	Exhibit 4-1. Special Education/LEP Students in Targeted Intervention Sample at Baselinea

	District/Site
	Targeted Model/ Developer
	Special education students (excluding LEP)a
	LEP/ELL Students

	
	
	Year 1
	Year 2
	Year 1
	Year 2

	
	
	% of sample
	Types special needsb
(if available)
	% of sample
	Types special needsb
(if available)
	% of sample
	% of sample

	Memphis, TN
	READ 180 –EE 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Newark, NJ
	READ 180 –EE 


	39%
	
	42% 


	
	
	8% LEP

	Ohio Dept of Youth Services
	READ 180 –EE 
	
	
	44%

(yrs 1&2 combined)
	20%--ED

14%--SLD

9%--CD
	
	

	Springfield-Chicopee, MA
	READ 180 –EE 
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Springfield-Chicopee, MA
	SIM Xtreme Reading
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Portland, OR
	SIM Xtreme Reading 
	
	
	29% 

(yrs 1 % 2 combined)
	
	
	

	Danville, KY
	LSC
	
	
	6th grade: 21% (yrs 1&2 combined)

9th grade: 17% (yrs 1&2 combined)
	Reading/writing services


	
	6th gr

9% LEP (yrs 1&2 combined)

9th gr

11% LEP (yrs 1&2 combined)

	Chicago, IL
	Chicago Striving Readers Program 
	26% 


	
	25% 


	
	3% English language learners
	1% English language learners

	San Diego, CA
	SLIC
	MS-29%

HS-22%

(Y2 report, p. 48-49)
	disability types not available

Y2 report, p. 48-49)
	19% (MS=15%;

HS=23%)

Y2 report, p. 48-49)
	SLD=15%

(MS=11%;

HS=18%)

Y2 report, p. 48-49)
	46% ELL
	24% ELL

	a    % is assumed to be same for students assigned to intervention and students in impact analysis sample; if special ed students are excluded from impact analyses, please indicate
b  ED= emotional disturbance, SLD=speech or learning disability; CD = cognitive disability; LEP= limited English proficiency; EBD= emotional/behavioral disorder


