the nation as a whole, but might have

incorrectly distinguished a state, were detected and corrected. The source notes for the exhibits in this



report indicate when each data file used was accessed and provide the address for the website on which a
set of Excel files containing all of the data is available. Along with the actual data records, each Excel file
presents the date on which the file was created and, if appropriate, the dates on which the data were
revised and updated. This approach ensures that the data presented in the report are available, and the
source notes present the necessary information about the data as succinctly as possible. Additional tables
and data related to the Part C and Part B data collections are also available at

http://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/index.html.

Many of the data categories associated with the domains of information considered in this report
comprise a set of subcategories. Some of these subcategories require detailed descriptors.? These
descriptors are italicized within exhibit titles, text, and notes to clarify that the reference is to an actual

subcategory or classification.
Changes in Data Categories and Subcategories

The most current Part C and Part B data examined in this report were collected using the same
categories and corresponding subcategories that were used to collect the most current data examined in
the 39th Annual Report to Congress, 2017, with the exception of assessment data. States did not collect

the reasons for nonparticipation in a math or reading assessment, other than a medical exemption.
Institute of Education Sciences

The Institute of Education Sciences (IES), established under the Education Sciences Reform Act
of 2002, is the primary research arm of the Department. The work of IES is carried out through its four
centers: the National Center for Education Research, the National Center for Education Statistics, the
National Center for Education Evaluation and Regional Assistance, and the National Center for Special
Education Research. IES sponsors research nationwide to expand knowledge of what works for students
from preschool through postsecondary education, including interventions for students receiving special
education and young children and their families receiving early intervention services. It collects and
analyzes statistics on the condition of education, conducts long-term longitudinal studies and surveys,

supports international assessments, and carries out the National Assessment of Educational Progress.

2 In regard to the subcategories of data for Part B, please note that Rosa’s Law (P.L. 111-256, enacted on Oct. 5, 2010) amended
IDEA and other federal laws to replace the term “mental retardation” with the term “intellectual disability.” Therefore, the U.S.
Department of Education refers to the disability subcategory “intellectual disability” rather than “mental retardation” in this
report.


http://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/index.html
http://nces.ed.gov/nationsreportcard/

IES data in this report were obtained from IES published reports and an IES database on funded
research grants. More information about IES is available at http://ies.ed.gov.

U.S. Census Bureau

Each year, the Population Estimates Program of the U.S. Census Bureau publishes estimates of
the resident population for each state and county. These estimates exclude (1) residents of outlying areas
of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands, as well as the freely
associated states of the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the
Marshall Islands; (2) members of the Armed Forces on active duty stationed outside the United States;
(3) military dependents living abroad; and (4) other U.S. citizens living abroad. The population estimates
are produced by age, sex, race, and Hispanic origin. The state population estimates are solely the sum of

the county population estimates. The reference date for county estimates is July 1.

Estimates are used as follows: (1) in determining federal funding allocations, (2) in calculating
percentages for vital rates and per capita time series, (3) as survey controls, and (4) in monitoring recent
demographic changes. More information about how population estimates are used and produced is

available at: https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/about.html.

In this report, annual resident population estimates for the 50 states and the District of Columbia
were used to determine the percentages of the resident population served under /DEA, Part C and Part B,
and to develop comparisons and conduct data analyses. When available, annual resident population

estimates for Puerto Rico were also used.

As the race/ethnicity categories used by the U.S. Census Bureau are not the same as those that
were used by the Department, the following set of rules was used to allocate the resident population data
from the Census into the seven categories of race/ethnicity used by the Department. The populations for
all of the Census categories referencing “Hispanic,” regardless of race, were combined and assigned to
the category “Hispanic/Latino.” The populations for the Census categories of “White alone not Hispanic,”
“Black alone not Hispanic,” “American Indian or Alaska Native alone not Hispanic,” “Asian alone not
Hispanic,” “Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone not Hispanic,” and “Two or more races, not
Hispanic” were assigned to the categories “White,” “Black or African American,” “American Indian or
Alaska Native,” “Asian,” “Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander,” and “Two or more races,”

respectively.


http://ies.ed.gov/
https://www.census.gov/programs-surveys/popest/about.html

Specific population data estimates used in this report are available upon request (contact:

richelle.davis@ed.gov). More information about the U.S. Census Bureau is available at

http://www.census.gov.
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Infants and Toddlers Served Under /DEA, Part C

The Education of the Handicapped Act Amendments of 1986 established the Early Intervention
Program for Infants and Toddlers with Disabilities under Part H (now Part C) of the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). Providing early intervention services to children with disabilities as
early as birth through age 2 and their families helps to improve child developmental outcomes that are
critical to educational success. Early intervention services are designed to identify and meet children’s
needs in five developmental areas: physical development, cognitive development, communication
development, social or emotional development, and adaptive development. The early intervention
program assists states in developing and implementing a statewide, comprehensive, coordinated, and
multidisciplinary interagency system to make early intervention services available for all infants and

toddlers with disabilities and their families.

An infant or toddler with a disability is defined as an individual under 3 years of age who needs
early intervention services because the individual is experiencing a developmental delay in one or more of
the five developmental areas listed above or has a diagnosed physical or mental condition that has a high
probability of resulting in developmental delay [see IDEA, section 632(5)(A)]. States have the authority to
define the level of developmental delay needed for Part C eligibility [see IDEA, section 635(a)(1)]. States
also have the authority to define other Part C eligibility criteria. For example, at a state’s discretion,
infants or toddlers with a disability may also include (1) individuals younger than 3 years of age who
would be at risk of having substantial developmental delay if they did not receive early intervention
services and (2) children 3 years of age and older with disabilities who are eligible to receive preschool
services under I/DEA Part B, section 619, until such children are eligible to enter kindergarten or an earlier
timeframe, consistent with 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 303.211 [see IDEA, section
632(5)(B)]. The decisions that states make regarding these options may explain some of the differences

found between states with respect to their Part C data.

The Part C exhibits that follow present data for the infants and toddlers with disabilities who were
served in the 50 states and the District of Columbia (DC). Where indicated in the notes, the exhibits
include data from Puerto Rico (PR) and the four outlying areas of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern
Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands that receive Part C funds. Data about infants and toddlers with

disabilities that are contacted or identified through tribal entities that receive Part C funds through the

11



Bureau of Indian Education (BIE),? for which reporting is required by the U.S. Department of the Interior

to the U.S. Department of Education, are not represented in these exhibits.

Numbers and Percentages of Infants and Toddlers Birth Through Age 2 Served Under
IDEA, Part C

How many infants and toddlers birth through age 2 received early intervention services, and how has the
percentage of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, changed over time?

Exhibit 1. Number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, and
percentage of the population served, by year: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Total served under Part C Percentage® of

(birth through age 2) resident population

Year In the 50 states, Resident population birth through age 2
DC, PR, and the Inthe 50 states  birth through age 2 in  served under Part C in

four outlying areas and DC  the 50 states and DC  the 50 states and DC

2007 321,925 316,761 12,123,691 2.6
2008 342,985 337,706 12,237,637 2.8
2009 348,604 343,203 12,185,386 2.8
2010 342,821 337,185 11,990,542 2.8
2011 336,895 331,636 11,937,319 2.8
2012 333,982 329,859 11,904,557 2.8
2013 339,071 335,023 11,886,860 2.8
2014 350,581 346,394 11,868,245 2.9
2015 357,715 354,081 11,913,185 3.0
2016 372,896 369,672 11,957,307 3.1

Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, on the
state-designated data collection date in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population birth through age 2 for that year, then
multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C Child
Count and Settings Collection,” 2007—16. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident
Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—-16. Data for 2007
through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for
2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were
accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-
files/index.html.

e In 2016, there were 372,896 infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C.
Of those infants and toddlers, 369,672 were served in the 50 states and the District of Columbia.

3 The BIE receives IDEA, Part C, funds under IDEA section 643(b) and reports separately every two years (or biennially) under
IDEA section 643(b)(5) on the number of children contacted and served under IDEA, Part C, and reports annually under 34
C.F.R. section 303.731(e)(3) on the amount and dates of each payment distributed to tribal entities and the names of the tribal
entities. Beginning with the biennial report submitted after July 1, 2012, under 34 C.F.R. section 303.731(e)(1) and (2), tribal
entities must submit to BIE (and BIE provides to the Department) as part of its report under /DEA section 643(b)(5) on the
number of children contacted and served under /DEA Part C, an assurance that the tribal entities have provided child find
information to the state lead agency in the state where the children reside to ensure an unduplicated child count.
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This number represented 3.1 percent of the birth-through-age-2 population in the 50 states and
the District of Columbia.

e Between 2007 and 2016, the total number of infants and toddlers served under IDEA, Part C, in
the 50 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and the four outlying areas increased from
321,925 to 372,896. This addition of 50,971 infants and toddlers represented a 15.8 percent
increase in the number of infants and toddlers served.

e In 2007, 2.6 percent of the population of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 in the 50 states
and the District of Columbia were served under Part C. By 2008 and in each year thereafter
through 2013, 2.8 percent of this population were served under Part C. The percentage of the
population served increased to 2.9 percent in 2014, 3 percent in 2015, and 3.1 percent in 2016.

How have the percentages of resident populations birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C,
changed over time?

Exhibit 2. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by year
and age group: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Percent
6.0
2 years old
i -
50 —— — - -
o ——— _——
-~
-~
4.0 1
Birth through age 2
3.0 1 S v
1 year old
2.0 1 Y
1.0 1 I
Under 1 year old
0.0

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Year

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers in the age group served under /DE4, Part C, on
the state-designated data collection date in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population in the age group for that year, then
multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2007—16. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of
the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007-16.
These data are for the 50 states and DC. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall
2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data
for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population of infants and toddlers birth
through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, increased from 2.6 percent to 3.1 percent.

The percentage of 2-year-olds in the resident population of infants and toddlers served under
IDEA, Part C, either increased from the previous year or was approximately the same as in the
previous year from 2007 through 2012. Between 2012 and 2013, the percentage decreased from
4.7 percent to 4.6 percent. The percentage increased to 4.9 percent in 2014 and remained there in
2015. In 2016, the percentage increased to 5.2 percent.

The percentage of 1-year-olds in the resident population of infants and toddlers served under
IDEA, Part C, either increased from the previous year or was approximately the same as in the
previous year from 2007 through 2010. Between 2010 and 2011, the percentage decreased from
2.7 percent to 2.6 percent and remained at that level in 2012. In 2013, the percentage again
reached 2.7 percent and it remained there in 2014, then increased to 2.8 percent in 2015. In 2016,
the percentage increased again to 2.9 percent.

From 2007 through 2014, the percentage of infants and toddlers under 1 year in the resident

population served under /DEA, Part C, fluctuated between 1 and 1.1 percent. In 2015, the
percentage increased to 1.2 percent and remained there in 2016.
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For infants and toddlers birth through age 2, how did the percentage of the resident population of a
particular racial/ethnic group that was served under IDEA, Part C, compare to the percentage served of
the resident population of all infants and toddlers in all other racial/ethnic groups combined?

Exhibit 3. Number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, and
percentage of the population served (risk index), comparison risk index, and risk ratio
for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by
race/ethnicity: Fall 2016

Resident Risk index
population for all other
Race/ethnicity birth racial/ethnic
Child count*  through age groups
in 50 states 2 in 50 states Risk index" combined®
and DC and DC (%) (%)  Risk ratio?
Total 367,700 11,919,290 3.1 1) +
American Indian or Alaska
Native 2,851 99,044 2.9 3.1 0.9
Asian 14,847 590,489 2.5 3.1 0.8
Black or African American 44,930 1,645,423 2.7 3.1 0.9
Hispanic/Latino 95,781 3,087,454 3.1 3.1 1.0
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 1,136 24,571 4.6 3.1 1.5
White 192,926 5,895,837 33 2.9 1.1
Two or more races 15,230 576,472 2.6 3.1 0.9
+ Not applicable.

Child count is the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA4, Part C, in the racial/ethnic group(s) on
the state-designated data collection date. Data on race/ethnicity were suppressed for 178 infants and toddlers served under Part C in
11 states; the total number of infants and toddlers served under Part C in each racial/ethnic group for which some data were
suppressed in each of these states was estimated by distributing the unallocated count for each state equally to the race/ethnicity
categories that were suppressed. Due to rounding, the sum of the counts for the racial/ethnic groups may not equal the total for all
racial/ethnic groups.

bPercentage of the population served may be referred to as the risk index. It was calculated by dividing the number of infants and
toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in the racial/ethnic group by the estimated U.S. resident population birth
through age 2 in the racial/ethnic group, then multiplying the result by 100.

°Risk index for all other racial/ethnic groups combined (i.e., children who are not in the racial/ethnic group of interest) was
calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in all of the other
racial/ethnic groups by the estimated U.S. resident population birth through age 2 in all of the other racial/ethnic groups, then
multiplying the result by 100.

dRisk ratio compares the proportion of a particular racial/ethnic group served under IDEA, Part C, to the proportion served among
the other racial/ethnic groups combined. For example, if racial/ethnic group X has a risk ratio of 2 for receipt of early
intervention services, then that group’s likelihood of receiving early intervention services is twice as great as for all of the other
racial/ethnic groups combined. Risk ratio was calculated by dividing the risk index for the racial/ethnic group by the risk index
for all the other racial/ethnic groups combined. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to calculate the risk ratio from the values
presented in the exhibit.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states and DC. Data for New Hampshire were not available.
U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age,
Sex, Race and Hispanic Origin for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2016. These data are for 49 states
and DC. Data for New Hampshire were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander and White infants and toddlers had risk ratios of 1.5
and 1.1, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in each of these racial/ethnic groups
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were slightly more likely than those in all other racial/ethnic groups combined to be served

under IDEA, Part C.

e American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian, and Black or African American infants and toddlers,
and infants and toddlers associated with two or more racial/ethnic groups had risk ratios of 0.9,
0.8, 0.9, and 0.9, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in each of these groups were
slightly less likely than those in all other racial/ethnic groups combined to be served under

IDEA, Part C.

e Hispanic/Latino infants and toddlers, with a risk ratio of 1, were as likely to be served under
Part C as the infants and toddlers of all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

Exhibit 4. Cumulative number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA,
Part C, in 12-month reporting period and percentage of the population served (risk
index), comparison risk index, and risk ratio for infants and toddlers birth through age
2 served under IDEA, Part C, by race/ethnicity: 12-month reporting period, 2015-16

Resident Risk index
population for all other
Race/ethnicity Cumulative birth racial/ethnic
child count*  through age groups
in 50 states 2 in 50 states  Risk index” combined®
and DC and DC (%) (%) Risk ratio?
Total 716,290 11,957,307 6.0 T T
American Indian or Alaska
Native 5,471 99,127 5.5 6.0 0.9
Asian 29,114 591,731 49 6.0 0.8
Black or African American 89,728 1,646,031 5.5 6.1 0.9
Hispanic/Latino 184,823 3,090,010 6.0 6.0 1.0
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 1,906 24,593 7.8 6.0 1.3
White 376,600 5,927,883 6.4 5.6 1.1
Two or more races 28,517 577,932 49 6.0 .8
+ Not applicable.

aCumulative child count is the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in the racial/ethnic
group(s) during the 12-month reporting period.
Percentage of the population served may be referred to as the risk index. It was calculated by dividing the cumulative number of
infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in the racial/ethnic group during the 12-month reporting
period by the estimated U.S. resident population birth through age 2 in the racial/ethnic group, then multiplying the result by 100.
°Risk index for all other racial/ethnic groups combined (i.e., children who are not in the racial/ethnic group of interest) was
calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, in all of the other
racial/ethnic groups during the 12-month reporting period by the estimated U.S. resident population birth through age 2 in all of
the other racial/ethnic groups, then multiplying the result by 100.
dRisk ratio compares the proportion of a particular racial/ethnic group served under IDEA, Part C, during the 12-month reporting
period to the proportion served among the other racial/ethnic groups combined. For example, if racial/ethnic group X has a risk
ratio of 2 for receipt of early intervention services, then that group’s likelihood of receiving early intervention services is twice as
great as for all of the other racial/ethnic groups combined. Risk ratio was calculated by dividing the risk index for the
racial/ethnic group by the risk index for all the other racial/ethnic groups combined. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to
calculate the risk ratio from the values presented in the exhibit.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2016. These data are for the 50 states and DC. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S.
Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age, Sex, Race and Hispanic Origin for
States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2016. These data are for the 50 states and DC. Data were accessed
fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e Cumulative child count data reveal Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander and White infants
and toddlers had risk ratios of 1.3 and 1.1, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers in
each of these racial/ethnic groups were slightly more likely than those in all other racial/ethnic
groups combined to be served under IDEA, Part C.

e The cumulative number of American Indian or Alaska Native, Asian, and Black or African
American infants and toddlers, and infants and toddlers associated with two or more racial/ethnic
groups had risk ratios 0f 0.9, 0.8, 0.9, and 0.8, respectively, indicating that infants and toddlers
in each of these groups were slightly less likely than those in all other racial/ethnic groups
combined to be served under /DEA, Part C.

e The cumulative number of Hispanic/Latino infants and toddlers, with a risk ratio of 1, were as
likely to be served under Part C as the infants and toddlers of all other racial/ethnic groups
combined.

Primary Early Intervention Service Settings for Infants and Toddlers Birth Through Age 2
Served Under /DEA, Part C

Part C of IDEA mandates that early intervention services be provided, to the maximum extent
appropriate, in settings that are considered natural environments, which could be a child’s home or
community settings where typically developing children are present. A multidisciplinary team, including
the child’s parent(s), determines the primary service setting that is included on the child’s individualized

family service plan (IFSP).

17



What were the primary early intervention service settings for infants and toddlers birth through age 2
served under IDEA, Part C?

Exhibit 5. Percentage of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by
primary early intervention service setting: Fall 2016

Other
Community- setting®
based (3.3%)

setting®
(7.8%)

Home?
(88.9%)

2Home refers to the principal residence of the eligible child’s family or caregivers.

SCommunity-based setting refers to settings in which children without disabilities are usually found. The community-based
settings include, but are not limited to, child care centers (including family day care), preschools, regular nursery schools, early
childhood centers, libraries, grocery stores, parks, restaurants, and community centers (e.g., YMCA, Boys and Girls Clubs).
¢Other setting refers to settings other than hiome or community-based setting in which early intervention services are provided.
These include, but are not limited to, services provided in a hospital, residential facility, clinic, and early intervention center/class
for children with disabilities. Additionally, this category should be used if the only services provided were to a family member;
counseling, family training, and home visits are examples of such services.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C,
in the primary service setting on the state-designated data collection date by the total number of infants and toddlers birth through
age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in all the primary service settings on the state-designated data collection date (372,896), then
multiplying the result by 100. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to reproduce the value presented in the exhibit from the
sum of the percentages associated with the individual categories.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2016. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were
accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-
files/index.html.

e In 2016, of the 372,896 infants and toddlers served under Part C, 88.9 percent received their
early intervention services primarily in the some.

e The category of community-based setting was reported as the primary early intervention setting
for 7.8 percent of those served under Part C. Consequently, 96.7 percent of infants and toddlers
served under IDEA, Part C, in 2016 received their early intervention services primarily in natural
environments, which are defined as the fome or a community-based setting.
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How did infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, within racial/ethnic groups
differ by primary early intervention service settings?

Exhibit 6. Percentage of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C,
within racial/ethnic groups, by primary early intervention service setting: Fall 2016

Race/ethnicity
American Indian or Alaska Native 1.1
Asian 4.8
Black or African American 2.7
Hispanic/Latino 3.7
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 4.9
White 3.1
Two or more races 3.0
0 20 40 60 80 1(I)O

Percent

. Home® |:| Community-based settingb |:| Other setting’

AHome refers to the principal residence of the eligible infant’s or toddler’s family or caregivers.

SCommunity-based setting refers to settings in which children without disabilities are usually found. Community-based settings
include, but are not limited to, child care centers (including family day care), preschools, regular nursery schools, early childhood
centers, libraries, grocery stores, parks, restaurants, and community centers (e.g., YMCA, Boys and Girls Clubs).

¢Other setting refers to settings other than hiome or community-based setting in which early intervention services are provided.
These include, but are not limited to, services provided in a hospital, residential facility, clinic, and early intervention center/class
for children with disabilities.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C,
in the racial/ethnic group and primary service setting on the state-designated data collection date by the total number of infants and
toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in the racial/ethnic group and all the primary service settings on the state-
designated data collection date, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum of bar percentages may not total 100 because of
rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2016. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were
accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-
files/index.html.

e In 2016, home was the primary early intervention service setting for at least 87 percent of the
infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in each racial/ethnic group.
The largest percentage of infants and toddlers served under IDEA, Part C, who received early
intervention services in a community-based setting was associated with American Indian or
Alaska Native children (11.9 percent), while the smallest percentage served in this setting was
associated with Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander children (5.0 percent).
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Part C Exiting Status for Children Served Under /DEA, Part C

What were the exiting statuses of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 who exited Part C or reached
age 3?

Exhibit 7. Percentage of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by
exiting status: 2015-16

Other exiting
categories®
Attempts to (7.8%)
contact

unsuccessful

(7.5%)
Part B eligible,
exiting Part C

Withdrawal by (36.4%)

parent (or
guardian)
(12.4%)
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continuing in Part C
(3.4%)
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L
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No longer eligible
for Part C prior to
reaching age 3
(16.1%)

4
/ it
L

Not eligible for
Part B eligibility Part B, exit with
not determined®  referrals to other
(11.2%) programs
(5.3%)

aThe Part B eligibility not determined category comprises children who were referred for Part B evaluation at the time they were
eligible to exit Part C, but for whom the Part B eligibility determination had not yet been made or reported, and children for
whom parents did not consent to transition planning.

YOther exiting categories” includes not eligible for Part B, exit with no referrals (3.4 percent); deceased (0.3 percent); and
moved out of state (4.1 percent).

NOTE: The U.S. Department of Education collects Part C data on 10 categories of exiting: five categories that speak to Part B
eligibility (i.e., Part B eligible, exiting Part C; Part B eligible, continuing in Part C; not eligible for Part B, exit with referrals to
other programs; not eligible for Part B, exit with no referrals; and Part B eligibility not determined) and five categories that do
not speak to Part B eligibility (i.e., no longer eligible for Part C prior to reaching age 3, deceased, moved out of state,
withdrawal by parent [or guardian], and attempts to contact unsuccessful). The 10 categories are mutually exclusive. Part B
eligibility status refers to eligibility for Part B preschool services under section 619 (Preschool Grants program) of IDEA.
Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in the
exiting category by the total number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, in all the exiting
categories (326,433), then multiplying the result by 100. Data are from a cumulative 12-month reporting period, which may have
varied from state to state.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Exiting Collection,” 2015—-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were accessed fall 2017.
For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e Of the Part C exiting statuses in 2015-16, Part B eligible, exiting Part C accounted for the
largest percentage of infants and toddlers. Specifically, this category accounted for 118,756 of
326,433, or 36.4 percent, of infants and toddlers. An additional 3.4 percent of the infants and
toddlers were found to be eligible for Part B but continued to receive services under Part C.

20


https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html

o No longer eligible for Part C prior to reaching age 3 was the second most prevalent category of
exiting status, as it accounted for 16.1 percent of infants and toddlers.

o Part B eligibility not determined and withdrawal by parent (or guardian) accounted for 11.2
percent and 12.4 percent, respectively.

What were the Part B eligibility statuses of children served under Part C when they reached age 3?

Exhibit 8. Percentage of children served under IDEA, Part C, who reached age 3 and were eligible
to exit Part C, by Part B eligibility status: 2015-16

Part B eligibility
not determined?

Not eligible for
Part B, exit with
no referrals
(5.7%)

Not eligible for
Part B, exit with

referrals to other Part B eligible,

programs exiting Part C
(9.0%) (60.9%)
Part B eligible,
continuing in
Part C
(5.7%)

aThe Part B eligibility not determined category comprises children who were referred for Part B evaluation at the time they were
eligible to exit Part C, but for whom the Part B eligibility determination had not yet been made or reported, and children for
whom parents did not consent to transition planning.

NOTE: The U.S. Department of Education collects Part C data on 10 categories of exiting: five categories that speak to Part B
eligibility (i.e., Part B eligible, exiting Part C; Part B eligible, continuing in Part C; not eligible for Part B, exit with referrals to
other programs; not eligible for Part B, exit with no referrals; and Part B eligibility not determined) and five categories that do
not speak to Part B eligibility (i.e., no longer eligible for Part C prior to reaching age 3, deceased, moved out of state,
withdrawal by parent [or guardian], and attempts to contact unsuccessful). The 10 categories are mutually exclusive. For data on
all 10 categories, see exhibit 7. Part B eligibility status refers to eligibility for Part B preschool services under section 619
(Preschool Grants program) of /DEA. Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of children served under /DEA, Part C,
who reached age 3 and were in the Part B eligibility status exiting category by the total number of children served under /DEA,
Part C, who reached age 3 and were in the five Part B eligibility status exiting categories (194,869), then multiplying the result by
100. Data are from a cumulative 12-month reporting period, which may have varied from state to state.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Exiting Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were accessed fall 2017.
For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e In2015-16, 118,756, or 60.9 percent, of the 194,869 children served under /IDEA, Part C, who
reached age 3 were determined to be Part B eligible, exiting Part C. An additional 5.7 percent of
these children were found to be eligible for Part B but continued to receive services under
Part C.
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e Eligibility for Part B was not determined for 18.7 percent of the children served under /DEA,
Part C, who had reached age 3.

e The remaining 14.7 percent of the children served under Part C who had reached age 3 exited
Part C and were determined to be not eligible for Part B. The children who were not eligible for
Part B included those who exited with referrals to other programs (9.0 percent) and those who
exited with no referrals (5.7 percent).

Dispute Resolution for Infants and Toddlers Served Under /DEA, Part C

To protect the interests of children served under /DEA, Part C, and their families, IDEA requires
public agencies to implement a formal set of procedural safeguards for children served under /DEA,
Part C. Among these procedural safeguards are three formal options for registering and resolving
disputes. One of these options is a written, signed complaint. Any individual or organization can file a
written, signed complaint alleging a violation of any Part C requirement by a local early intervention
service provider or the state lead agency. A second option available to parents and public agencies is a
due process complaint. By filing a due process complaint, a parent may request a due process hearing*
regarding any matter relating to a proposal or a refusal to initiate or change the identification, evaluation,
or placement of their infant or toddler with a disability or to the provision of early intervention services to
such child or the child’s family. Mediation is a third option available through which parents and early
intervention service providers, including public agencies, can try to resolve disputes and reach an
agreement about any matter under Part C of /DEA, including matters arising prior to the filing of a due
process complaint. The agreements reached through the mediation process are legally binding and
enforceable. For more information about these and other procedural safeguards, go to

http://ectacenter.org/topics/procsafe/procsafe.asp.

Unlike the other Part C data collections, which are associated with a specific group of Part C
participants defined by the participants’ ages, the Part C dispute resolution data collection is associated
with all infants and toddlers served under /DEA, Part C. These infants and toddlers may include
individuals who are 3 years or older and eligible under Part B but whose parents elect for them to
continue receiving Part C services, as states have the authority to define an “infant or toddler with a
disability” to include individuals under 3 years of age and individuals 3 years of age and older [see IDEA,
section 632(5)(B) and 34 C.F.R. 303.21(c)] and serve them under Part C until the beginning of the school
year following the child’s third or fourth birthday or until the child is eligible to enter kindergarten [see
IDEA, section 635(¢c) and 34 C.F.R. 303.211]. The Part C legal disputes and resolution data represent all

4 A due process hearing is designed to be a fair, timely, and impartial procedure for resolving disputes that arise from parents
and public agencies regarding the identification and evaluation of, or provision of early intervention services to, children
referred to IDEA, Part C.

22


http://ectacenter.org/topics/procsafe/procsafe.asp

complaints associated with these three state-level dispute resolution mechanisms under Part C during the

12 months during which the data were collected.

What were the statuses of the written, signed complaints that alleged a violation of a requirement of
Part C of IDEA?

Exhibit 9. Percentage of written, signed complaints for infants and toddlers served under IDEA,
Part C, by complaint status: 2015-16

Complaints
Complaints pending®
withdrawn or (2.4%)

dismissed?
(16.0%)

Complaints with
reports issued?
(81.6%)

AA complaint with report issued refers to a written decision that was provided by the state lead agency to the complainant
regarding alleged violations of a requirement of Part C of IDEA.

YA complaint withdrawn or dismissed refers to a written, signed complaint that was withdrawn by the complainant for any reason
or that was determined by the state lead agency to be resolved by the complainant and the early intervention service provider or
state lead agency through mediation or other dispute resolution means and no further action by the state lead agency was required
to resolve the complaint or a complaint dismissed by the state lead agency for any reason, including that the complaint did not
include all of the required content.

°A complaint pending is a written, signed complaint that is still under investigation or for which the state lead agency’s written
decision has not been issued.

NOTE: A written, signed complaint is a signed document with specific content requirements that is submitted to a state lead
agency by an individual or organization (i.e., complainant) that alleges a violation of a requirement of Part C of IDEA or 34
C.F.R. 303, including cases in which some required content is absent from the document. Only 23 states reported one or more
written, signed complaints. Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of complaints in the status category by the total
number of written, signed complaints, then multiplying the result by 100. Percentage was based on a total of 125 written, signed
complaints. Data are from the reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0678: “IDEA Part C
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015—-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were accessed
fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e During 2015-16, a total of 125 written, signed complaints were received through the dispute
resolution process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C.

e A report was issued for 102 (81.6 percent) of the complaints, while 20 (16.0 percent) of the
complaints were withdrawn or dismissed. Only 3 (2.4 percent) of the complaints that were
received during the reporting period were pending or unresolved by the end of the period.

What were the statuses of the due process complaints made by parties that alleged a violation of a
requirement of Part C of IDEA?

Exhibit 10. Percentage of due process complaints for infants and toddlers served under IDEA,
Part C, by complaint status: 2015-16

Due process
complaints that
were hearings

Due process pendLngC
complaints that (5.2%)
resulted in

hearings fully
adjudicated®
(13.4%)

Due process
complaints
withdrawn or
dismissed?
(81.4%)

A due process complaint withdrawn or dismissed (including resolved without a hearing) is a complaint that has not resulted in a
fully adjudicated due process hearing and is also not under consideration by a hearing officer. Such complaints can include those
resolved through a mediation agreement or through a resolution meeting settlement agreement, those settled by some other
agreement between the parties (i.e., parent and the public agency) prior to completion of the hearing, those withdrawn by the
parent, those rejected by the hearing officer as without cause, and those not fully adjudicated for other reasons.

YA hearing is fully adjudicated when a hearing officer conducts a due process hearing, reaches a final decision regarding matters
of law and fact, and issues a written decision to the parties.

°A due process complaint that is a hearing pending is a request for a due process hearing that has not yet been scheduled, is
scheduled but has not yet been conducted, or has been conducted but is not yet fully adjudicated.

NOTE: A due process complaint is a filing by a parent, early intervention service provider, or state lead agency to initiate an
impartial due process hearing on matters related to the identification, evaluation, or placement of an infant or toddler with a
disability or to the provision of appropriate early intervention services to such child. Only nine states reported one or more due
process complaints. Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of due process complaints in the status category by the
total number of due process complaints, then multiplying the result by 100. Percentage was based on a total of 97 due process
complaints. Data are from the reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0678: “IDEA Part C
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were accessed
fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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o A total of 97 due process complaints were received during 2015-16 through the dispute
resolution process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C.

e For 79 (81.4 percent) of the due process complaints received during the reporting period, the
complaint was withdrawn or dismissed. For 13 (13.4 percent) of the due process complaints
received, a hearing was conducted, and a written legal decision was issued. For the remaining
five complaints (5.2 percent), a hearing was still pending as of the end of the reporting period.

What were the statuses of the mediation requests made by parties that alleged a violation of a
requirement of Part C of IDEA?

Exhibit 11. Percentage of mediation requests for infants and toddlers served under IDEA, Part C,
by request status: 2015-16

Mediations held
Mediations related to due
pending? process
(3.2%) complaints?
(7.1%)

Mediations held
not related to
due process

Mediations complaintst
withdrawn or not (38.1%)
helde
(51.6%)

2A mediation held related to due process complaint is a process that was conducted by a qualified and impartial mediator to
resolve a disagreement between parties that was initiated by the filing of a due process complaint or included issues that were the
subject of a due process complaint.

YA mediation held not related to due process complaint is a process that was conducted by a qualified and impartial mediator to
resolve a disagreement between parties to a dispute involving any matter under Part C of /DEA that was not initiated by the filing
of a due process complaint or did not include issues that were the subject of a due process complaint.

°A mediation that has been withdrawn or not held is a request for mediation that did not result in a mediation being conducted by
a qualified and impartial mediator. This includes requests that were withdrawn, requests that were dismissed, requests where one
party refused to mediate, and requests that were settled by some agreement other than a mediation agreement between the parties.
4A mediation pending is a request for mediation that has not yet been scheduled or is scheduled but has not yet been held.

NOTE: A mediation request is a request by a party to a dispute involving any matter under Part C of IDEA for the parties to meet
with a qualified and impartial mediator to resolve the dispute(s). Only nine states reported one or more mediation requests.
Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of mediation requests in the status category by the total number of mediation
requests, then multiplying the result by 100. Percentage was based on a total of 126 mediation requests. Data are from the
reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0678: “IDEA Part C
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, PR, and the four outlying areas. Data were accessed
fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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During 201516, a total of 126 mediation requests were received through the dispute resolution
process for infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C.

A mediation was conducted before the end of the reporting period for 57 (45.2 percent) of the
mediation requests received. The mediation that was held in nine (7.1 percent) of these cases
was related to a due process complaint, while the session held in 48 (38.1 percent) of these cases
was not related to a due process complaint. Of the 69 mediation requests received that did not
result in a mediation being held by the end of the reporting period, 65 (51.6 percent) had been
withdrawn, dismissed, or otherwise ended without a mediation being held. The remaining four
(3.2 percent) were still pending at the end of the reporting period.
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Children Ages 3 Through 5 Served Under /DEA, Part B

Under Part B of IDEA, the secretary provides funds to states to assist them in providing a free
appropriate public education (FAPE) to children ages 3 through 21 with disabilities who are in need of
special education and related services. The Preschool Grants for Children with Disabilities program
(IDEA, section 619) supplements funding available for children ages 3 through 5 with disabilities under
the Grants to States program (IDEA, section 611). To be eligible for funding under the Preschool Grants
for Children with Disabilities program and the Grants to States program for children ages 3 through 5, a
state must make FAPE available to all children ages 3 through 5 with disabilities residing in the state.

IDEA, Part B, has four primary purposes:

e To ensure that all children with disabilities have FAPE available to them and receive special
education and related services designed to meet their individual needs,

e To ensure that the rights of children with disabilities and their parents are protected,
e To assist states and localities to provide for the education of all children with disabilities, and

e To assess and ensure the effectiveness of efforts to educate children with disabilities.

In general, the exhibits presenting Part B data in this section represent the 50 states; the District of
Columbia (DC); the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) schools; Puerto Rico (PR); the four outlying areas
of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands; and the three freely
associated states of the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the
Marshall Islands.>® As there are some exceptions, such as the exhibits that present Part B data with data
about the residential population, each exhibit is accompanied by a note that identifies the particular
jurisdictions that are represented. In this section, there are occasional references to “special education

services.” The term is synonymous with services provided under /DEA, Part B.

3> Although BIE schools do not receive funds under /DEA, Part B, section 619, BIE schools may report 5-year-old children who
are enrolled in elementary schools for American Indian children operated or funded by BIE and who receive services funded
under IDEA, Part B, section 611(h)(1)(A).

¢ The four outlying areas and the three freely associated states do not receive funds under IDEA, Part B, section 619. However,
they may report children ages 3 through 5 who receive services funded under /DE4, Part B, section 611(b)(1)(A).
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Numbers and Percentages of Children Ages 3 Through 5 Served Under /DEA, Part B

How have the number and percentage of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, changed
over time?

Exhibit 12. Number of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, and percentage of
the population served, by year: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Total served under Part B Percentage® of resident

(ages 3 through 5) population ages 3

Year In the 50 states, . . through 5 s.erved
DC, BIE schools, In the 50 states, Resident population under Part B in the

PR, and the DC, and BIE ages 3 through 5 in the 50 states, DC,

four outlying areas® schools 50 states and DC® and BIE schools

2007 709,136 698,931 11,975,329 5.8
2008 709,004 700,296 12,037,364 5.8
2009 731,832 716,569 12,129,397 5.9
2010 735,245 720,740 12,255,590 59
2011 745,954 730,558 12,312,888 59
2012 750,131 736,195 12,203,162 6.0
2013 745,336 729,703 12,078,921 6.0
2014 753,697 736,170 12,013,496 6.1
2015 763,685 746,765 12,012,254 6.2
2016 759,801 744,414 11,718,379 6.4

In 2012, data for children served by the three freely associated states were included. In 2013, data for children served by two
freely associated states were included; data were not available for the Federated States of Micronesia. In 2014, 2015, and 2016,
data for children served by the three freely associated states were included.

®Children served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states in which they reside.
°Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, in the year by the
estimated U.S. resident population ages 3 through 5 for that year, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010, 2012, and
2013, data for Wyoming were not available. For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for
Nebraska and Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the
Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010, 2012, and 2013, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016,
data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were excluded. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were
accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed
fall 2015. Data for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2016, 759,801 children ages 3 through 5 were served under Part B in the 48 states for which
data were available, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the four outlying areas,
and the three freely associated states. Of these children, 744,414 were served in 48 states, the
District of Columbia, and BIE schools. This number represented 6.4 percent of the resident
population ages 3 through 5. Between 2007 and 2016, the number of children ages 3 through 5
served under /DEA, Part B, in the jurisdictions for which data were available increased from
709,136 to 759,801. This addition of 50,665 children represented a 7.1 percent increase in the
number of children served.
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e In 2007, the percentage of the resident population ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B,
in the jurisdictions for which data were available was 5.8 percent. In 2009, the percentage
increased to 5.9 percent, and it remained there until 2012, when the percentage reached 6
percent. The percentage stayed at 6 percent through 2013 before increasing to 6.1 percent in
2014, then to 6.2 percent in 2015. In 2016, the percentage reached 6.4 percent.

How did the percentage of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, vary by disability
category?

Exhibit 13. Percentage of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, by disability
category: Fall 2016

Other
disabilities
combined®

(9.7%)

Autism
(10.1%)
Speech or
language
impairment
(42.6%)

Developmental
delay?
(37.6%)

aStates’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. For more information on children ages 3 through 5 reported under the category of
developmental delay and states with differences in developmental delay reporting practices, see exhibits B-1 and B-3 in
Appendix B.

bOther disabilities combined” includes deaf-blindness (less than 0.05 percent), emotional disturbance (0.4 percent), hearing
impairment (1.1 percent), intellectual disability (1.8 percent), multiple disabilities (1.0 percent), orthopedic impairment (0.8
percent), other health impairment (3.1 percent), specific learning disability (1.1 percent), traumatic brain injury (0.1 percent),
and visual impairment (0.4 percent). Due to rounding, it may not be possible to reproduce the value presented in the exhibit for
this combination from the sum of the percentages associated with these individual categories.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /IDEA, Part B, in the
disability category by the total number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B (759,801), then multiplying the
result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 48 states, BIE schools, DC, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA
data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e In 2016, the most prevalent disability category of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA,
Part B, was speech or language impairment (specifically, 323,789 of 759,801 children, or 42.6
percent). The next most common disability category was developmental delay (37.6 percent),
followed by autism (10.1 percent).

e The children ages 3 through 5 represented by the category “Other disabilities combined”
accounted for the remaining 9.7 percent of children served under /DEA, Part B.

How did the percentage of the resident population ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, for a
particular racial/ethnic group compare to the percentage of the resident population served for all other
racial/ethnic groups combined?

Exhibit 14. Number of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, and percentage of
the population served (risk index), comparison risk index, and risk ratio for children
ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, by race/ethnicity: Fall 2016

Resident
population Risk index
ages 3 for all other
Race/ethnicity through 5 in racial/ethnic
Child count* the 50 states, groups
in the 50 DC,and Riskindex®  combined!
states and DC BIE® (%) (%)  Risk ratio®
Total 744,414 11,718,379 6.4 + t
American Indian or Alaska
Native 8,230 98,419 8.4 6.3 1.3
Asian 29,045 584,469 5.0 6.4 0.8
Black or African American 100,622 1,628,388 6.2 6.4 1.0
Hispanic/Latino 182,039 3,074,512 5.9 6.5 0.9
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 1,787 23,889 7.5 6.4 .
White 391,508 5,761,388 6.8 5.9 1.1
Two or more races 31,184 547,314 5.7 6.4 0.9
1 Not applicable.

2Child count is the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, in the racial/ethnic group(s). Data on
race/ethnicity were suppressed for 104 children served under Part B in four states; the total number of children served under

Part B in each racial/ethnic group for which some data were suppressed in each of these states was estimated by distributing the
unallocated count for each state equally to the race/ethnicity categories that were suppressed. Due to rounding, the sum of the
counts for the racial/ethnic groups may not equal the total for all racial/ethnic groups.

bChildren served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states in which they reside.
“Percentage of the population served may be referred to as the risk index. It was calculated by dividing the number of children
ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, in the racial/ethnic group by the estimated U.S. resident population ages 3 through 5
in the racial/ethnic group, then multiplying the result by 100.

dRisk index for all other racial/ethnic groups combined (i.e., children who are not in the racial/ethnic group of interest) was
calculated by dividing the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, in all of the other racial/ethnic groups
by the estimated U.S. resident population ages 3 through 5 in all of the other racial/ethnic groups, then multiplying the result by
100.

°Risk ratio compares the proportion of a particular racial/ethnic group served under /DEA, Part B, to the proportion served among
the other racial/ethnic groups combined. For example, if racial/ethnic group X has a risk ratio of 2 for receipt of special education
services, then that group’s likelihood of receiving special education services is twice as great as for all of the other racial/ethnic
groups combined. Risk ratio was calculated by dividing the risk index for the racial/ethnic group by the risk index for all the
other racial/ethnic groups combined. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to calculate the risk ratio from the values presented
in the exhibit.
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e In 2016, American Indian or Alaska Native, Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander, and
White children ages 3 through 5 had risk ratios above 1 (i.e., 1.3, 1.2, and 1.1, respectively). This
indicates that the children in each of these groups were more likely to be served under Part B
than were children ages 3 through 5 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

e Black or African American children ages 3 through 5, with a risk ratio of 1, were as likely to be
served under Part B as the children ages 3 through 5 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

e Asian and Hispanic/Latino children ages 3 through 5 and children ages 3 through 5 associated
with two or more racial/ethnic groups, with risk ratios of less than 1 (i.e., 0.8, 0.9, and 0.9,
respectively), were less likely to be served under Part B than children ages 3 through 5 in all
other racial/ethnic groups combined.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 48 states, DC, and BIE schools. Data for Nebraska and
Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident
Population by Single Year of Age, Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1,
2016,” 2016. Data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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Educational Environments for Children Ages 3 Through 5 Served Under /DEA, Part B
In what educational environments were children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B?

Exhibit 15. Percentage of children ages 3 through S served under IDEA, Part B, by educational
environment: Fall 2016

Other
Service provider enwronTentSd
location or some (4.3%)

other location®

Regular early
childhood
program? at least
10 hrs/wk and
majority
(39.9%)

e

Separate class®
(22.7%)

ey
ST

TR
SIS

(.
@f’”’
L

hetelels!

Regular early
childhood
program? less
than 10 hrs/wk,

majority
elsewhere  Regular early
(4.5%) childhood Regular early
programe less childhood
than 10 hrs/wk program? at least
and majority 10 hrs/wk,
(5.4%) majority
elsewhere
(17.0%)

aRegular early childhood program includes at least 50 percent of children without disabilities (i.e., children without
individualized education programs). Regular early childhood program includes, but is not limited to, Head Start, kindergarten,
preschool classes offered to an eligible prekindergarten population by the public school system, private kindergartens or
preschools, and group child development centers or child care.

bSeparate class refers to a special education program in a class that includes less than 50 percent children without disabilities.
¢Service provider location or some other location that is not in any other category refers to a situation in which a child receives
all special education and related services from a service provider or in some location not in any of the other categories, including
a regular early childhood program or special education program in a separate class, separate school, or residential facility. This
does not include children who receive special education and related services in the home. An example is a situation in which a
child receives only speech instruction, and the instruction is provided in a clinician’s office.

4“Other environments” consists of separate school (2.4 percent), residential facility (less than 0.05 percent), and home (1.8
percent).

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B (759,801), in
the educational environment by the total number of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, in all the educational
environments, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum may not total 100 percent because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 48 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA
data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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In 2016, a total of 507,272, or 66.8 percent, of the 759,801 children ages 3 through 5 served
under /DEA, Part B, were in a regular early childhood program for some amount of their time in
school.

Of the four categories representing children who attended a regular early childhood program,
the category of children attending a regular early childhood program at least 10 hours per week
and receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular early
childhood program accounted for the largest percentage of children. Moreover, as this category
accounted for 39.9 percent of all children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, it
represented more children than any other educational environment category.

A separate class accounted for 22.7 percent of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA,
Part B, making it the second most prevalent educational environment.

Collectively, the environments of separate school, residential facility, and home (which are
represented by the category “Other environments™), accounted for only 4.3 percent of the
children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B.

The educational environment for the remaining students, representing only 6.2 percent of the
children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, was a service provider location or some
other location that is not in any other category.
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How did children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, within racial/ethnic groups differ by
educational environments?

Exhibit 16. Percentage of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, within
racial/ethnic groups, by educational environment: Fall 2016

Race/ethnicity
23 1567 33
American Indian or Alaska Native 24.6 4.2§ % 3.6
5.4 32.6 5.0
. oo ok o ™
e, e e e, L
Asian 5.1 a0 Q 4.6
4.1 25.7 3.1
Black or African American 17.2 4.4E 3 5.2
3.7 24.8 6.9
— e ElN
ispanic/Latino 13.1 50= § 4.0
10.8 26.7 2.9
Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander 5.9 k 6.3
4.9 20.2 6.9
White 19.1 5.8 EW \\ 4.2
4.9 24.3 5.4
Two or more races 17.5 5.3 EW % 3.8
0 20 40 60 80 100
Percent
. Regular early childhood program? at least 10 hours/week (hrs/wk) and majority @ Separate class®
|:| Regular early childhood program? at least 10 hrs/wk, majority elsewhere I]:I]:I] Service provider location or other location®
|:| Regular early childhood program? less than 10 hrs/wk and majority Other environments?

E Regular early childhood program? less than 10 hrs/wk, majority elsewhere

ARegular early childhood program includes at least 50 percent of children without disabilities (i.e., children without
individualized education programs). Regular early childhood program includes, but is not limited to, Head Start, kindergarten,
preschool classes offered to an eligible prekindergarten population by the public school system, private kindergartens or
preschools, and group child development centers or child care.

bSeparate class refers to a special education program in a class that includes less than 50 percent children without disabilities.
¢Service provider location or some other location that is not in any other category refers to a situation in which a child receives
all special education and related services from a service provider or in some location not in any of the other categories, including
a regular early childhood program or special education program in a separate class, separate school, or residential facility. This
does not include children who receive special education and related services in the home. An example is a situation in which a
child receives only speech instruction, and the instruction is provided in a clinician’s office.

4“Other environments” consists of separate school, residential facility, and home.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated for each racial/ethnic group by dividing the number of children ages 3 through 5 served under
IDEA, Part B, in the educational environment by the total number of children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, in all
the educational environments, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum of the row percentages may not total 100 because of
rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 48 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA
data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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o In 2016, a regular early childhood program for some amount of the time spent in school was the
educational environment for the majority of children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA,
Part B, in each racial/ethnic group.

o The category of children attending a regular early childhood program at least 10 hours per
week and receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular early
childhood program accounted for the largest percentage of children who attended a regular early
childhood program for every racial/ethnic group. Moreover, for every racial/ethnic group, this
category accounted for a larger percentage of the children than did any other category of
educational environment. In particular, this environment accounted for 46.4 percent of American
Indian or Alaska Native children, 34.7 percent of Asian children, 40.4 percent of Black or
African American children, 42.4 percent of Hispanic/Latino children, 37.6 percent of Native
Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander children, 38.8 percent of White children, and 38.8 percent of
the children associated with two or more racial/ethnic groups.

o A separate class was the second most prevalent educational environment for children ages 3
through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, for each racial/ethnic group, except American Indian or
Alaska Native children. A smaller percentage of American Indian or Alaska Native children
were reported in the category representing children who attended a separate class (15.7 percent)
than the percentage reported in the category representing children attending a regular early
childhood program at least 10 hours per week and receiving the majority of hours of special
education and related services in some other location (24.6 percent).

Special Education Teachers and Paraprofessionals Employed to Serve Children Ages 3
Through 5 Under /DEA, Part B

To what extent were full-time equivalent teachers who were employed to provide special education and
related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, highly qualified?

Exhibit 17. Number of full-time equivalent (FTE) special education teachers and number and
percentage of FTE highly qualified special education teachers employed to provide
special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under
IDEA, Part B: Fall 2015

Year Total number Number FTE Percentage® FTE
FTE employed highly qualified® highly qualified
2015 39,931 37,085 92.9

aSpecial education teachers reported as highly qualified met the state standard for highly qualified based on the criteria identified
in 20 United States Code (U.S.C.) section 1401(10). For highly qualified special education teachers, the term “highly qualified”
has the same meaning given the term in section 9101 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended
(ESEA), except that such term also includes the requirements described in section 602(10)(B) of IDEA and the option for teachers
to meet the requirements of section 9101 of ESEA, by meeting the requirements of section 602(10)(C) or (D) of IDEA [20 U.S.C.
section 1401(10)]. In states where teachers who work with children ages 3 through 5 were not included in the state’s definition of
highly qualified, teachers were considered highly qualified if they were (1) personnel who held appropriate state certification or
licensure for the position held or (2) personnel who held positions for which no state certification or licensure requirements
existed.

Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of FTE highly qualified special education teachers employed to provide
special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under /DEA, Part B, by the total number of FTE
special education teachers employed to provide special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under
IDEA, Part B, then multiplying the result by 100.
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e In 2015, a total of 37,085, or 92.9 percent, of the 39,931 full-time equivalent (FTE) special
education teachers who were employed to provide special education and related services for
children ages 3 through 5 under /DEA, Part B, were highly qualified.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Personnel
Collection,” 2015. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual I/DEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-
level-data-files/index.html.
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To what extent were full-time equivalent paraprofessionals who were employed to provide special
education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, qualified?

Exhibit 18. Number of full-time equivalent (FTE) special education paraprofessionals and number
and percentage of FTE qualified special education paraprofessionals employed to
provide special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served
under IDEA, Part B: Fall 2015

v Total number Number Percentage®
car FTE employed FTE qualified® FTE qualified
2015 55,215 52,193 94.5

aSpecial education paraprofessionals reported as qualified (1) met the state standard for qualified based on the criteria identified
in 20 United States Code (U.S.C.) section 1412(a)(14)(B) or (2) if paraprofessionals were not included in the state’s definition of
qualified, either held appropriate state certification or licensure for the position held or held positions for which no state
certification or licensure requirements existed.

Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of FTE qualified special education paraprofessionals employed to provide
special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5 served under IDEA, Part B, by the total number of FTE
special education paraprofessionals employed to provide special education and related services for children ages 3 through 5
served under /DEA, Part B, then multiplying the result by 100.

NOTE: Paraprofessionals are employees who provide instructional support, including those who (1) provide one-on-one tutoring
if such tutoring is scheduled at a time when a student would not otherwise receive instruction from a teacher; (2) assist with
classroom management, such as organizing instructional and other materials; (3) provide instructional assistance in a computer
laboratory; (4) conduct parental involvement activities; (5) provide support in a library or media center; (6) act as a translator; or
(7) provide instructional support services under the direct supervision of a teacher.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Personnel
Collection,” 2015. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-
level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2015, a total of 52,193, or 94.5 percent, of the 55,215 FTE special education
paraprofessionals who were employed to provide special education and related services for
children ages 3 through 5 under /DEA, Part B, were qualified.
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Students Ages 6 Through 21 Served Under /DEA, Part B

Since the 1975 passage of the Education for All Handicapped Children Act (P.L. 94-142), the
U.S. Department of Education has collected data on the number of children served under the law. Early
collections of data on the number of children served under Part B of IDEA focused on nine disability
categories. Through the subsequent years and multiple reauthorizations of the act, the disability categories

have been expanded to 13 and revised, and new data collections have been required.

In 1997, the law was reauthorized with several major revisions (/DEA Amendments of 1997,
P.L. 105-17). The reauthorization allowed states the option of using the developmental delay category’
for children and students ages 3 through 9. Another revision was the requirement that race/ethnicity data

be collected on the number of children served.

In general, the exhibits presenting Part B data in this section represent the 50 states; the District of
Columbia (DC); the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) schools; Puerto Rico (PR); the four outlying areas
of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the Virgin Islands; and the three freely
associated states of the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the
Marshall Islands.®® As there are some exceptions, such as the exhibits that present Part B data with data
about residential population, each exhibit is accompanied by a note that identifies the particular
jurisdictions that are represented. There are occasional references to “special education services” in this

section, and this term is synonymous with services provided under /DEA, Part B.

7 States’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. For more information on students ages 6 through 9 reported under the category of
developmental delay, see Appendix B.

8 Although BIE schools do not receive funds under /DEA, Part B, section 619, BIE schools may report 5-year-old children who
are enrolled in elementary schools for American Indian children operated or funded by BIE and who receive services funded
under /DEA, Part B, section 611(h)(1)(A).

The four outlying areas and the three freely associated states do not receive funds under /DEA, Part B, section 619. However,
the outlying areas may report children ages 3 through 5 who receive services funded under /IDEA, Part B, section 611(b)(1)(A).
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Numbers and Percentages of Students Ages 6 Through 21 Served Under /DEA, Part B

How have the number and percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, changed
over time?

Exhibit 19. Number of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, and percentage of
the population served, by year: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Total served under Part B Percentage® of

(ages 6 through 21) Resident  resident population

Vear In the 50 states, population ages ages 6 through 21
DC, BIE schools, In the 50 states, 6 through 21 served under Part B

PR, and the four DC, and BIE in the 50 states  in the 50 states, DC,

outlying areas® schools and DC® and BIE schools

2007 5,999,205 5,903,959 66,993,376 8.8
2008 5,889,849 5,789,806 67,243,169 8.6
2009 5,882,157 5,770,718 67,656,650 8.5
2010 5,822,808 5,705,466 67,788,496 8.4
2011 5,789,884 5,670,680 67,783,391 8.4
2012 5,823,844 5,699,640 67,543,992 8.4
2013 5,847,624 5,734,393 67,272,586 8.5
2014 5,944,241 5,825,505 67,039,493 8.7
2015 6,050,725 5,936,518 67,020,481 8.9
2016 6,048,882 5,937,838 65,620,036 9.0

In 2012, data for the students served by the three freely associated states were included. In 2013, data for the students served by
two freely associated states were included; data were not available for the Federated States of Micronesia. In 2014, 2015, and
2016, data for the students served by the three freely associated states were included.

bStudents served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states in which they reside.
‘Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the year by the
estimated U.S. resident population ages 6 through 21 for that year, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007-16. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010, data for
Wyoming were not available. For 2011, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2013, data for BIE schools and American
Samoa were not available. For 2014, data for Wyoming and American Samoa were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin
were not available. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by
Single Year of Age and Sex for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16. For 2007 and 2008, data
for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were excluded.
Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall
2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data
for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-
data-files/index.html.

e In 2016, a total of 6,048,882 students ages 6 through 21 were served under /DEA, Part B, in the
49 states for which data were available, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states. Of these students, 5,937,838 were
served in 49 states, the District of Columbia, and BIE schools. This number represented 9
percent of the resident population ages 6 through 21.

e In 2007, the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the 50
states, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, and the four outlying areas was
5,999,205. During 2008 and 2009, the number of students served was less than in the previous
year. There was some fluctuation in the number of students served during the years 2010 through
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2012. The number of students served increased during the years 2013 through 2015 and
decreased in 2016.

e In 2007, 8.8 percent of the resident population ages 6 through 21 were served under Part B in the
50 states, the District of Columbia, and BIE schools. Between 2008 and 2010, the percentage of
the population in these jurisdictions served gradually decreased to 8.4 percent. The percentage
served remained at 8.4 percent until 2013, when it increased to 8.5 percent and continued to
increase gradually to 9 percent in 2016.

How have the percentages of resident populations ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B,
changed over time?

Exhibit 20. Percentage of the population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by year
and age group: Fall 2007 through fall 2016
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NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students in the age group served under /DEA, Part B, in the year by
the estimated U.S. resident population in the age group for that year, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, and BIE schools with the following
exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were not available.
For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and
the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states and DC with the following exceptions.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for
Wisconsin were excluded. Students served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states
in which they reside. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012
were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e The percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in 2007
was 8.8 percent. Thereafter, the percentage gradually decreased, reaching a low of 8.4 percent in
2010. The percentage remained at 8.4 percent until 2013, when it increased to 8.5 percent. The
percentage continued to increase gradually to 9 percent in 2016.

e Between 2007 and 2011, the percentage of the population ages 6 through 11 served under /DEA,
Part B, decreased gradually from 11.2 percent to 10.6 percent. The percentage increased in each
year thereafter and reached 11.6 percent in 2016.

e The percentage of the population ages 12 through 17 served under Part B decreased gradually
from 11.1 percent to 10.8 percent between 2007 and 2010, where it stayed until 2014, when the
percentage reached 11 percent. The percentage increased to 11.2 percent in 2015 and 11.3
percent in 2016.

e The percentage of the population ages 18 through 21 served under Part B was 1.9 percent in
2007 and 2008, and 2 percent in each year from 2009 through 2016.

For what disabilities were students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B?

Exhibit 21. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by disability
category: Fall 2016

Other disabilities
combined?
Emotional (7.2%)
disturbance
(5.5%)

Intellectual
disability

(6.9%) Specific learning
disability
(38.6%)
Autism
(9.6%)
Other health
impairment
(15.4%)
Speech or
language
impairment
(16.8%)

a“Other disabilities combined” includes deaf-blindness (less than 0.05 percent), developmental delay (2.5 percent), hearing
impairment (1.1 percent), multiple disabilities (2.1 percent), orthopedic impairment (0.6 percent), traumatic brain injury (0.4
percent), and visual impairment (0.4 percent).

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
disability category by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B (6,048,882), then multiplying the
result by 100.
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e In 2016, the most prevalent disability category of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA,
Part B, was specific learning disability (specifically, 2,336,960, or 38.6 percent, of the 6,048,882
students ages 6 through 21 served under /IDEA, Part B). The next most common disability
category was speech or language impairment (16.8 percent), followed by other health
impairment (15.4 percent), autism (9.6 percent), intellectual disability (6.9 percent), and
emotional disturbance (5.5 percent).

e Students ages 6 through 21 in “Other disabilities combined” accounted for the remaining
7.2 percent of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go
to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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How have the percentages of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under 1DEA, Part B, for
particular disabilities changed over time?

Exhibit 22. Percentage of the population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by year
and disability category: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Disability® 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

All disabilities below 87 85 84 83 82 82 83 85 86 88
Autism 04 04 05 05 06 07 07 08 08 09
Deaf-blindness # # # # # # # # # #
Emotional disturbance 07 06 06 06 05 05 05 05 05 05
Hearing impairment 01 01 01 01 01 01 01 01 01 0.1
Intellectual disability 07 07 07 06 06 06 06 06 06 0.6
Multiple disabilities 02 02 02 02 02 02 02 02 02 02

Orthopedic impairment 01 01 01 01 0.1 0.1 01 01 0.1 0.1

Other health impairment 09 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.1 1.1 12 13 13 14
Specific learning

disability 3.8 37 36 35 34 34 34 34 34 35
Speech or language

impairment 1.7 16 16 16 15 15 15 15 15 15
Traumatic brain injury # # # # #

# # # # #
Visual impairment # # # # # # # # # #
# Percentage was non-zero, but less than 0.05 or 5/100 of 1 percent.
aStates’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. Because the category is optional and the exhibit presents percentages that are based on the
estimated U.S. resident population ages 6 through 21, the developmental delay category is not included in this exhibit. For
information on the percentages of the population ages 6 through 9 reported under the category of developmental delay and states
with differences in developmental delay reporting practices, see exhibits B-2 and B-3 in Appendix B.
NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
disability category in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population ages 6 through 21 for that year, then multiplying the
result by 100.
SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, and BIE schools with the following
exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were not available.
For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and
the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007-16. These data are for the 50 states and DC with the following exceptions.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for
Wisconsin were excluded. Students served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states
in which they reside. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012
were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to

https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e The percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under disability categories changed by two-tenths of a percentage point or less between 2007 and
2016 for all but three categories. The percentage of the population reported under autism
increased by 0.5 of a percentage point. The percentage of the population reported under other
health impairment increased by 0.5 of a percentage point. The percentage of the population
reported under specific learning disability decreased by 0.3 of a percentage point.
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How have the percentages of resident populations ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, that
were reported under the category of autism changed over time?

Exhibit 23. Percentage of the population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, reported
under the category of autism, by year and age group: Fall 2007 through fall 2016
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NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students in the age group served under /DEA, Part B, reported under
the category of autism in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population in the age group for that year, then multiplying the
result by 100. This graph is scaled to demonstrate the change in the percentage of the population represented by students reported
under the category of autism. The slope cannot be compared with the slopes of exhibits 24 and 25.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, and BIE schools with the following
exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were not available.
For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and
the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states and DC with the following exceptions.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for
Wisconsin were excluded. Students served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states
in which they reside. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012
were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e Between 2007 and 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of autism increased gradually from 0.4
percent to 0.9 percent.

o Between 2007 and 2016, the percentages of the populations ages 6 through 11, 12 through 17,

and 18 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, that were reported under the category of autism
all increased. Specifically, the percentages of these three age groups that were reported under the
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category of autism were 94 percent, 166 percent, and 186 percent larger in 2016 than in 2007,
respectively.

How have the percentages of resident populations ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, that
were reported under the category of other health impairment changed over time?

Exhibit 24. Percentage of the population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, reported
under the category of other health impairment, by year and age group: Fall 2007
through fall 2016

Percent
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NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students in the age group served under /DEA, Part B, reported under
the category of other health impairment in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population in the age group for that year, then
multiplying the result by 100. This graph is scaled to demonstrate the change in the percentage of the population represented by
students reported under the category of other health impairment. The slope cannot be compared with the slopes of exhibits 23

and 25.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, and BIE schools with the following
exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were not available.
For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and
the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states and DC with the following exceptions.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for
Wisconsin were excluded. Students served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states
in which they reside. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for
2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of other health impairment increased
gradually from 0.9 percent to 1.4 percent.
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e The percentages of the populations ages 6 through 11, 12 through 17, and 18 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that were reported under the category of other health impairment were 47
percent, 50 percent, and 63 percent larger in 2016 than in 2007, respectively.

How have the percentages of resident populations ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, that
were reported under the category of specific learning disability changed over time?

Exhibit 25. Percentage of the population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, reported
under the category of specific learning disability, by year and age group: Fall 2007
through fall 2016
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NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students in the age group served under /DEA, Part B, reported under
the category of specific learning disability in the year by the estimated U.S. resident population in the age group for that year,
then multiplying the result by 100. This graph is scaled to demonstrate the change in the percentage of the population represented
by students reported under the category of specific learning disability. The slope cannot be compared with the slopes of exhibits
23 and 24.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, and BIE schools with the following
exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were not available.
For 2011 and 2013, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2016, data for Wisconsin were not available. U.S. Department of
Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and
the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states and DC with the following exceptions.
For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were excluded. For 2010 and 2014, data for Wyoming were excluded. For 2016, data for
Wisconsin were excluded. Students served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states
in which they reside. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for
2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served
under IDEA, Part B, that was reported under the category of specific learning disability
decreased from 3.8 percent to 3.5 percent.

e The percentages of the populations ages 6 through 11, 12 through 17, and 18 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, that were reported under the category of specific learning disability were 3
percent, 10 percent, and 12 percent smaller in 2016 than in 2007, respectively.

How did the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, for a
particular racial/ethnic group compare to the percentage of the resident population served for all other
racial/ethnic groups combined?

Exhibit 26. Number of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, and percentage of
the population served (risk index), comparison risk index, and risk ratio for students
ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by race/ethnicity: Fall 2016

Resident Risk index for
population all other
.. ages 6 racial/ethnic
Race/ethnicity Child count*  through %1 in Risk groups
in the 50  the 50 states, index® combined? Risk
states and DC DC, and BIE® (%) (%) ratio®
Total 5,937,838 65,620,036 9.0 + +
American Indian or Alaska
Native 83,474 559,086 14.9 9.0 1.7
Asian 142,416 3,311,911 4.3 9.3 0.5
Black or African American 1,100,897 9,178,432 12.0 8.6 1.4
Hispanic/Latino 1,481,868 15,791,939 9.4 8.9 1.0
Native Hawaiian or Other
Pacific Islander 18,097 130,907 13.8 9.0 1.5
White 2,899,113 34,195,904 8.5 9.7 0.9
Two or more races 211,969 2,451,857 8.6 9.1 1.0
+ Not applicable.

Child count is the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the racial/ethnic group(s). Data on
race/ethnicity were suppressed for 14 students served under Part B in one state; the total number of students served under Part B
in each racial/ethnic group for which some data were suppressed in this state was estimated by distributing the unallocated count
for each state equally to the race/ethnicity categories that were suppressed. Due to rounding, the sum of the counts for the
racial/ethnic groups may not equal the total for all racial/ethnic groups.

bStudents served through BIE schools are included in the population estimates of the individual states in which they reside.
°Percentage of the population served may be referred to as the risk index. It was calculated by dividing the number of students
ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the racial/ethnic group by the estimated U.S. resident population ages 6 through
21 in the racial/ethnic group, then multiplying the result by 100.

dRisk index for all other racial/ethnic groups combined (i.e., students who are not in the racial/ethnic group of interest) was
calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in all of the other racial/ethnic
groups by the estimated U.S. resident population ages 6 through 21 in all of the other racial/ethnic groups, then multiplying the
result by 100.

°Risk ratio compares the proportion of a particular racial/ethnic group served under /DEA, Part B, to the proportion served among
the other racial/ethnic groups combined. For example, if racial/ethnic group X has a risk ratio of 2 for receipt of special education
services, then that group’s likelihood of receiving special education services is twice as great as for all of the other racial/ethnic
groups combined. Risk ratio was calculated by dividing the risk index for the racial/ethnic group by the risk index for all the
other racial/ethnic groups combined. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to calculate the risk ratio from the values presented
in the exhibit.
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e In 2016, American Indian or Alaska Native, Black or African American, and Native Hawaiian or
Other Pacific Islander students ages 6 through 21 had risk ratios above 1 (i.e., 1.7, 1.4, and 1.5,
respectively). This indicates that the students in each group were more likely to be served under
Part B than were the students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

e Asian and White students ages 6 through 21, with risk ratios of less than 1 (i.e., 0.5 and 0.9,
respectively), were less likely to be served under Part B than were the students ages 6 through 21
in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

e Hispanic/Latino students and students associated with two or more races, ages 6 through 21,
each had a risk ratio of 1, indicating they were as likely to be served under Part B as students
ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, and BIE schools. Data for Wisconsin were not
available. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year
of Age, Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2016. These data are for
49 states, DC, and BIE schools. Data for Wisconsin were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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How did the percentage of the resident population ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, for a
particular racial/ethnic group and within the different disability categories compare to the percentage of
the resident population served for all other racial/ethnic groups combined?

Exhibit 27. Risk ratio for students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, within
racial/ethnic groups, by disability category: Fall 2016

Native
American Hawaiian
Disability Indian or Black or or Other Two or
Alaska African Hispanic/ Pacific more
Native Asian American Latino  Islander White races
All disabilities 1.7 0.5 1.4 1.0 1.5 0.9 1.0
Autism 1.0 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.3 1.1 1.1
Deaf-blindness! 1.9 0.8 0.9 1.0 1.2 1.0 0.9
Developmental delay® 4.2 0.4 1.6 0.7 2.1 0.9 1.4
Emotional disturbance 1.6 0.2 2.0 0.6 1.2 1.0 1.3
Hearing impairment 1.4 1.1 1.0 1.4 2.7 0.7 0.8
Intellectual disability 1.6 0.5 2.2 1.0 1.8 0.7 0.8
Multiple disabilities 1.9 0.6 1.3 0.7 2.1 1.1 0.8
Orthopedic
impairment 1.1 1.0 0.9 1.3 1.7 0.9 0.8
Other health
impairment 1.3 0.3 1.4 0.7 1.3 1.2 1.1
Specific learning
disability 1.9 0.3 1.5 1.4 1.8 0.7 0.8
Speech or language
impairment 1.4 0.7 1.0 1.1 1.1 1.0 1.0
Traumatic brain injury 1.6 0.5 1.1 0.7 1.5 1.2 1.0
Visual impairment 1.6 0.9 1.1 1.0 1.7 1.0 0.8

! Interpret data with caution. There were 20 American Indian or Alaska Native students, 50 Asian students, 165 Black or African
American students, 307 Hispanic/Latino students, 3 Native Hawaiian students, 672 White students, and 44 students associated
with two or more races reported in the deaf-blindness category.

aStates’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. For more information on students ages 6 through 9 reported under the category of
developmental delay and states with differences in developmental delay reporting practices, see exhibits B-2 and B-3 in
Appendix B.

NOTE: Risk ratio compares the proportion of a particular racial/ethnic group served under /DEA, Part B, to the proportion served
among the other racial/ethnic groups combined. For example, if racial/ethnic group X has a risk ratio of 2 for receipt of special
education services, then that group’s likelihood of receiving special education services is twice as great as for all of the other
racial/ethnic groups combined. Risk ratio was calculated by dividing the risk index for the racial/ethnic group by the risk index
for all the other racial/ethnic groups combined.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, and BIE schools. Data for Wisconsin were not
available. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year
of Age, Sex, Race, and Hispanic Origin for States and the United States: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2016. These data are for
49 states, DC, and BIE schools. Data for Wisconsin were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2016, for all disabilities, American Indian or Alaska Native students, Black or African
American students, and Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students ages 6 through 21
with risk ratios of 1.7, 1.4, and 1.5, respectively, were more likely to be served under /DEA,
Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. Asian
students and White students ages 6 through 21, with risk ratios of 0.5 and 0.9, respectively, were
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less likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other
racial/ethnic groups combined. Hispanic/Latino students and students associated with two or
more races, with risk ratios of 1, were about as likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, as were
students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined.

With a risk ratio of 4.2, American Indian or Alaska Native students ages 6 through 21 were
much more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, for developmental delay than were students
ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio for American Indian
or Alaska Native students ages 6 through 21 was equal to 1 for autism and larger than 1 for each
of the other disability categories.

Asian students ages 6 through 21 were 1.1 times more likely to be served under IDEA, Part B,
for the disability categories of autism and hearing impairment than were students ages 6 through
21 in all other racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio for Asian students ages 6 through 21
was equal to 1 for orthopedic impairment and less than 1 for each of the other disability
categories.

The risk ratios for Black or African American students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA,
Part B, were larger than 1 for the following disability categories: developmental delay (1.6),
emotional disturbance (2.0), intellectual disability (2.2), multiple disabilities (1.3), other health
impairment (1.4), specific learning disability (1.5), traumatic brain injury (1.1), and visual
impairment (1.1). The risk ratio for Black or African American students ages 6 through 21 was
less than 1 for deaf-blindness (0.9) and orthopedic impairment (0.9) and equal to 1 for autism,
hearing impairment, and speech or language impairment.

With a risk ratio larger than 1, Hispanic/Latino students ages 6 through 21 were more likely to
be served under IDEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic
groups combined for the following disability categories: hearing impairment (1.4), orthopedic
impairment (1.3), specific learning disability (1.4), and speech or language impairment (1.1).
The risk ratio for Hispanic/Latino students ages 6 through 21 was equal to 1 for deaf-blindness,
intellectual disability, and visual impairment and less than 1 for all other disability categories.

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students ages 6 through 21 were at least two times
more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, for developmental delay (2.1), hearing impairment
(2.7), and multiple disabilities (2.1) than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other
racial/ethnic groups combined. The risk ratio for Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander
students ages 6 through 21 was larger than the risk ratio for the students ages 6 through 21 in all
other racial/ethnic groups combined for every other disability category as well.

With a risk ratio larger than 1, White students ages 6 through 21 were more likely to be served
under /DEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all other racial/ethnic groups
combined for the following disability categories: autism (1.1), multiple disabilities (1.1), other
health impairment (1.2), and traumatic brain injury (1.2). The risk ratio for White students ages
6 through 21 was equal to 1 for deaf-blindness, emotional disturbance, speech or language
impairment, and visual impairment and less than 1 for all other disability categories.

With a risk ratio larger than 1, students ages 6 through 21 associated with two or more races
were more likely to be served under /DEA, Part B, than were students ages 6 through 21 in all
other racial/ethnic groups combined for the following disability categories: autism (1.1),
developmental delay (1.4), emotional disturbance (1.3), and other health impairment (1.1). The
risk ratio for students ages 6 through 21 associated with two or more races was equal to 1 for
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speech or language impairment and traumatic brain injury and less than 1 for all other disability
categories.

How did the percentages of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, in the disability
categories differ for the racial/ethnic groups?

Exhibit 28. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, within
racial/ethnic groups, by disability category: Fall 2016

Native
American Hawaiian
Disability Indian or Black or or Other Two or
Alaska African Hispanic/ Pacific more
Native  Asian American Latino  Islander White races
All disabilities 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
Autism 5.6 22.4 7.6 8.1 6.8 10.6 10.6
Deaf-blindness # # # # # # #
Developmental delay® 6.4 2.4 2.9 1.8 34 2.6 3.7
Emotional disturbance 55 2.3 7.5 3.7 4.0 59 7.6
Hearing impairment 0.9 2.6 0.8 1.3 2.2 1.0 1.0
Intellectual disability 6.6 7.2 9.8 6.6 6.7 6.0 5.6
Multiple disabilities 24 2.9 2.0 1.5 3.1 24 1.8
Orthopedic impairment 0.4 1.3 0.4 0.7 0.7 0.6 0.5
Other health
impairment 12.3 9.2 15.1 11.7 11.2 17.9 17.1
Specific learning
disability 448 24.4 40.4 46.4 50.8 345 34.2
Speech or language
impairment 14.2 24.1 12.8 17.6 9.9 17.6 17.1
Traumatic brain injury 0.4 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.4
Visual impairment 0.4 0.8 0.3 0.4 0.8 0.4 0.4

# Percentage was non-zero, but less than 0.05 or 5/100 of 1 percent.

aStates’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. For more information on students ages 6 through 9 reported under the category of
developmental delay and states with differences in developmental delay reporting practices, see exhibits B-2 and B-3 in
Appendix B.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
racial/ethnic group and disability category by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
racial/ethnic group and all disability categories, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum of column percentages may not total
100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go
to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e For the students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in 2016, specific learning
disability was the most prevalent disability category for every racial/ethnic group. In particular,
this disability category accounted for 44.8 percent of American Indian or Alaska Native
students, 24.4 percent of Asian students, 40.4 percent of Black or African American students,
46.4 percent of Hispanic/Latino students, 50.8 percent of Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific
Islander students, 34.5 percent of White students, and 34.2 percent of the students associated
with two or more racial/ethnic groups.
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o Speech or language impairment was the second or third most prevalent category for students
ages 6 through 21 in every racial/ethnic group. The students served in this disability category
accounted for 14.2 percent of American Indian or Alaska Native students, 24.1 percent of Asian
students, 12.8 percent of Black or African American students, 17.6 percent of Hispanic/Latino
students, 9.9 percent of Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander students, 17.6 percent of
White students, and 17.1 percent of the students associated with two or more racial/ethnic
groups.

Educational Environments for Students Ages 6 Through 21 Served Under /DEA, Part B
To what extent were students served under IDEA, Part B, educated with their peers without disabilities?

Exhibit 29. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by educational
environment: Fall 2016

Other
environments®
(5.1%)

Inside the regular
class? less than
40% of the day

(13.4%)

Inside the regular
class? 40%
through 79% of
the day

(18.3%) Inside the regular

class? 80% or
more of the day®
(63.1%)

aPercentage of day spent inside the regular class is defined as the number of hours the student spends each day inside the regular
classroom, divided by the total number of hours in the school day (including lunch, recess, and study periods), multiplied by 100.
bStudents who received special education and related services outside the regular classroom for less than 21 percent of the school
day were classified in the inside the regular class 80% or more of the day category.

¢““‘Other environments” consists of separate school (2.9 percent), residential facility (0.3 percent), homebound/hospital
environment (0.4 percent), correctional facilities (0.2 percent), and parentally placed in private schools (1.4 percent).

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
educational environment by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in all educational
environments (6,048,882), then multiplying the result by 100. Due to rounding, it may not be possible to reproduce the value
presented in the exhibit from the sum of the percentages associated with the individual categories.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go
to https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e In 2016, a total of 5,740,172, or 94.9 percent, of the 6,048,882 students ages 6 through 21 served
under /DEA, Part B, were educated in regular classrooms for at least some portion of the school
day.

e The majority (63.1 percent) of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were
educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day.

e A total of 18.3 percent of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were educated
inside regular class 40% through 79% of the day, and 13.4 percent were educated inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

e Only 5.1 percent of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, were educated
outside of the regular classroom in “Other environments.”

How have the educational environments of students served under IDEA, Part B, changed over time?

Exhibit 30. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by year and
educational environment: Fall 2007 through fall 2016

Percent
70 1
Inside the regular class® 80% or more of the day®
60 e ————— T
50 -
40 -
30 A Inside the regular class® 40% through 79% of the day
20 4 T e e e e e
. Inside the regular class? less than 40% of the day -
10 + Other environments®
0

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

Year
aPercentage of day spent inside the regular class is defined as the number of hours the student spends each day inside the regular
classroom, divided by the total number of hours in the school day (including lunch, recess, and study periods), multiplied by 100.
bStudents who received special education and related services outside the regular classroom for less than 21 percent of the school
day were classified in the inside the regular class 80% or more of the day category.
““‘Other environments” is calculated by subtracting the sum of students in the three categories concerning regular class from the
total number of students reported in all categories. The categories that are not related to regular class consist of separate school,
residential facility, homebound/hospital environment, correctional facilities, and parentally placed in private schools.
NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
educational environment in the year by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in all
educational environments for that year, then multiplying the result by 100.
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e From 2007 through 2016, the percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA,
Part B, educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day increased from 57.2 percent to
63.1 percent.

o The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, educated inside
regular class 40% through 79% of the day decreased from 22.1 percent in 2007 to 18.6 percent
in 2014. The percentage slightly increased to 18.7 percent in 2015 and then decreased to 18.3
percent in 2016.

e The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /IDEA, Part B, educated inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day decreased from 15.4 percent in 2007 to 13.4 percent in
2016.

e The percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, educated in “Other
environments” ranged from 5 percent to 5.3 percent during the years from 2007 to 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2007—16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, and the four outlying
areas with the following exceptions. For 2007 and 2008, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010, data for Wyoming were
not available. For 2011, data for BIE schools were not available. For 2012, data for the three freely associated states were
included. For 2013, data for BIE schools and American Samoa were not available, but data for the Republic of Palau and the
Republic of the Marshall Islands were available. For 2014, data for Wyoming and American Samoa were not available, but data
for the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands were available. For 2016,
data for Wisconsin were not available, but data for the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of
the Marshall Islands were available. Data for 2007 through 2010 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall
2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data
for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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How did educational environments differ by disability category?

Exhibit 31. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, within disability
category, by educational environment: Fall 2016

Percentage of day inside the regular class®

Disability 80% or more 40% through  Less than 40% Other
of the day®  79% of the day ofthe day  environments®

All disabilities 63.1 18.3 13.4 5.1
Autism 39.4 18.0 334 9.2
Deaf-blindness 23.0 12.2 36.7 28.0
Developmental delay* 64.5 18.9 15.2 1.5
Emotional disturbance 47.2 17.5 18.2 17.1
Hearing impairment 61.3 15.5 113 11.9
Intellectual disability 17.0 26.3 49 4 7.3
Multiple disabilities 13.7 16.8 45.5 24.0
Orthopedic impairment 52.6 15.4 23.5 8.5
Other health impairment 66.4 20.6 8.8 42
Specific learning disability 70.8 222 5.2 1.8
Speech or language impairment 87.0 51 4.2 3.7
Traumatic brain injury 50.8 21.6 19.8 7.8
Visual impairment 67.7 12.1 9.7 10.6

aPercentage of day spent inside the regular class is defined as the number of hours the student spends each day inside the regular
classroom, divided by the total number of hours in the school day (including lunch, recess, and study periods), multiplied by 100.
bStudents who received special education and related services outside the regular classroom for less than 21 percent of the school
day were classified in the inside the regular class 80% or more of the day category.

¢““‘Other environments” consists of separate school, residential facility, homebound/hospital environment, correctional facilities,
and parentally placed in private schools.

dStates’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age. For more information on students ages 6 through 9 reported under the category of
developmental delay and states with differences in developmental delay reporting practices, see exhibits B-2 and B-3 in
Appendix B.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
disability category and the educational environment by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B,
in the disability category and all educational environments for that year, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum of row
percentages may not total 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go

to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2016, the percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under I/DEA, Part B, in each
educational environment varied by disability category.

e More than 8 in 10 students reported under the category of speech or language impairment (87.0
percent) were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day. Only 17 percent of
students reported under the category of intellectual disability and 13.7 percent of students
reported under the category of multiple disabilities were educated inside the regular class 80%
or more of the day.
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e Almost one-half of students reported under the category of intellectual disability (49.4 percent)
and students reported under the category of multiple disabilities (45.5 percent) were educated
inside the regular class less than 40% of the day.

e In 2016, larger percentages of students reported under the categories of deaf-blindness (28.0
percent) and multiple disabilities (24.0 percent) than students reported under other disability
categories were educated in “Other environments.”

To what extent were students with disabilities in different racial/ethnic groups being educated with their
peers without disabilities?

Exhibit 32. Percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, within
racial/ethnic groups, by educational environment: Fall 2016

Race/ethnicity

American Indian or Alaska Native

Asian

Black or African American

Hispanic/Latino

Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

White

Two or more races

0 20 40 60 80 100
Percent

. Inside the regular class® 80% or more of the day®
I:I Inside the regular class® 40% through 79% of the day
I:I Inside the regular class? less than 40% of the day

E Other environments®

aPercentage of day spent inside the regular class is defined as the number of hours the student spends each day inside the regular
classroom, divided by the total number of hours in the school day (including lunch, recess, and study periods), multiplied by 100.
bStudents who received special education and related services outside the regular classroom for less than 21 percent of the school
day were classified in the inside the regular class 80% or more of the day category.

““‘Other environments” includes separate school, residential facility, homebound/hospital environment, correctional facilities,
and parentally placed in private schools.

NOTE: Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
racial/ethnic group and educational environment by the total number of students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in
the racial/ethnic group and all the educational environments, then multiplying the result by 100. The sum of bar percentages may
not total 100 because of rounding.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data for Wisconsin were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go
to https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e In 2016, for each racial/ethnic group, the largest percentage of students ages 6 through 21 served
under IDEA, Part B, was educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day. The students
who were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day accounted for at least 50
percent of the students in each of the racial/ethnic groups. The percentages of students in the
racial/ethnic groups who were educated inside the regular class 80% or more of the day ranged
from 54.9 percent to 65.9 percent.

o The category inside regular class 40% through 79% of the day accounted for between 16.4 and
26.6 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic group.

e Less than 20 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic group, except for Asian students
(21.3 percent), were educated inside the regular class less than 40% of the day.

e “Other environments” accounted for less than 6 percent of the students within each racial/ethnic
group.

Part B Participation and Performance on State Assessments

What percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, were classified as participants and
nonparticipants in state math assessments?

Exhibit 33. Percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8 and high
school classified as participants and nonparticipants in state math assessments: School
year 2015-16

Content area and

student grade level Participants® Nonparticipants® Total®

Math
Grade 3¢ 95.9 4.1 523,846
Grade 4° 95.9 4.1 538,131
Grade 5° 95.7 43 534,485
Grade 6 95.1 4.9 519,519
Grade 7° 94.4 5.6 501,941
Grade 8 93.5 6.5 487,452
High school® 90.9 9.1 531,505

Participants are defined as students served under /DEA, Part B, who did not have a medical exemption and were administered
any of the following math assessments during the 2015-16 school year: regular assessment based on grade-level achievement
standards, alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards, alternate assessment based on modified
achievement standards, or alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards.

"Nonparticipants are defined as students served under IDEA, Part B, who did not have a medical exemption and were not
administered any of the following math assessments during the 2015—16 school year: regular assessment based on grade-level
achievement standards, alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards, alternate assessment based on
modified achievement standards, or alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards.

°Students with a medical exemption for math assessments were not available to take the exam and were therefore excluded from
the calculation of percentages. This accounted for less than 0.2 percent of students in each grade.

9No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia and
the Republic of Palau.

°No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by American Samoa and the Republic of
the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia, the
Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

€No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.
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e In school year 2015-16, between 90.9 and 95.9 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
who did not have a medical exemption, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a math assessment. Conversely, between 4.1 and 9.1 percent did not participate.

NOTE: Percentage for participants (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level by the sum of
(a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment
and received a valid score and achievement level and (b) the number of students who did not participate in an assessment, then
multiplying the result by 100 [p=a/(a+b)*100]. Percentage for nonparticipants (np) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of
students served under IDEA, Part B, who did not participate in an assessment by the sum of (a) the number of students served
under IDEA, Part B, who did not participate in an assessment and (b) the number of students served under IDEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level, then
multiplying the result by 100 [np=a/(a+b)*100]. Students with a medical exemption were excluded from the calculation of
percentages. Suppressed data were excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /IDEA data
used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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What percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, were classified as participants and
nonparticipants in state reading assessments?

Exhibit 34. Percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8 and high
school classified as participants and nonparticipants in state reading assessments:
School year 2015-16

Content area and

student grade level Participants® Nonparticipants® Total®

Reading!
Grade 3¢ 95.9 4.1 524,577
Grade 4f 96.0 4.0 537,895
Grade 5* 95.9 4.1 534,752
Grade 6 95.4 4.6 519,993
Grade 7¢ 94.7 5.3 503,091
Grade 8 93.9 6.1 489,050
High school” 91.4 8.6 583,136

Participants are defined as students served under IDEA, Part B, who did not have a medical exemption and were administered
any of the following reading assessments during the 201516 school year: regular assessment based on grade-level achievement
standards, alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards, alternate assessment based on modified
achievement standards, or alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards.

®Nonparticipants are defined as students served under IDEA, Part B, who did not have a medical exemption and were not
administered any of the following reading assessments during the 2015-16 school year: regular assessment based on grade-level
achievement standards, alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards, alternate assessment based on
modified achievement standards, or alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards.

°Students with a medical exemption for reading assessments were not available to take the exam and were therefore excluded
from the calculation of percentages. This accounted for less than 0.2 percent of students in each grade.

dPercentages of students who participated in the regular reading assessments include students with limited English proficiency
served under IDEA, Part B, who, at the time of the reading assessments, had been in the United States fewer than 12 months and
took the English language proficiency tests in place of the regular reading assessments. In the case of Puerto Rico, language
proficiency is determined with regard to Spanish.

°No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of Palau.

No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

€No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia,
the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

"No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.

NOTE: Percentage for participants (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level by the sum of
(a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment
and received a valid score and achievement level and (b) the number of students who did not participate in an assessment, then
multiplying the result by 100 [p=a/(a+b)*100]. Percentage for nonparticipants (np) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of
students served under IDEA, Part B, who did not participate in an assessment by the sum of (a) the number of students served
under IDEA, Part B, who did not participate in an assessment and (b) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in a specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level, then
multiplying the result by 100 [np=a/(a+b)*100]. Students with a medical exemption were excluded from the calculation of
percentages. Suppressed data were excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data
used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e In school year 2015-16, between 91.4 and 96 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
who did not have a medical exemption, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a reading assessment. Conversely, between 4 and 8.6 percent did not participate.

What percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, participated in regular and alternate state
math assessments?

Exhibit 35. Percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8 and high
school who participated in state math assessments, by assessment type: School year

2015-16
Regular assessment
Content area and (grade-level standards)? Alternate assessment®
student grade level With Without Grade-level Modified Alternate
accommodations accommodations standards®  standards!  standards®
Math’
Grade 38 39.1 48.0 # 0.0 8.7
Grade 4" 46.1 41.0 0.0 0.0 8.8
Grade 5 51.2 35.7 # 0.0 8.9
Grade 6 51.0 35.0 # 0.0 9.2
Grade 7 49.4 35.4 # 0.0 9.5
Grade 8 48.3 35.6 # 0.0 9.6
High school 43.6 39.4 # # 7.9

# Percentage was non-zero, but less than 0.05 or 5/100 of 1 percent.

2Regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an assessment that is designed to measure the student’s
knowledge and skills in a particular subject matter based on academic achievement content for the grade in which the student is
enrolled.

bAlternate assessment is an assessment that is designed to measure the performance of students who are unable to participate in
regular assessments, even with accommodations. The student’s individualized education program (IEP) team makes the
determination of whether a student is able to take the regular assessment.

°Alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities based on the same grade-level achievement standards measured by the state’s
regular assessment. Such assessments are available to students whom the IEP team determines cannot participate in all or part of
the state assessments under paragraph (a)(1) of 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 200.6, even with appropriate
accommodations. This assessment must yield results for the grade in which the student is enrolled in at least reading/language
arts, mathematics, and, since the 2007—08 school year, science, except as provided in 34 C.F.R. section 200.6(a)(2)(ii)(B).
dAlternate assessment based on modified achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities who access the general grade-level curriculum, but whose disabilities have
precluded them from achieving grade-level proficiency and who (as determined by the IEP team) are not expected to achieve
grade-level proficiency within the year covered by the IEP.

°Alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities. This assessment may yield results that measure
the achievement standards that the state has defined under 34 C.F.R. section 200.1(d).

fStudents with a medical exemption for math assessments were not available to take the exam and were therefore excluded from
the calculation of percentages. This accounted for less than 0.2 percent of students in each grade.

€No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia and
the Republic of Palau.

"No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by American Samoa and the Republic of
the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia, the
Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.
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e In school year 2015-16, between 39.1 and 51.2 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated in a regular assessment based on
grade-level achievement standards with accommodations in math. Between 35 and 48 percent of
students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated
in a regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards without accommodations in
math.

e Nearly all students in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school who participated in some type
of alternate assessment in math in school year 2015—16 took an alternate assessment based on
alternate achievement standards.

NOTE: Percentage (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who
participated in the specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level by the sum of (a) the
number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who participated in the specific content area assessment and
received a valid score and achievement level and (b) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, who did not participate
in an assessment, then multiplying the result by 100 [p=a/(a+b)*100]. Students with a medical exemption were excluded from the
calculation of percentages. Suppressed data were excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual I/DEA data
used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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What percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, participated in regular and alternate state
reading assessments?

Exhibit 36. Percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8 and high
school who participated in state reading assessments, by assessment type: School year

2015-16
Regular assessment
Content area and (grade-level standards)? Alternate assessment®
student grade level With Without Grade-level Modified Alternate
accommodations accommodations standards®  standards®  standards®
Reading®®
Grade 3" 38.3 48.8 0.1 0.0 8.8
Grade 4 443 429 # 0.0 8.8
Grade 5’ 45.6 41.5 # 0.0 8.9
Grade 6 47.1 39.1 # 0.0 9.1
Grade 7/ 46.3 39.0 # 0.0 94
Grade 8 449 394 # 0.0 9.6
High school* 45.2 38.0 # # 8.2

# Percentage was non-zero, but less than 0.05 or 5/100 of 1 percent.

2Regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an assessment that is designed to measure the student’s
knowledge and skills in a particular subject matter based on academic achievement content for the grade in which the student is
enrolled.

bAlternate assessment is an assessment that is designed to measure the performance of students who are unable to participate in
regular assessments, even with accommodations. The student’s individualized education program (IEP) team makes the
determination of whether a student is able to take the regular assessment.

°Alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities based on the same grade-level achievement standards measured by the state’s
regular assessment. Such assessments are available to students whom the IEP team determines cannot participate in all or part of
the state assessments under paragraph (a)(1) of 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 200.6, even with appropriate
accommodations. This assessment must yield results for the grade in which the student is enrolled in at least reading/language
arts, mathematics, and, since the 2007—08 school year, science, except as provided in 34 C.F.R. section 200.6(a)(2)(ii)(B).
dAlternate assessment based on modified achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities who access the general grade-level curriculum, but whose disabilities have
precluded them from achieving grade-level proficiency and who (as determined by the IEP team) are not expected to achieve
grade-level proficiency within the year covered by the IEP.

°Alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities. This assessment may yield results that measure
the achievement standards that the state has defined under 34 C.F.R. section 200.1(d).

fPercentages of students who participated in the regular reading assessments include students with limited English proficiency
served under /DEA, Part B, who, at the time of the reading assessments, had been in the United States fewer than 12 months and
took the English language proficiency tests in place of the regular reading assessments. In the case of Puerto Rico, language
proficiency is determined with regard to Spanish.

gStudents with a medical exemption for reading assessments were not available to take the exam and were therefore excluded
from the calculation of percentages. This accounted for less than 0.2 percent of students in each grade.

"No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of Palau.

No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia,
the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

kNo students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.
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e In school year 2015-16, between 38.3 and 47.1 percent of students served under /DEA, Part B,
in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school participated in a regular assessment based on
grade-level achievement standards with accommodations in reading. Between 38 and 48.8
percent of students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school
participated in a regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards without
accommodations in reading.

e Nearly all students in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school who participated in some type
of alternate assessment in reading in school year 2015—16 took an alternate assessment based on
alternate achievement standards.

NOTE: Percentage (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who
participated in the specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level by the sum of (a) the
number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who participated in the specific content area assessment and
received a valid score and achievement level and (b) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, who did not participate
in an assessment, then multiplying the result by 100 [p=a/(a+b)*100]. Students with a medical exemption were excluded from the
calculation of percentages. Suppressed data were excluded.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data
used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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What percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, were found to be proficient with state math and
reading assessments?

Exhibit 37. Numbers of states assessing students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8
and high school in math and median percentages of those students who were proficient,
by assessment type: School year 2015-16

Regular assessment Alternate assessment”
(grade-level Grade-level Modified Alternate
Content area standards)? standards® standards! standards®
and student Median Median Median Median
grade level percent percent percent percent

Number students Number students Number students Number students
of states proficient  of states proficient of states proficient of states proficient

Math
Grade 3f 49 24.8 0 — 0 — 50 42.1
Grade 48 47 19.2 0 — 0 — 49 41.2
Grade 5" 48 13.5 0 — 0 — 51 44.5
Grade 6 47 10.7 0 — 0 — 50 37.7
Grade 7" 47 9.3 0 — 0 — 51 42.4
Grade 8 46 7.4 0 — 0 — 51 41.2
High school! 43 8.1 0 — 0 — 46 40.1

— Median percentage cannot be calculated.

2Regular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an assessment that is designed to measure the student’s
knowledge and skills in a particular subject matter based on academic achievement content for the grade in which the student is
enrolled.

bAlternate assessment is an assessment that is designed to measure the performance of students who are unable to participate in
regular assessments, even with accommodations. The student’s individualized education program (IEP) team makes the
determination of whether a student is able to take the regular assessment.

°Alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities based on the same grade-level achievement standards measured by the state’s
regular assessment.

d4lternate assessment based on modified achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities who access the general grade-level curriculum, but whose disabilities have
precluded them from achieving grade-level proficiency and who (as determined by the IEP team) are not expected to achieve
grade-level proficiency within the year covered by the IEP.

°Alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities. This assessment may yield results that measure
the achievement standards that the state has defined under 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 200.1(d).

No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia and
the Republic of Palau.

€No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by American Samoa and the Republic of
the Marshall Islands.

"No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia, the
Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in math, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.

NOTE: “Students who were proficient” were students whom states considered proficient for purposes of Adequate Yearly
Progress as reported under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended (ESEA). Median percentage
represents the mid-point of the percentages calculated for all of the states for which non-suppressed data were available. The
percentage (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who were
proficient in the specific content area assessment in the state by (b) the total number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in the specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level in the state,
then multiplying the result by 100 [p=(a/b)*100].
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e Of the 59 jurisdictions (i.e., 49 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, BIE schools, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states) for which non-suppressed data were
available for school year 2015-16, between 43 and 49 administered a regular assessment based
on grade-level achievement standards in math to some students served under IDEA, Part B, in
each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median percentages of these students who were
found to be proficient with these math tests ranged from 7.4 percent to 24.8 percent.

e No jurisdiction administered an alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement
standards for math to any students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and
high school. Hence, medians could not be calculated.

e No jurisdiction administered an alternate assessment based on modified achievement standards
for math to any students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high
school. Hence, medians could not be calculated.

e Non-suppressed data were available for between 46 and 51 jurisdictions that administered an
alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards for math to some students
served under IDEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median
percentages of these students who were found to be proficient with these math tests ranged from
37.7 percent to 44.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /IDEA data
used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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Exhibit 38. Numbers of states assessing students served under IDEA, Part B, in grades 3 through 8
and high school in reading and median percentages of those students who were
proficient, by assessment type: School year 2015-16

Regular assessment Alternate assessment®
(grade-level Grade-level Modified Alternate
Content area standards)® standards® standards? standards®
and student Median Median Median Median
grade level percent percent percent percent

Number students Number students Number students Number students
of states proficient of states proficient of states proficient of states proficient

Reading’
Grade 3¢ 49 20.7 1 — 0 — 50 49.6
Grade 4" 48 18.1 1 — 0 — 49 48.1
Grade 5 47 17.0 1 — 0 — 50 51.0
Grade 6 46 13.7 1 — 0 — 49 42.1
Grade 7 46 13.0 1 — 0 — 50 45.6
Grade 8 46 11.1 1 — 0 — 50 39.5
High school/ 43 15.9 0 — 0 — 48 47.5

— Median percentage cannot be calculated.

ARegular assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an assessment that is designed to measure the student’s
knowledge and skills in a particular subject matter based on academic achievement content for the grade in which the student is
enrolled.

bAlternate assessment is an assessment that is designed to measure the performance of students who are unable to participate in
regular assessments, even with accommodations. The student’s individualized education program (IEP) team makes the
determination of whether a student is able to take the regular assessment.

°Alternate assessment based on grade-level achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities based on the same grade-level achievement standards measured by the state’s
regular assessment.

dAlternate assessment based on modified achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with disabilities who access the general grade-level curriculum, but whose disabilities have
precluded them from achieving grade-level proficiency and who (as determined by the IEP team) are not expected to achieve
grade-level proficiency within the year covered by the IEP.

°Alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards is an alternate assessment that is designed to measure the
academic achievement of students with the most significant cognitive disabilities. This assessment may yield results that measure
the achievement standards that the state has defined under 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 200.1(d).
fPercentages of students who participated in the regular reading assessments include students with limited English proficiency
served under /DEA, Part B, who, at the time of the reading assessments, had been in the United States fewer than 12 months and
took the English language proficiency tests in place of the regular reading assessments. In the case of Puerto Rico, language
proficiency is determined with regard to Spanish.

€No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of Palau.

"No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia
and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by the Federated States of Micronesia,
the Republic of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands.

No students in this grade were assessed in reading, or data about them were suppressed, by BIE schools.

NOTE: “Students who were proficient” were students whom states considered proficient for purposes of Adequate Yearly
Progress as reported under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended (ESEA). Median percentage
represents the mid-point of the percentages calculated for all of the states for which non-suppressed data were available. The
percentage (p) was calculated by dividing (a) the number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the grade level who were
proficient in the specific content area assessment in the state by (b) the total number of students served under /DEA, Part B, in the
grade level who participated in the specific content area assessment and received a valid score and achievement level in the state,
then multiplying the result by 100 [p=(a/b)*100].
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e Of the 59 jurisdictions (i.e., 49 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, BIE schools, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states) for which non-suppressed data were
available for school year 2015-16, between 43 and 49 administered a regular assessment based
on grade-level achievement standards in reading to some students served under /DEA, Part B, in
each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median percentages of these students who were
found to be proficient with these reading tests ranged from 11.1 percent to 20.7 percent.

e Non-suppressed data were available for only one jurisdiction that administered an alternate
assessment based on grade-level achievement standards for reading to some students served
under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8, and for no jurisdictions in high school.
Hence, medians could not be calculated.

e No jurisdiction administered an alternate assessment based on modified achievement standards
for reading to any students served under /DEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high
school. Hence, medians could not be calculated.

e Non-suppressed data were available for between 48 and 50 jurisdictions that administered an
alternate assessment based on alternate achievement standards for reading to some students
served under IDEA, Part B, in each of grades 3 through 8 and high school. The median
percentages of students served under IDEA, Part B, in each grade who were found to be
proficient with these reading tests ranged from 39.5 percent to 51 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Assessment
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, PR, BIE schools, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states with the exceptions noted above. Data were not available for Alaska. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data
used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 1 8-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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Part B Exiting

What were the percentages of students ages 14 through 21 exiting IDEA, Part B, for specific reasons?

Exhibit 39. Percentage of students ages 14 through 21 exiting IDEA, Part B, by exit reason:
2015-16

Other exiting
reasons®
(1.0%)
)
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Transferred to
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Dropped out
(11.2%) Received a
certificate
(7.1%)

agency.

Graduated with
regular high
school diploma
(44.8%)

aThe moved, known to be continuing in education category includes exiters who moved out of the catchment area (e.g., state,
school district) and are known to be continuing in an educational program. The catchment area is defined by the state education

YOther exiting reasons” includes reached maximum age for services (0.8 percent) and died (0.2 percent).

NOTE: The U.S. Department of Education collects data on seven categories of exiters from special education (i.e., the Part B
program in which the student was enrolled at the start of the reporting period). The categories include five categories of exiters
from both special education and school (i.e., graduated with a regular high school diploma, received a certificate, dropped out,
reached maximum age for services, and died) and two categories of exiters from special education but not school (i.e.,
transferred to regular education and moved, known to be continuing in education). The seven categories are mutually exclusive.
Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported in the exit
reason category by the total number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported in all the exit reason

the reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

categories (600,427), then multiplying the result by 100. The sum may not total 100 percent because of rounding. Data are from

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Exiting

Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 49 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data for Illinois were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

Of the seven exit reason categories, graduated with a regular high school diploma accounted for
the largest percentage of students ages 14 through 21 who exited special education in 2015-16
(specifically, 269,246, or 44.8 percent, of the 600,427 such students). This was followed by

moved, known to be continuing in education (26.5 percent) and dropped out (11.2 percent).
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How have graduation and dropout percentages for students exiting IDEA, Part B, and school changed
over time?

Exhibit 40. Percentages of students ages 14 through 21 exiting IDEA, Part B, and school, who
graduated with a regular high school diploma or dropped out of school, by year:
2006-07 through 2015-16

Percent
80 -

70 - Graduated with a regular high school diploma? ———-
—-—
— — — — -_—

60 —_———

50 -
40 A

30 A

Dropped outP
20 \___\

2006-07 2007-08 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16

Year

AGraduated with a regular high school diploma refers to students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, who exited an
educational program through receipt of a high school diploma identical to that for which students without disabilities were
eligible. These were students with disabilities who met the same standards for graduation as those for students without
disabilities. As defined in 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 300.102(a)(3)(iv), “the term regular high school
diploma does not include an alternative degree that is not fully aligned with the State’s academic standards, such as a certificate
or a general educational development credential (GED).”

®Dropped out refers to students ages 14 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, who were enrolled at the start of the reporting
period, were not enrolled at the end of the reporting period, and did not exit special education through any other basis (see seven
exit reason categories described below).

NOTE: The U.S. Department of Education collects data on seven categories of exiters from special education (i.e., the Part B
program in which the student was enrolled at the start of the reporting period). The categories include five categories of exiters
from both special education and school (i.e., graduated with a regular high school diploma, received a certificate, dropped out,
reached maximum age for services, and died) and two categories of exiters from special education but not school (i.e.,
transferred to regular education and moved, known to be continuing in education). The seven categories are mutually exclusive.
This exhibit provides percentages for only two categories of exiters from both special education and school (i.e., graduated with
a regular high school diploma and dropped out). For data on all seven categories of exiters, see exhibit 39. Percentage was
calculated by dividing the number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported in the exit reason category
(i.e., graduated with a regular high school diploma or dropped out) for the year by the total number of students ages 14 through
21 served under IDEA, Part B, reported in the five exit-from-both-special education-and-school categories for that year, then
multiplying the result by 100. The percentages of students who exited special education and school by graduating or dropping out
as required under /DEA and included in this report are not comparable to the graduation and dropout rates required under the
Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended (ESEA). The data used to calculate percentages of students who
exited special education and school by graduating or dropping out are different from those used to calculate graduation and
dropout rates. In particular, states often use data such as the number of students who graduated in four years with a regular high
school diploma and the number of students who entered high school four years earlier to determine their graduation and dropout
rates under ESEA. Data are from the reporting period between July 1 and June 30 of the referenced year.
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e In 2015-16, a total of 69.9 percent of the students ages 14 through 21 who exited /DEA, Part B,
and school graduated with a regular high school diploma; an additional 17.5 percent dropped
out.

e  From 2006—-07 through 2014-15, the percentage of students who exited special education and
school by having graduated with a regular high school diploma increased from 56 percent to
69.9 percent and remained at 69.9 percent in 2015-16.

e From 200607 through 2015-16, the percentage of students who exited special education and
school by having dropped out decreased from 25.7 percent to 17.5 percent.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Exiting
Collection,” 2006—07 through 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, and the four outlying areas, with
the following exceptions. For 2006—07, data for Vermont and Washington were not available. For 2007-08, data for Texas,
Vermont, and DC were not available. For 2008—09, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010-11 and 2012-13, data for BIE
schools were not available. For 2011-12, 2012-13, and 2013-14, data for the three freely associated states were included. For
2014-15, data for the three freely associated states were included, data for Illinois were suppressed, and data for Ohio were not
available. For 2015-16, data for the three freely associated states were included and data for Illinois were not available. Data for
2006-07 through 2009—-10 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2010—11 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2011-12 were
accessed fall 2013. Data for 2012—13 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2013—14 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2014—15 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2015-16 were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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How have graduation percentages changed over time for students with different disabilities exiting IDEA,
Part B, and school?

Exhibit 41. Percentage of students ages 14 through 21 exiting IDEA, Part B, and school, who
graduated with a regular high school diploma, by year and disability category:
2006-07 through 2015-16

2006— 2007- 2008— 2009- 2010— 2011- 2012— 2013-— 2014- 2015-

Disability 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
All disabilities 56.0 59.0 60.6 62.6 63.6 63.9 65.1 66.1 69.9 69.9

Autism 58.8 63.2 64.4 66.2 64.8 64.6 64.2 65.5 68.4 69.2
Deaf-blindness? 74.3 56.8 63.6 60.0 51.6 47.0 56.1 52.0 51.1 56.3
Emotional

disturbance 42.7 45.6 47.4 49.9 52.3 51.1 53.8 54.7 57.6 57.0
Hearing impairment 67.0 69.7 71.7 71.8 73.1 73.4 72.1 74.2 80.3 80.5
Intellectual disability 37.6 37.6 38.7 40.7 39.9 40.3 42.7 40.8 424 42.2
Multiple disabilities 45.5 45.7 48.1 47.6 47.2 48.6 45.5 46.0 49.9 47.7
Orthopedic

impairment 59.9 62.0 61.2 62.8 62.3 61.8 63.2 65.6 64.4 64.2
Other health

impairment 62.4 66.5 67.3 69.2 70.0 69.9 71.1 72.1 74.7 74.3
Specific learning

disability 60.7 64.2 65.5 67.4 68.4 68.8 70.1 70.8 75.5 75.4
Speech or language

impairment 66.5 66.6 68.3 70.3 72.6 74.6 76.2 77.8 81.1 83.1
Traumatic brain

injury 62.6 64.9 67.9 68.0 67.7 68.6 69.0 69.2 751 70.9
Visual impairment 69.7 77.1 75.0 77.9 78.6 77.1 76.8 78.2 82.1 82.9

Percentages are based on fewer than 200 students exiting special education and school.

NOTE: Graduated with a regular high school diploma refers to students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, who
exited an educational program through receipt of a high school diploma identical to that for which students without disabilities
were eligible. These were students with disabilities who met the same standards for graduation as those for students without
disabilities. As defined in 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 300.102(2a)(3)(iv), “the term regular high school
diploma does not include an alternative degree that is not fully aligned with the State’s academic standards, such as a certificate
or a general educational development credential (GED).” The U.S. Department of Education collects data on seven categories of
exiters from special education (i.e., the Part B program in which the student was enrolled at the start of the reporting period). The
categories include five categories of exiters from both special education and school (i.e., graduated with a regular high school
diploma, received a certificate, dropped out, reached maximum age for services, and died) and two categories of exiters from
special education but not school (i.e., transferred to regular education and moved, known to be continuing in education). The
seven categories are mutually exclusive. This exhibit provides percentages for only one category of exiters from both special
education and school (i.e., graduated with a regular high school diploma). For data on all seven categories of exiters, see exhibit
39. Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported under
the disability category who graduated with a regular high school diploma for the year by the total number of students ages 14
through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, reported under the disability category in the five exit-from-both-special education-and-
school categories for that year, then multiplying the result by 100. The percentages of students who exited special education and
school by graduating as required under /DEA and included in this report are not comparable to the graduation rates required
under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended (ESEA). The data used to calculate percentages of
students who exited special education and school by graduating are different from those used to calculate graduation rates. In
particular, states often use data such as the number of students who graduated in four years with a regular high school diploma
and the number of students who entered high school four years earlier to determine their graduation rates under ESEA. Data are
from the reporting period between July 1 and June 30 of the referenced year.
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e From 200607 through 2015-16, the graduation percentage increased for students who exited
IDEA, Part B, and school in all disability categories except deaf-blindness, which accounted for
fewer than 200 students in each year. The graduation percentage increased by at least 10
percentage points for each disability category except multiple disabilities (2.2 percentage
points), orthopedic impairment (4.3 percentage points), intellectual disability (4.6 percentage
points), and traumatic brain injury (8.3 percentage points).

e In2006-07, the disability category with the largest graduation percentage was deaf-blindness. In
every year from 2007-08 through 2014—15, the disability category of visual impairment was
associated with the largest graduation percentage. In 2015-16, the disability category of speech
or language impairment was associated with the largest graduation percentage. The students
reported under the category of intellectual disability had the smallest graduation percentages
from 200607 through 2015-16.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Exiting
Collection,” 2006—07 through 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, and the four outlying areas, with
the following exceptions. For 2006—07, data for Vermont and Washington were not available. For 2007-08, data for Texas,
Vermont, and DC were not available. For 2008—09, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010-11 and 2012—13, data for BIE
schools were not available. For 2011-12, 201213, and 2013-14, data for the three freely associated states were included. For
201415, data for the three freely associated states were included, data for Illinois were suppressed, and data for Ohio were not
available. For 2015-16, data for the three freely associated states were included and data for Illinois were not available. Data for
2006—07 through 2009-10 were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2010—11 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2011-12 were
accessed fall 2013. Data for 2012—13 were accessed fall 2014. Data for 2013—14 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2014—15 were
accessed fall 2016. Data for 2015-16 were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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How have dropout percentages changed over time for students with different disabilities exiting IDEA,
Part B, and school?

Exhibit 42. Percentage of students ages 14 through 21 exiting IDEA, Part B, and school, who
dropped out of school, by year and disability category: 2006-07 through 2015-16

2006—- 2007- 2008 2009- 2010- 2011- 2012- 2013- 2014- 2015-

Disability 07 08 09 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
All disabilities 257 246 224 211 201 205 188 185 180 175
Autism 7270 62 66 63 713 71 13 715 66
Deaf-blindness® 82 95 91 133 151 145 146 128 148 85
Emotional
disturbance 448 433 406 387 370 381 354 352 350 3458

Hearing impairment 13.0 11.1 105 102 102 10.2 9.5 9.4 8.4 8.8
Intellectual disability 222 215 198 192 185 188 179 168 169 155
Multiple disabilities 19.1 176 149 139 13.1 158 152 142 147 119

Orthopedic

impairment 133 131 13.6 124 115 114 107 11.0 9.8 9.2
Other health

impairment 232 224 204 19.1 184 192 18.1 176  17.8 173
Specific learning

disability 245 236 214 202 194 199 180 181 174 172
Speech or language

impairment 207 205 188 17.0 160 156 145 134 133 13.0
Traumatic brain

injury 154 146 132 125 114 123 11.1 122 108 114
Visual impairment 11.2 9.6 9.6 8.4 8.5 7.3 8.0 6.4 7.0 6.3

Percentages are based on fewer than 200 students exiting special education and school.

NOTE: Dropped out refers to students ages 14 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, who were enrolled at the start of the
reporting period, were not enrolled at the end of the reporting period, and did not exit special education through any other basis
(see seven exit reason categories described below). The U.S. Department of Education collects data on seven categories of exiters
from special education (i.e., the Part B program in which the student was enrolled at the start of the reporting period). The
categories include five categories of exiters from both special education and school (i.e., graduated with a regular high school
diploma, received a certificate, dropped out, reached maximum age for services, and died) and two categories of exiters from
special education but not school (i.e., transferred to regular education and moved, known to be continuing in education). The
seven categories are mutually exclusive. This exhibit provides percentages for only one category of exiters from both special
education and school (i.e., dropped out). For data on all seven categories of exiters, see exhibit 39. Percentage was calculated by
dividing the number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported under the disability category who
dropped out for the year by the total number of students ages 14 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported under the
disability category in the five exit-from-both-special education-and-school categories for that year, then multiplying the result by
100. The percentages of students who exited special education and school by dropping out as required under /DEA and included
in this report are not comparable to the dropout rates required under the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as
amended (ESEA). The data used to calculate percentages of students who exited special education and school by dropping out are
different from those used to calculate dropout rates. In particular, states often use data such as the number of students who
graduated in four years with a regular high school diploma and the number of students who entered high school four years earlier
to determine their dropout rates under ESEA. Data are from the reporting period between July 1 and June 30 of the referenced
year.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Exiting
Collection,” 2006—07 through 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, and the four outlying areas, with
the following exceptions. For 200607, data for Vermont and Washington were not available. For 2007-08, data for Texas,
Vermont, and DC were not available. For 2008-09, data for Vermont were not available. For 2010-11, data for BIE schools were
not available. For 2011-12, 2012—-13, and 2013—14, data for the three freely associated states were included. For 2014—15, data
for the three freely associated states were included, data for Illinois were suppressed, and data for Ohio were not available. For
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e From 2006—07 through 2015-16, the dropout percentage decreased for students who exited
IDEA, Part B, and school in all disability categories except deaf-blindness, which accounted for
fewer than 200 students in each year. The dropout percentage decreases were 10 percentage
points or less for each disability category.

e In each year from 2006—-07 through 2015-16, a larger percentage of the students reported under
the category of emotional disturbance exited special education and school by dropping out. In
fact, in each year, the dropout percentage was no less than 30 percent, which was substantially
larger than the dropout percentage for any other disability category.

2015-16, the three freely associated states were included and data for Illinois were not available. Data for 2007 through 2010
were accessed spring 2012. Data for 2011 were accessed fall 2012. Data for 2012 were accessed fall 2013. Data for 2013 were
accessed fall 2014. Data for 2014 were accessed fall 2015. Data for 2015 were accessed fall 2016. Data for 2016 were accessed

fall 2017. For actual I/DEA data used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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Special Education Teachers and Paraprofessionals Employed to Serve Students Ages 6
Through 21 Under /DEA, Part B

To what extent were full-time equivalent teachers who were employed to provide special education and
related services for students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, highly qualified?

Exhibit 43. Number of full-time equivalent (FTE) special education teachers and number and
percentage of FTE highly qualified special education teachers employed to provide
special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B: Fall 2015

Year Total number Number FTE Percentage® FTE
FTE employed highly qualified® highly qualified
2015 353,801 329,701 93.2

aSpecial education teachers reported as highly qualified met the state standard for highly qualified based on the criteria identified
in 20 United States Code (U.S.C.) section 1401(10). For highly qualified special education teachers, the term “highly qualified”
has the same meaning given the term in section 9101 of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965, as amended
(ESEA), except that such term also includes the requirements described in section 602(10)(B) of IDEA, and the option for
teachers to meet the requirements of section 9101 of ESEA, by meeting the requirements of section 602(10)(C) or (D) of IDEA
[20 U.S.C. section 1401(10)].

bPercentage was calculated by dividing the number of FTE highly qualified special education teachers employed to provide
special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, by the total number of FTE
special education teachers employed to provide special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served
under /IDEA, Part B, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Personnel
Collection,” 2015. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-
level-data-files/index.html.

o In 2015, a total of 329,701, or 93.2 percent, of the 353,801 FTE special education teachers who
provided special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 under /DEA,
Part B, were highly qualified.
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To what extent were full-time equivalent paraprofessionals who were employed to provide special
education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, qualified?

Exhibit 44. Number of full-time equivalent (FTE) special education paraprofessionals and number
and percentage of FTE qualified special education paraprofessionals employed to
provide special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served
under IDEA, Part B: Fall 2015

Year Total number Number FTE Percentage® FTE
FTE employed qualified® qualified
2015 433,032 407,090 94.0

aSpecial education paraprofessionals reported as qualified (1) met the state standard for qualified based on the criteria identified
in 20 United States Code (U.S.C.) section 1412(14)(B) or (2) if no state standard for qualified paraprofessionals existed, either
held appropriate state certification or licensure for the position held or held positions for which no state certification or licensure
requirements existed.

Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of FTE qualified special education paraprofessionals employed to provide
special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, by the total number of FTE
special education paraprofessionals employed to provide special education and related services for students ages 6 through 21
served under IDEA, Part B, then multiplying the result by 100.

NOTE: Paraprofessionals are employees who provide instructional support, including those who (1) provide one-on-one tutoring
if such tutoring is scheduled at a time when a student would not otherwise receive instruction from a teacher; (2) assist with
classroom management, such as organizing instructional and other materials; (3) provide instructional assistance in a computer
laboratory; (4) conduct parental involvement activities; (5) provide support in a library or media center; (6) act as a translator; or
(7) provide instructional support services under the direct supervision of a teacher.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Personnel
Collection,” 2015. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-
level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2015, a total of 407,090, or 94 percent, of the 433,032 FTE special education
paraprofessionals who provided special education and related services for students ages 6
through 21 under IDEA, Part B, were qualified.
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Children and Students Ages 3 Through 21 Served Under /DEA, Part B

Personnel Employed to Provide Related Services for Children and Students Ages 3
Through 21 Served Under /DEA, Part B

In 2015, the 50 states; the District of Columbia (DC); Bureau of Indian Education (BIE) schools;
Puerto Rico (PR); the outlying areas of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the
Virgin Islands; and the three freely associated states of the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic
of Palau, and the Republic of the Marshall Islands were asked to report the numbers of full-time
equivalent (FTE) fully certified and not fully certified personnel employed to provide related services for
children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B. Personnel who were fully certified
for the position either held appropriate state certification or licensure for the position held or held

positions for which no state certification or licensure requirements existed.

To what extent were full-time equivalent personnel who were employed to provide related services for
children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, fully certified?

Exhibit 45. Number of full-time equivalent (FTE) personnel and number and percentage of FTE
fully certified personnel employed to provide related services for children and students
ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, by personnel type: Fall 2015

Total number Number FTE Percentage® FTE

Personnel category FTE employed fully certified fully certified

Total 207,274 200,328 96.6
Audiologists 1,286 1,223 95.1
Counselors and Rehabilitation Counselors 16,577 16,310 98.4
Interpreters 6,517 5,748 88.2
Medical/Nursing Service Staff 16,232 15,616 96.2
Occupational Therapists 21,366 19,463 91.1
Orientation and Mobility Specialists 1,543 1,495 96.9
Physical Education Teachers and Recreation

and Therapeutic Recreation Specialists 13,648 13,312 97.5
Physical Therapists 8,355 7,789 93.2
Psychologists 35,342 34,918 98.8
Social Workers 16,988 16,692 98.3
Speech-Language Pathologists 69,421 67,762 97.6

aPercentage was calculated by dividing the number of FTE fully certified personnel employed to provide related services for
children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, by the total number of FTE personnel (fully certified and not
fully certified) employed to provide related services for children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, then
multiplying the result by 100.

NOTE: Not all states use all 11 related services personnel categories. The term “related services” refers to transportation and such
developmental, corrective, and other supportive services as are required to assist a child with a disability to benefit from special
education. Related services include speech-language pathology and audiology services; interpreting services; psychological
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e In 2015, a total of 96.6 percent of all FTE personnel who were employed to provide related
services for children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, were fully
certified.

e  More than 95 percent of FTE related services personnel in 8 of the 11 categories were fully
certified. The three exceptions were physical therapists (93.2 percent), occupational therapists
(91.1 percent), and interpreters (88.2 percent).

services; physical and occupational therapy; recreation, including therapeutic recreation; early identification and assessment of
disabilities in children; counseling services, including rehabilitation counseling; orientation and mobility services; medical
services for diagnostic or evaluation purposes; school health services and school nurse services; social work services in schools;
and parent counseling and training. Related services do not include a medical device that is surgically implanted, the optimization
of that device’s functioning (e.g., mapping), maintenance of that device, or the replacement of that device [34 Code of Federal
Regulations (C.F.R.) section 300.34(a) and (b)(1)].

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Personnel
Collection,” 2015. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-
level-data-files/index.html.
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Disciplinary Removals of Children and Students From Their Educational Placements

For school year 2015-16, the 50 states, the District of Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the
four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states were asked to report information on children and
students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, who were removed from their educational

placements for disciplinary reasons.

How many children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, were removed to an
interim alternative educational setting and suspended or expelled for more than 10 days during the
school year?

Exhibit 46. Numbers of children and students ages 3 through 21 who were served under IDEA,
Part B; removed from their educational placements for disciplinary purposes; and
removed per 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA,
Part B, by type of disciplinary removal: School year 2015-16

Number
Type of disciplinary removal disciplined
Number Number per 10,000
served®  disciplined” served®
Removed to an interim alternative educational setting?
Removed unilaterally by school personnel® for
drugs, weapons, or serious bodily injury® 6,436,509 8,196 13
Removed by hearing officer for likely injury® 6,436,509 498 1
Suspended or expelled >10 days during school year”
Received out-of-school suspensions or expulsions' 6,458,426 48.626 75
Received in-school suspensions’ 6,458,426 23,010 36

aExcludes counts from jurisdictions that did not have data available for the disciplinary removal category.

"The number reported within each of the four disciplinary categories is an unduplicated count of children and students. However,
children and students who were involved in two or more incidents may be reported in more than one disciplinary category.
°Ratio was calculated by dividing the number of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, in the
disciplinary removal category by the total number of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, then
multiplying the result by 10,000. The numerator is based on data from the entire 2015-16 school year, whereas the denominator
is based on point-in-time data from fall 2015.

dAn appropriate setting determined by the child’s/student’s individualized education program (IEP) team in which the
child/student is placed for no more than 45 school days. This setting enables the child/student to continue to progress in the
general curriculum; to continue to receive the services and modifications, including those described in the child’s/student’s
current IEP; and to meet the goals set out in the IEP. Setting includes services and modifications to address the problem behavior
and to prevent the behavior from recurring.

“Instances in which school personnel (not the IEP team) order the removal of children and students with disabilities from their
current educational placement to an appropriate interim alternative educational setting for not more than 45 school days.

Data for BIE schools, Illinois, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wyoming were not available for this disciplinary category.

€Data for BIE schools, Illinois, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wyoming were not available for this disciplinary category.

"The children and students reported in this category are those subject to multiple short-term suspensions/expulsions summing to
more than 10 days during the school year, those subject to single suspension(s)/expulsion(s) over 10 days during the school year,
and those subject to both.

Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available for this disciplinary category.

Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available for this disciplinary category.
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During the 2015-16 school year, 8,196 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, in the jurisdictions for which data were available experienced a unilateral removal
to an interim alternative educational setting by school personnel (not the IEP team) for drugs,
weapons, or serious bodily injury. Given that 6,436,509 children and students ages 3 through 21
were served under Part B in 2015, in the states for which data were available, this type of action
occurred with only 13 children and students for every 10,000 children and students who were
served under Part B in 2015.

Only 498 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, or 1 for every
10,000 children and students served in 2015, in the jurisdictions for which data were available
experienced a removal to an interim alternative educational setting based on a hearing officer
finding that there is substantial likelihood of injury to the child or others in school year 2015—
16.

There were 48,626 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, or 75 for
every 10,000 children and students served in 2015, in the jurisdictions for which data were
available who received out-of-school suspensions or expulsions for more than 10 cumulative
days in school year 2015-16.

There were 23,010 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, or 36 for
every 10,000 children and students served in 2015, in the jurisdictions for which data were
available who received in-school suspensions for more than 10 cumulative days in school year
2015-16.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Discipline
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 47 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states, with the exceptions noted above. Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available. Data were accessed fall
2017. U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2015. These data are for 47 states, DC, PR, four outlying areas, and three freely
associated states, with the exceptions noted above. Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were excluded. Data were
accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-
files/index.html.
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How did the numbers of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, who were
removed to an interim alternative educational setting or suspended or expelled for more than 10 days, per
10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served, vary by disability category?

Exhibit 47. Numbers of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, who
were removed to an interim alternative educational setting and suspended or expelled
for more than 10 days per 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, by disability category and type of disciplinary removal: School year

2015-16
Removed to an interim alternative Suspended or expelled >10 days
educational setting® during school year®

Removed

unilaterally

Disability by school

personnel® for Removed Received

drugs, weapons, by hearing out-of-school Received
or serious officer for suspensions or in-school
bodily injury! likely injury® expulsions’  suspensions®
All disabilities 13 1 75 36
Autism 3 # 15 8
Deaf-blindness 0 0 14 0
Developmental delay” 1 # 8 3
Emotional disturbance 42 4 365 114
Hearing impairment 5 # 25 14
Intellectual disability # 62 33
Multiple disabilities 5 1 32 9
Orthopedic impairment 1 0 7 4
Other health impairment 20 1 137 68
Specific learning disability 19 1 ’4 46
Speech or language impairment 2 # 12 6
Traumatic brain injury 9 2 56 19
Visual impairment 3 0 14 11

# Ratio was non-zero, but smaller than 5 per 100,000.

2An appropriate setting determined by the child’s/student’s individualized education program (IEP) team in which the
child/student is placed for no more than 45 school days. This setting enables the child/student to continue to progress in the
general curriculum; to continue to receive the services and modifications, including those described in the child’s/student’s
current IEP; and to meet the goals set out in the IEP. Setting includes services and modifications to address the problem behavior
and to prevent the behavior from recurring.

"The children and students reported in this category are those subject to multiple short-term suspensions/expulsions summing to
more than 10 days during the school year, those subject to single suspension(s)/expulsion(s) over 10 days during the school year,
and those subject to both.

“Instances in which school personnel (not the IEP team) order the removal of children and students with disabilities from their
current educational placement to an appropriate interim alternative educational setting for not more than 45 school days.

4Data for BIE schools, Illinois, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wyoming were not available for this disciplinary category.

*Data for BIE schools, Illinois, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wyoming were not available for this disciplinary category.

Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available for this disciplinary category.

€Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available for this disciplinary category.

"States’ use of the developmental delay category is optional for children and students ages 3 through 9 and is not applicable to
students older than 9 years of age.
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e For every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under the category of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 42 children and students
removed unilaterally to an interim alternative educational setting by school personnel for
offenses involving drugs, weapons, or serious bodily injury during school year 2015-16. The
ratio for the children and students reported under each of the other disability categories was 20
or less per 10,000 children and students served.

e Without regard for disability category, for every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21
served under /DEA, Part B, in 2015, no more than 4 children and students were removed by a
hearing officer for likely injury during school year 2015-16.

e For every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under the category of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 365 children and students who
received out-of-school suspensions or expulsions for more than 10 cumulative days during
school year 2015—-16. The ratio for the children and students reported under each of the other
disability categories was 137 or less per 10,000 children and students.

e For every 10,000 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported
under the category of emotional disturbance in 2015, there were 114 children and students who
received in-school suspensions for more than 10 cumulative days during school year 2015-16.
The ratio for the children and students reported under each of the other disability categories was
68 or less per 10,000 children and students.

NOTE: The ratio reported within each of the four disciplinary categories is based on an unduplicated count of children and
students. However, children and students who were involved in two or more incidents may be reported in more than one
disciplinary category. Ratio was calculated by dividing the number of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, reported under the disability category for the disciplinary removal category by the total number of children and
students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B, reported under the disability category, then multiplying the result by
10,000. The numerator is based on data from the entire 2015-16 school year, whereas the denominator is based on point-in-time
data from fall 2015. The denominator for the disability category of deaf-blindness for each type of disciplinary action is fewer
than 1,450 children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B. The denominator for each of the other disability
categories for each type of disciplinary action exceeded 25,000 children and students.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “/DEA Part B Discipline
Collection,” 2015-16. These data are for 47 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states, with the exceptions noted above. Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were not available. Data were accessed fall
2017. U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse (EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and
Educational Environments Collection,” 2015. These data are for 47 states, DC, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely
associated states, with the exceptions noted above. Data for Illinois, Vermont, and West Virginia were excluded. Data were
accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to https://www2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-
files/index.html.
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Dispute Resolution for Children and Students Served Under /DEA, Part B

To protect the interests of children and students served under IDEA, Part B, the law requires
states to implement a formal set of procedural safeguards for children and students served under /DEA,
Part B. Among these procedural safeguards are three formal options for registering and resolving
disputes. One of these options is a written, signed complaint. Any individual or organization can file a
written, signed complaint alleging a violation of any Part B requirement by a school district, the state
education agency (SEA), or any other public agency. A second option available to parents, school
districts, or other public agencies is a due process complaint. By filing a due process complaint, a parent
or public agency may request a due process hearing'® regarding any matter relating to a proposal or a
refusal to initiate or change the identification, evaluation, or educational placement of a child with a
disability or to the provision of a free appropriate public education (FAPE) to the child. Mediation is a
third option available through which parents and school districts can try to resolve disputes and reach an
agreement about any matter under Part B of /DEA, including matters arising prior to the filing of a due
process complaint. The agreements reached through the mediation process are legally binding and
enforceable. For more information about these and other procedural safeguards, go to

http://ectacenter.org/topics/procsafe/procsafe.asp.

Unlike the other Part B data collections, which are associated with a specific group of Part B
participants defined by the participants’ ages, the Part B dispute resolution data collection is associated
with all children and students served under /DEA, Part B. These children and students include individuals
ages 3 through 21, as well as older individuals, as states have the option of serving students 22 years of
age and older. The Part B legal disputes and resolution data represent all complaints associated with any

participant in Part B during the 12 months during which the data were collected.

19°A due process hearing is designed to be a fair, timely, and impartial procedure for resolving disputes that arise from parents
and public agencies regarding the education of children and students served under /DEA, Part B.
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What were the statuses of the written, signed complaints that alleged a violation of a requirement of
Part B of IDEA?

Exhibit 48. Percentage of written, signed complaints for children and students served under IDEA,
Part B, by complaint status: 2015-16

Complaints
pending®
(2.8%)

Complaints
withdrawn or
dismissed?
(35.0%)

Complaints with
reports issued?
(62.2%)

2A complaint with report issued refers to a written decision that was provided by the SEA to the complainant and public agency
regarding alleged violations of a requirement of Part B of IDEA.

YA complaint withdrawn or dismissed refers to a written, signed complaint that was withdrawn by the complainant for any reason
or that was determined by the SEA to be resolved by the complainant and the public agency through mediation or other dispute
resolution means, and no further action by the SEA was required to resolve the complaint, or a complaint dismissed by the SEA
for any reason, including that the complaint did not include all required content.

°A complaint pending is a written, signed complaint that is still under investigation or for which the SEA’s written decision has
not been issued.

NOTE: A written, signed complaint is a signed document with specific content requirements that is submitted to the SEA by an
individual or organization (i.e., complainant) that alleges a violation of a requirement of Part B of IDEA or 34 Code of Federal
Regulations (C.F.R.) section 300, including cases in which some required content is absent from the document. Percentage was
calculated by dividing the number of complaints in the status category by the total number of written, signed complaints, and then
multiplying the result by 100. Fifty states, DC, BIE schools, PR, and three outlying areas reported one or more complaints.
Percentage was based on a total of 5,351 written, signed complaints. Data are from the reporting period between July 1, 2015,
and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0677: “IDEA Part B
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e During 2015-16, a total of 5,351 written, signed complaints were received through the dispute
resolution process for children and students ages 3 through 21 served under /DEA, Part B.

o A report was issued for 3,329 (62.2 percent) of the complaints, while 1,874 (35.0 percent) of the
complaints were withdrawn or dismissed. A total of 148 (2.8 percent) of the complaints that
were received during the 2015—16 reporting period were pending or unresolved by the end of the
period.
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What were the statuses of the due process complaints made by parties that alleged a violation of a
requirement of Part B of IDEA?

Exhibit 49. Percentage of due process complaints for children and students served under IDEA,
Part B, by complaint status: 2015-16

Due process
complaints
pending®
(30.2%)

Due process
complaints
withdrawn or
dismissed?

Due process (59.7%)

complaints that
resulted in
hearings fully
adjudicated®
(10.1%)

A due process complaint withdrawn or dismissed (including resolved without a hearing) is a complaint that has not resulted in a
fully adjudicated due process hearing. Such complaints can include requests resolved through a mediation agreement or through a
resolution session settlement agreement, those settled by some other agreement between the parties (i.e., parent and the public
agency) prior to completion of the hearing, those withdrawn by the parent, those rejected by the hearing officer as insufficient or
without cause, and those not fully adjudicated for other reasons.

YA due process complaint hearing is fully adjudicated when a hearing officer conducts a due process hearing, reaches a final
decision regarding matters of law and fact, and issues a written decision to the parties.

°A due process complaint pending is a due process complaint for which a due process hearing has not yet been scheduled or is
scheduled but has not yet been held.

NOTE: A due process complaint is a filing by a parent or public agency to initiate an impartial due process hearing on matters
related to the identification, evaluation, or educational placement of a child with a disability or to the provision of a free
appropriate public education to the child. States also report under the category “Decision within extended timeline” on the
number of written decisions from a fully adjudicated hearing that were provided to the parties in the due process hearing more
than 45 days after the expiration of the 30-day or adjusted resolution period, but within a specific time extension granted by the
hearing officer at the request of either party. The data collection does not require states to report the specific period of time
granted in these time extensions. Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of due process complaints in the status
category by the total number of due process complaints, then multiplying the result by 100. Fifty states, DC, PR, BIE schools,
and one outlying area reported one or more due process complaints. Percentage was based on a total of 19,727 due process
complaints. Data are from the reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0677: “IDEA Part B
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/6 18-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

o Atotal of 19,727 due process complaints were received during 2015-16 through the dispute
resolution process for children and students served under /DEA, Part B.

e For 11,771 (59.7 percent) of the due process complaints received during the 2015—16 reporting

period, a resolution was achieved without a hearing. For 1,990 (10.1 percent) of the due process
complaints received, a hearing was conducted, and a written legal decision was issued. For 5,966
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(30.2 percent) of the due process complaints received, a resolution was still pending at the end of
the reporting period.

What were the statuses of the mediation requests made by parties that alleged a violation of a
requirement of Part B of IDEA?

Exhibit 50. Percentage of mediation requests for children and students served under IDEA,
Part B, by request status: 2015-16

Mediations
pending?
(5.3%)

Mediations

withdrawn or not
helde

(19.1%)

Mediations held
related to due
process
complaints?
(42.9%)

Mediations held
not related to due
process
complaints®
(32.6%)

2A mediation held related to due process complaint is a process that was conducted by a qualified and impartial mediator to
resolve a disagreement between a parent and public agency that was initiated by the filing of a due process complaint or included
issues that were the subject of a due process complaint.

YA mediation held not related to due process complaint is a process that was conducted by a qualified and impartial mediator to
resolve a disagreement between a parent and public agency that was not initiated by the filing of a due process complaint or did
not include issues that were the subject of a due process complaint.

°A mediation withdrawn or not held is a request for mediation that did not result in a mediation being conducted by a qualified
and impartial mediator. This includes mediation requests that were withdrawn, mediation requests that were dismissed, requests
where one party refused to mediate, and requests that were settled by some agreement other than a mediation agreement between
the parties.

4A mediation pending is a request for mediation that has not yet been scheduled or is scheduled but has not yet been held.

NOTE: A mediation request is a request by a party to a dispute involving any matter under Part B of /DEA for the parties to meet
with a qualified and impartial mediator to resolve the dispute(s). Percentage was calculated by dividing the number of mediation
requests in the status category by the total number of mediation requests, then multiplying the result by 100. Fifty states, DC,
BIE schools, and PR reported one or more mediation requests. Percentage was based on a total of 9,025 mediation requests. Data
are from the reporting period between July 1, 2015, and June 30, 2016.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0677: “IDEA Part B
Dispute Resolution Survey,” 2015-16. These data are for the 50 states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the
three freely associated states. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.
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e During 2015-16, a total of 9,025 mediation requests were received through the dispute
resolution process for children and students served under IDEA, Part B. For 3,876 (42.9 percent)
of the mediation requests received, a mediation related to a due process complaint was
conducted. For 2,946 (32.6 percent) of the mediation requests received, a mediation that was not
related to a due process complaint was conducted. For 482 requests (5.3 percent), a mediation
session was still pending as of the end of the 2015-16 reporting period. The remaining 1,721
mediation requests (19.1 percent) were withdrawn or otherwise not to be held by the end of the
reporting period.

Coordinated Early Intervening Services

The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) was amended to allow, and sometimes
require, local education agencies (LEAs) to use funds provided under Part B of IDEA for coordinated
early intervening services (CEIS). This provision, which is found in section 613(f) of IDEA [20 United
States Code (U.S.C.) section 1413(f)] and the regulations in 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.)
section 300.226 permits LEAs to use Part B funds to develop and provide CEIS for students who are
currently not identified as needing special education. The rationale for using /DEA funds for CEIS is
based on research showing that the earlier a child’s learning problems or difficulties are identified, the
more quickly and effectively the problems and difficulties can be addressed and the greater the chances
that the child’s problems will be ameliorated or decreased in severity. Conversely, the longer a child goes

without assistance, the longer the remediation time and the more intense and costly services might be.

An LEA can use up to 15 percent of the amount it receives under Part B of IDEA, less any
amount reduced by the LEA pursuant to 34 C.F.R. section 300.205 (adjustment to local fiscal efforts), to
develop and implement CEIS. However, an LEA is required to reserve 15 percent of the amount of funds
available for comprehensive CEIS if there is significant disproportionality based on race or ethnicity with
respect to the identification of children with disabilities; the identification of children in specific disability
categories; the placement of children with disabilities in particular educational settings; or the incidence,
duration, and type of disciplinary actions, including suspensions and expulsions (CEIS Guidance,

http://www?2.ed.gov/policy/speced/guid/idea/ceis.html).
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How many of the children and students ages 3 through 21 served under IDEA, Part B, in 2016 received
coordinated early intervening services (CEILS) in the current or previous two school years?

Exhibit 51. Number and percentage of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under
IDEA, Part B, in 2016 who received coordinated early intervening services (CEIS) in
school years 2013-14, 2014-15, or 2015-16: Fall 2016

Children and students served under Part B
who received CEIS in school year(s)

Year 2013-14, 2014—15, or 201516
Number Percentage®
2016 95,125 1.4

aPercentage was calculated by dividing the number of children and students ages 3 through 21 served under Part B in 2016 who
received CEIS anytime during school year(s) 201314, 2014-15, or 2015-16 by the number of children and students ages 3
through 21 served under Part B in 2016, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0689: “/IDEA Part B
Maintenance of Effort (MOE) Reduction and Coordinated Early Intervening Services (CEIS),” 2016. These data are for 47 states,
DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states. Data for Arizona were not available. Data for
Nebraska and Wisconsin were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Data Warehouse
(EDW), OMB #1875-0240: “IDEA Part B Child Count and Educational Environments Collection,” 2016. These data are for 48
states, DC, BIE schools, PR, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated states. Data for Nebraska and Wisconsin were
not available. Data for Arizona were excluded. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

o Atotal 0f 95,125, or 1.4 percent, of the 6,630,290 children and students ages 3 through 21
served under Part B in 2016 by the 47 states for which data were available, the District of
Columbia, BIE schools, Puerto Rico, the four outlying areas, and the three freely associated
states received CEIS in school year(s) 2013—14, 201415, or 2015-16, prior to being served
under Part B.
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Section Il

Summary and Analysis of IDEA Section 618 Data at the State Level






Introduction

This section of the 40th Annual Report to Congress, 2018 addresses a set of questions developed
by the U.S. Department of Education (Department) based on information requests made by the public.
Consequently, this section shows the breadth and depth of information available and offers an

examination of data elements addressing areas of particular interest.

The discussion in this section offers a different perspective from that presented in Section I,
where the discussion features counts, percentages, and ratios that represent the nation as a whole. The
measures in Section I for Parts B and C represent the 50 states, the District of Columbia (DC), Puerto
Rico (PR), and the outlying areas of American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands, and the
Virgin Islands; for Part B only, the measures usually also represent the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE)
schools and the three freely associated states: the Federated States of Micronesia, the Republic of Palau,
and the Republic of the Marshall Islands. In contrast, the discussion in this section reflects a state-level
perspective that features comparisons among the states for which data were available. The measures
presented in this section do not include counts; they include only percentages and ratios and thereby
provide a common basis for comparing the states. For Parts B and C, these measures are based on data for
the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico; for Part B only, the measures usually also
represent BIE schools. They are referred to collectively as “All states” and individually by the term
“state” in the exhibits and discussion. Consequently, the discussion may refer to as many as 53 individual

“states” in total.

The objective of the analyses in this section is to examine similarities and differences among and
within states for specific time periods. For some elements, data for two time periods for each state are
presented and examined. In these cases, the analysis focuses on comparing data for the two time periods
presented to determine what, if any, substantial change occurred. The more recent (comparison) time
periods depicted in the state-level data exhibits are consistent with the more recent time periods depicted
in the national level data exhibits found in Section I. Earlier (baseline) time periods were selected for
exhibits in this section based on data availability and the comparability of the data categories or

definitions (see “Data Sources Used in This Report™).

As was the case in Section I, any reference in this section to “early intervention services” is

synonymous with services provided under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), Part C.
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Notes Concerning the Exhibits in Section I

The following will assist readers of this section:

1. Majority is defined as greater than 50 percent.

2. Exhibits presenting statistics based on resident population measures include data for Puerto
Rico except when cross-tabulated by race/ethnicity since the U.S. Census’ annual resident
population estimates by race/ethnicity exclude residents of Puerto Rico. In addition, such
exhibits concerning Part B information include data for BIE schools. Specifically, these
exhibits include data for BIE schools in the measure presented for “all states.” They cannot,
however, display data specifically for BIE schools. The reason is that the resident population
relevant for BIE schools, which have no distinct geographic boundaries, is dispersed
throughout all of the states and counted as part of the resident populations of the individual
states.

3. The four outlying areas and three freely associated states are not included in the exhibits in
this section because data were frequently not available due to cell suppression or because data
were not reported. For example, the U.S. Census’ annual population estimates exclude
residents of these jurisdictions even though the most recent decennial census (collected in
2010) did include residents of the four outlying areas. The unavailability of annual population
data results in an inability to calculate associated percentages.

4. The suppression of numerical data results in an inability to calculate associated percentages.
Suppression of certain data occurs to limit disclosure of personally identifiable information
consistent with federal law. Under IDEA section 618(b)(1), the data collected by the
Department under /DEA section 618(a) must be publicly reported by each state in a manner
that does not result in the disclosure of data identifiable to individual children. Additionally,
under 34 Code of Federal Regulations (C.F.R.) section 99.31(a)(3), subject to the
requirements of section 99.35 of the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA)
regulations, authorized representatives of the secretary may have access to personally
identifiable information from students’ education records in connection with an audit or
evaluation of federal or state-supported education programs or for the enforcement of or
compliance with federal legal requirements that relate to those programs. However, under 34
C.F.R. section 99.35(b)(1) of the FERPA regulations, information collected by authorized
representatives of the secretary for these purposes must be protected in a manner that does not
permit personal identification of individuals by anyone other than those officials. Such
officials may make further disclosures of personally identifiable information from education
records on behalf of the educational agency or institution in accordance with the requirements
in 34 C.F.R. section 99.33(b). It is the policy of the Department to be consistent with the
provisions of IDEA and FERPA privacy statutes and regulations. Each office in the
Department has different purposes for its data collections. Therefore, each office develops its
own approach to data presentation that ensures the protection of privacy while meeting the
purposes of the data collection and the Department’s Information Quality Guidelines, which
were developed as required by the Office of Management and Budget. The 2003—04 data
presented in the 28th Annual Report to Congress, 2006 were the first data in these reports to
which the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) applied its cell suppression policy.
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Infants and Toddlers Birth Through Age 2 Served Under /DEA, Part C

Part C Child Count

How did the states compare with regard to the percentage of the resident population of infants and
toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, in 2016, and how did the percentages change
between 2008 and 2016?

Exhibit 52. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by year
and state: Fall 2008 and fall 2016

Percent change

State between 2008
2008 2016 and 20162

All states 2.8 3.1 11.7
Alabama 1.6 1.9 17.1
Alaska 1.9 2.6 41.9
Arizona 2.0 2.1 4.6
Arkansas 2.4 1.5 -37.3
California 2.6 2.9 11.0
Colorado 2.3 3.0 29.8
Connecticut 3.8 4.4 15.0
Delaware 2.5 3.3 33.3
District of Columbia 1.5 3.0 97.6
Florida 2.0 2.1 6.7
Georgia 1.3 2.1 56.1
Hawaii 6.9 3.1 -55.0
Idaho 2.6 2.7 4.1
Illinois 3.7 3.4 -7.9
Indiana 3.7 4.1 10.1
Towa 2.9 2.5 -14.9
Kansas 2.8 4.2 50.2
Kentucky 2.9 2.9 -0.4
Louisiana 2.1 2.6 26.0
Maine 2.3 2.4 4.7
Maryland 3.3 3.7 10.6
Massachusetts 6.7 9.4 39.9
Michigan 2.7 2.9 4.0
Minnesota 2.1 2.7 27.2
Mississippi 1.6 1.7 6.1
Missouri 1.6 2.9 79.4
Montana 2.0 2.3 18.3
Nebraska 1.8 2.3 28.1
Nevada 1.8 3.0 69.2
New Hampshire 3.3 5.2 58.7
New Jersey 3.0 4.4 44.3
New Mexico 5.0 7.4 47.3
New York 4.4 4.4 -1.7

See notes at end of exhibit.
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Exhibit 52. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, by year
and state: Fall 2008 and fall 2016—Continued

Percent change

State between 2008
2008 2016 and 20162

North Carolina 2.4 2.9 17.5
North Dakota 3.6 3.7 2.7
Ohio 3.4 2.4 -28.0
Oklahoma 1.9 1.6 -11.5
Oregon 1.8 2.7 52.6
Pennsylvania 3.8 4.9 26.2
Puerto Rico 3.5 3.1 -11.5
Rhode Island 5.0 6.1 22.0
South Carolina 2.4 2.5 4.0
South Dakota 3.2 3.3 0.2
Tennessee 1.8 2.3 32.2
Texas 2.3 2.1 9.3
Utah 2.0 2.8 41.4
Vermont 4.0 5.2 30.7
Virginia 2.1 3.2 54.9
Washington 1.9 2.8 48.4
West Virginia 4.2 5.5 31.6
Wisconsin 2.8 2.8 0.2
Wyoming 4.6 5.5 18.5

aPercent change was calculated for each state and “All states” by subtracting the percentage for 2008 from the percentage for
2016, dividing the difference by the percentage for 2008, and then multiplying the result by 100. Due to rounding, it may not be
possible to reproduce the percent change from the values presented in the exhibit.

NOTE: Percentage for each state was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under
IDEA, Part C, by the state on the state-designated data collection date for the year by the estimated U.S. resident population birth
through age 2 in the state for that year, then multiplying the result by 100. Percentage for “All states” was calculated for all states
with available data by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under /DEA, Part C, by all states on
the state-designated data collection date for the year by the estimated U.S. resident population birth through age 2 in all states for
that year, then multiplying the result by 100.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2008 and 2016. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census Bureau. “State Single Year of
Age and Sex Population Estimates: April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016—RESIDENT,” 2008 and 2016. Data for 2008 were accessed
spring 2012. Data for 2016 were accessed fall 2017. For actual /DEA data used, go to
https:/www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e In 2016, 3.1 percent of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 in the resident population in “All
states” were served under /DEA, Part C. The percentages served in the 52 individual states
ranged from 1.5 percent to 9.4 percent. The percentage was less than 2 percent in the following
four states: Alabama (1.9 percent), Mississippi (1.7 percent), Oklahoma (1.6 percent), and
Arkansas (1.5 percent). The percentage was larger than 5 percent in the following seven states:
Massachusetts (9.4 percent), New Mexico (7.4 percent), Rhode Island (6.1 percent),

West Virginia (5.5 percent), Wyoming (5.5 percent), New Hampshire (5.2 percent), and
Vermont (5.2 percent).

e In 2008, 2.8 percent of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 in the resident population in “All
states” were served under IDEA, Part C.
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For 42 of the 52 states, the percentage of the population served increased between 2008 and
2016. For 24 of those states, the increase represented a percent change of more than 20 percent.
The percent change increase exceeded 50 percent in the following eight states: the District of
Columbia (97.6 percent), Missouri (79.4 percent), Nevada (69.2 percent), New Hampshire

(58.7 percent), Georgia (56.1 percent), Virginia (54.9 percent), Oregon (52.6 percent), and
Kansas (50.2 percent). Only in New Hampshire and Kansas was the percentage of the population
served in 2008 (i.e., 3.3 percent and 2.8 percent, respectively) greater than or equal to the
percentage of the population served for “All states” (2.8 percent).

For 10 of the 52 states, the percentage of the population served decreased between 2008 and
2016. The decrease represented a percent change of less than 20 percent in each of the states
except Ohio, Arkansas, and Hawaii, where the percentage served decreased by 28 percent,

37.3 percent, and 55 percent, respectively. In Ohio, the percentage of the population served in
2008 was larger (3.4 percent) than the percentage served for “All states” (2.8 percent), while the
percentage served in 2016 (2.4 percent) was smaller than the percentage of the population served
for “All states” (3.1 percent). In Arkansas, the percentage of the population served in 2008 was
slightly smaller (2.4 percent) than the population served for “All states” (2.8 percent), while the
percentage of the population served in 2016 was less than half (1.5 percent) of the population
served for “All states” (3.1 percent). In Hawaii, the percentage of the population served in 2008
was more than double (6.9 percent) the percentage served for “All states” (2.8 percent), while in
2016 the percentage of the population served was the same as the percentage served for “All
states” (3.1 percent).
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How did the states compare with regard to the percentage of the resident population birth through age 2
within each racial/ethnic group who were served under IDEA, Part C, in 2016?

Exhibit 53. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, for each
racial/ethnic group, by state: Fall 2016

Native
American Hawaiian

State Indian or Black or or Other Two or
Alaska African | Hispanic/ Pacific more

Native Asian | American Latino Islander White races

All states 2.9 2.5 2.7 3.1 4.6 33 2.6
Alabama 0.6 1.5 1.9 1.3 4.7 1.9 2.2
Alaska 4.3 1.3 1.3 1.8 3.6 2.6 2.1
Arizona 2.4 1.6 2.0 1.8 3.2 2.5 1.4
Arkansas 0.3 1.1 1.6 0.9 2.0 1.6 1.4
California 2.6 2.4 33 33 1.3 2.8 1.4
Colorado 1.6 3.0 2.5 2.5 4.7 34 1.7
Connecticut 0.0 2.9 3.8 5.6 47.4 4.2 2.4
Delaware X 4.0 3.6 2.4 X 3.5 2.9
District of Columbia X 1.2 3.1 2.5 X 3.1 3.2
Florida 2.2 1.5 2.2 2.5 1.8 2.0 1.6
Georgia 34 1.7 2.1 0.3 1.8 2.2 7.3
Hawaii X 4.4 X 1.8 4.1 2.5 3.2
Idaho 33 2.4 2.7 2.0 3.2 2.9 3.0
Illinois 1.5 2.2 3.0 3.9 4.6 3.5 2.0
Indiana 2.4 2.8 3.6 3.8 6.5 4.2 5.1
Towa X 2.3 2.5 2.8 X 2.4 3.3
Kansas 34 3.6 4.0 4.2 8.7 4.3 3.9
Kentucky 2.1 2.8 2.1 2.9 7.4 3.0 3.5
Louisiana 0.7 2.0 3.1 1.7 0.0 2.4 3.2
Maine X 2.1 2.8 X 0.0 2.5 2.5
Maryland 1.5 34 34 3.6 7.8 4.0 3.9
Massachusetts 8.1 7.5 8.8 11.2 11.3 9.2 8.0
Michigan 4.0 1.5 2.9 2.3 8.7 3.1 1.7
Minnesota 5.4 2.0 2.7 2.6 5.8 2.8 2.4
Mississippi 1.6 1.7 1.8 1.0 7.7 1.8 1.2
Missouri 1.0 2.3 33 2.4 5.2 2.9 2.2
Montana 3.8 X 1.4 1.8 X 2.3 1.6
Nebraska 3.9 1.9 1.8 2.0 3.6 2.5 1.5
Nevada 2.7 2.4 2.7 2.9 2.0 3.2 2.8
New Hampshire — — — — — — —
New Jersey 5.5 3.1 3.2 5.0 17.0 4.5 5.2
New Mexico 5.1 X 7.3 8.3 X 6.7 3.9
New York 2.5 2.9 3.1 3.9 72.6 5.5 1.3
North Carolina 2.4 2.1 3.2 2.8 3.5 2.9 1.5

See notes at end of exhibit.
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Exhibit 53. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, for each
racial/ethnic group, by state: Fall 2016—Continued

Native
American Hawaiian

State Indian or Black or or Other Two or

Alaska African | Hispanic/ Pacific more

Native Asian | American Latino Islander White races
North Dakota 4.7 X 1.9 1.8 X 3.5 10.3
Ohio 33 2.3 2.2 2.4 7.4 2.5 2.5
Oklahoma 1.0 1.5 1.3 1.7 4.8 1.8 1.5
Oregon 1.6 2.2 2.0 2.7 1.1 3.0 1.6
Pennsylvania 33 3.5 4.6 4.7 3.6 4.8 7.9
Rhode Island 5.0 34 6.1 5.9 0.0 6.5 4.3
South Carolina 2.3 2.2 2.5 2.6 53 2.5 2.4
South Dakota 4.2 X 3.0 2.5 X 3.2 2.6
Tennessee 2.2 2.3 2.0 1.9 6.5 2.5 2.4
Texas 1.1 1.1 1.5 2.2 5.6 2.4 0.5
Utah 2.9 2.1 1.8 33 2.5 2.8 1.8
Vermont 6.1 5.8 6.1 5.1 42.9 5.2 5.4
Virginia 1.3 2.8 3.0 2.6 4.9 33 5.0
Washington 3.1 2.4 2.8 2.9 34 2.8 24
West Virginia X 4.9 4.5 2.2 X 5.7 5.6
Wisconsin 3.0 1.6 3.3 3.7 4.4 2.7 2.4
Wyoming 8.3 2.9 X 4.9 X 5.5 6.9

x Percentage cannot be calculated because data were suppressed to limit disclosure.

— Percentage cannot be calculated because data were not available.

NOTE: Percentage for each state was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under
IDEA, Part C, reported in the racial/ethnic group by the state on the state-designated data collection date by the estimated U.S.
resident population birth through age 2 of the racial/ethnic group in the state, then multiplying the result by 100. Percentage for
“All states” was calculated by dividing the number of infants and toddlers birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C,
reported in the racial/ethnic group by all states on their state-designated data collection dates by the estimated U.S. resident
population birth through age 2 of the racial/ethnic group in all states, then multiplying the result by 100. Data on race/ethnicity
were suppressed for 178 infants and toddlers served under Part C in 11 states. The total number of infants and toddlers served
under Part C in each racial/ethnic group for which some data were suppressed in each of these states was estimated by
distributing the unallocated count for each state equally to the race/ethnicity categories that were suppressed.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS), OMB #1820-0557: “IDEA Part C
Child Count and Settings Collection,” 2016. Data for Puerto Rico were excluded. U.S. Department of Commerce, U.S. Census
Bureau. “Intercensal Estimates of the Resident Population by Single Year of Age and Sex for States and the United States:

April 1, 2000 to July 1, 2016,” 2016. Data for Puerto Rico were not available. Data were accessed fall 2017. For actual IDEA data

used, go to https://www?2.ed.gov/programs/osepidea/618-data/state-level-data-files/index.html.

e Larger percentages of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Native Hawaiian or
Other Pacific Islander and White, compared to the other racial/ethnic groups, were served under
IDEA, Part C, in the 50 states (“All states”) for which data were available. Specifically,

4.6 percent of the resident population who were Native Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander and
3.3 percent of the resident population who were White were served under Part C. In contrast, the
percentage of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Asian who were served
under Part C in “All states” was less than the percentage of each of the other racial/ethnic groups
that were served under /IDEA, Part C, in “All states.” Specifically, 2.5 percent of those who were
Asian were served under Part C.
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In 2016, 2.9 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were American Indian or
Alaska Native were served under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 0 percent to 8.3
percent in the 44 individual states for which non-suppressed data were available. The percentage was
more than 5 percent in the following six states: Wyoming (8.3 percent), Massachusetts (8.1 percent),
Vermont (6.1 percent), New Jersey (5.5 percent), Minnesota (5.4 percent), and New Mexico (5.1
percent). In contrast, the percentage was less than 1 percent in the following four states: Louisiana
(0.7 percent), Alabama (0.6 percent), Arkansas (0.3 percent), and Connecticut (0.0 percent).

In 2016, 2.5 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Asian were served
under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 1.1 percent to 7.5 percent in the 46
individual states for which non-suppressed data were available. The percentage was 4 percent or
more in the following five states: Massachusetts (7.5 percent), Vermont (5.8 percent), West Virginia
(4.9 percent), Hawaii (4.4 percent), and Delaware (4.0 percent). In contrast, the percentage was less
than 2 percent for 13 states.

In 2016, 2.7 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Black or African
American were served under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 1.3 to 8.8 percent in
the 48 individual states for which non-suppressed data were available. In the following four states,
the percentage was more than 5 percent: Massachusetts (8.8 percent), New Mexico (7.3 percent),
Rhode Island (6.1 percent), and Vermont (6.1 percent). In contrast, the percentage was less than 2
percent for 10 states.

In 2016, 3.1 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Hispanic/Latino were
served under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 0.3 to 11.2 percent in the 49
individual states for which non-suppressed data were available. The percentage was 5 percent or
more in the following six states: Massachusetts (11.2 percent), New Mexico (8.3 percent), Rhode
Island (5.9 percent), Connecticut (5.6 percent), Vermont (5.1 percent), and New Jersey (5.0 percent).
In contrast, the percentage was 1 percent or less in the following three states: Mississippi (1.0
percent), Arkansas (0.9 percent), and Georgia (0.3 percent).

In 2016, 4.6 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were Native Hawaiian or
Other Pacific Islander were served under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 0 to
72.6 percent in the 41 states for which non-suppressed data were available. The percentage was
larger than 40 percent in the following three states: New York (72.6 percent), Connecticut (47.4
percent), and Vermont (42.9 percent). In contrast, the percentage served in Louisiana, Maine, and
Rhode Island was 0 percent.

In 2016, 3.3 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were White were served
under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 1.6 to 9.2 percent in the 50 individual
states for which data were available. The percentage was larger than 5 percent in the following seven
states: Massachusetts (9.2 percent), New Mexico (6.7 percent), Rhode Island (6.5 percent), West
Virginia (5.7 percent), New York (5.5 percent), Wyoming (5.5 percent), and Vermont (5.2 percent).
In contrast, the percentage was less than 2 percent in the following four states: Alabama (1.9
percent), Mississippi (1.8 percent), Oklahoma (1.8 percent), and Arkansas (1.6 percent).

In 2016, 2.6 percent of the resident population birth through age 2 who were associated with two or
more racial/ethnic groups were served under Part C in “All states.” The percentages ranged from 0.5
to 10.3 percent in the 50 individual states for which data were available. The percentage was 6
percent or more in the following five states: North Dakota (10.3 percent), Massachusetts (8.0
percent), Pennsylvania (7.9 percent), Georgia (7.3 percent), and Wyoming (6.9 percent). In
contrast, the percentage was less than 2 percent in 15 states.
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Exhibit 54. Percentage of the population birth through age 2 served under IDEA, Part C, for each
racial/ethnic group, cumulatively during 12-month reporting period, by 