Local Reporting:

Louisiana Part C Annual Performance Report 

2010-2011
In accordance with Part C of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act (IDEA), each state must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to evaluate the state’s efforts to meet the requirements and purposes of the implementation of IDEA and report annually on its performance.   Louisiana’s statewide performance on the 14 indicators which are used to measure performance  is available on the EarlySteps website at www.earlysteps. dhh.louisiana.gov.    In addition, The U.S. Department of Education, Office of Special Education Programs requires that all States report annually to the public on the performance of its local early intervention programs. Louisiana defines “local program” as each of the 9 or 10 regional programs of the state’s DHH regions. In most cases, reporting periods 2005-2011  are shown together for comparison.
	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 1--Early Intervention Services Received in a Timely Manner


This indicator is calculated as the percentage of infants and toddlers with IFSP’s who receive the early intervention services on their IFSP’s in a timely manner.  Timely is defined as within 30 days of parent consent for services on the IFSP.  Data was collected in October, 2006, September, 2007 and July through September in 2008, 2009 and 2010. IFSP’S for each family support coordinator from all regions of the State were reviewed. 
State target:  100%

2006 State Actual:  50%

2007 State Actual:  85%

2008 State Actual:  86%

2009 State Actual:  87.65%
2010 State Actual:  90.7%
2011 State Actual:  93.8%

	Region
	Results

2006
	Results

2007
	Results

2008
	Results 2009
	Results

2010
	Results

2011

	1
	45%
	63%
	59%
	88%
	81%
	97%

	2
	67%
	97%
	83%
	98.2%
	100%
	91%

	3
	54.5%
	91%
	91%
	93%
	92%
	94%

	4
	50%
	91%
	100%
	86.4%
	100%
	96%

	5
	31.5%
	75%
	100%
	66%
	88%
	89.4%

	6
	63.6%
	90%
	86%
	100%
	62%
	89.4%

	7
	52%
	88%
	91%
	85.7%
	90%
	96.8%

	8
	33.3%
	67%
	100%
	89%
	100%
	95.2%

	9
	48.6%
	100%
	78%
	70%
	88%
	90%

	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 2--Early Intervention Services in the Natural Environment


This indicator is calculated as a percentage of infants and toddlers with IFSPs who primarily receive early intervention services in the home or in community settings for typically developing children.  


	Year
	Target
	Actual
	
	
	

	2006 
	97%
	98.6%
	
	
	

	2007 
	98%
	99%
	
	
	

	2008 
	98%
	99%
	
	
	

	2009 
	99%
	99%
	
	
	

	2010
	99%
	99%
	
	
	

	2011
	98%
	99%
	
	
	

	Region
	Results

2007
	Results

2008
	Results 2009
	Results 2010
	Results

2011

	1
	99.5%
	99%
	99%
	99%
	99.7%

	2
	98%
	97%
	98%
	98%
	98%

	3
	99.3%
	98%
	99%
	99%
	99.6%

	4
	99%
	99%
	98%
	98%
	98.8%

	5
	98%
	96%
	98.6%
	98%
	97%

	6
	98%
	97%
	98%
	98%
	97%

	7
	99%
	98%
	99%
	99%
	98.8

	8
	99%
	99%
	99%
	99%
	99%

	9
	98%
	98%
	98.5%
	98.6%
	98.8%


	2010-2012 results   Monitoring Priority: Indicator 4—Percent of Families participating in Part C who report that early intervention services have helped the family: 
a. Know their rights

b. Effectively communicate their child’s needs

c. Help their children develop and learn

	
	a
	b
	c

	State Target
	78%
	76%
	90 %

	State Actual
	72%
	83%
	87%

	Region
	
	
	

	1
	79%
	80%
	78%

	2
	60%
	78%
	80%

	3
	70%
	85%
	  89%

	4
	63%
	94%
	73%

	5
	63%
	65%
	85%

	6
	60%
	75%
	86%

	7
	80%
	70%
	88%

	8
	76%
	91%
	85%

	9
	87%

	96%
	77%


	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 5—Number of infants ages birth to one year with IFSP’s.


This indicator is calculated as the percentage of infants and toddlers ages birth to 1 with IFSP’s compared to: 

A. Other states with similar eligibility definitions: and 

B. National Data
C. Regional live birth data
	
	Target
	State

Totals
	Average of Similar States
	National average
	Louisiana actual

	12/1/2005
	1.61%
	1208
	1.24%
	.95%
	1.79%

	12/1/2006
	1.25%
	517
	1.24%
	1.06%
	.85%

	12/1/2007
	1.30%
	780
	1.05%
	1.01%
	1.27%

	12/01/2008
	1.35%
	935
	1.02%
	1.04%
	1.46%

	12/01/2009
	1.40%
	997
	1.04%
	1.01%
	1.56%

	12/01/2010
	1.45%
	1015
	1.32%
	1.03%
	1.64%

	12/01/2011
	1.50%
	1214
	*
	*
	*


*Comparison data for other states and national average are not yet available and will be reported with the February 1, 2013 APR.
	
	
	12/01/2011
	12/01/2010
	12/01/2009
	12/1/2008
	12/1/2007
	12/1/2006
	12/1/2005

	0-1 year
	Expected
	Actual
	     Actual
	   Actual
	Actual
	Actual 
	Actual
	Actual

	Region 1
	167
	238
	196
	79
	117
	112
	69
	152

	Region 2
	168
	141
	101
	90
	82
	53
	40
	166

	Region 3
	85
	173
	151
	136
	158
	123
	85
	196

	Region 4
	126
	143
	150
	152
	183
	152
	89
	181

	Region 5
	56
	68
	46
	63
	29
	51
	22
	69

	Region 6
	74
	54
	48
	62
	54
	34
	35
	78

	Region 7
	117
	98
	77
	99
	95
	77
	34
	99

	Region 8
	85
	160
	115
	99
	102
	90
	69
	114

	Region 9
	96
	139
	131
	133
	115
	88
	74
	153

	
	974
	1214
	1015
	997
	935
	780
	517
	1208


Discussion:
The table above shows the birth to age one year child count per region.  The row labeled “Expected” gives the expected number of children to be identified based on the population of children ages birth to one year in that region(updated with 2007 birth data).  The rows labeled “Actual” indicate the actual number of the birth to one population found eligible in the given year.  For example, in 2005, Region 3 identified 196 children ages birth to one year in EarlySteps, 83 were expected.    The decrease in the numbers of children identified from 2005 to 2006 is the result of the “narrow” or more restrictive eligibility criteria used in 2006 as well as the impacts of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005.  The eligibility criteria was revised in July, 2007 and the numbers of children found eligible has increased each year.
	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 6—Number of infants ages birth to three years with IFSP’s in EarlySteps


This indicator is calculated as the percentage of infants and toddlers birth to 3 with IFSP’s compared to:

A. Other states with similar eligibility definitions, and 

B. National Data.

	
	December, 2005
	December, 2006
	December, 2007
	December, 2008
	December, 2009
	December,

2010
	December, 

2011

	Target
	2.4%
	2.45%
	2.5%
	2.55%
	2.6%
	2.6%
	2.65%

	Actual
	1.76%  (3405)
	1.27%   (2325)
	1.78% (3155)
	3788
	4548
	2.50%

4703
	*

5106

	Similar States
	2.6%
	1.26-3.41%
	1.78-4.61%
	1.79-4.79%
	1.66-6.51%
	1.67-6.91%
	*

	National Average
	2.34%
	2.43%
	2.48%
	2.66%
	2.67%
	2.82%
	*


* Comparison data for other states and national average are not yet available and will be reported with the February 1, 2013 APR.
	
	
	12/1/2011
	12/1/2010
	12/1/2009
	12/1/2008
	12/1/2007
	12/1/2006
	12/1/2005

	0-3 years
	Expected
	Actual
	Actual
	Actual
	Actual
	Actual
	Actual
	Actual

	Region 1
	1135
	915
	808
	706
	498
	412
	248
	443

	Region 2
	815
	609
	489
	422
	356
	312
	253
	506

	Region 3
	471
	800
	689
	741
	603
	514
	428
	507

	Region 4
	767
	580
	611
	618
	639
	529
	427
	509

	Region 5
	297
	269
	268
	230
	179
	204
	147
	198

	Region 6
	387
	247
	213
	259
	193
	142
	117
	196

	Region 7
	632
	512
	494
	505
	422
	294
	188
	299

	Region 8
	468
	544
	490
	485
	402
	365
	239
	349

	Region 9
	468
	630
	641
	581
	496
	383
	316
	427

	
	5440
	5106
	4703
	4548
	3788
	3155
	2363
	3434


The table above shows the actual numbers identified for each region in the rows indicated by the year.  The row labeled with “expected” indicates the target number for each region based on the number of children ages birth to 3 years of age in each region.  The rows labeled “Actual” give the actual number of children served ages birth to 3 years in the region.  The decrease in numbers of children served in 2006 as compared to 2005 is the result of the change to a more restrictive eligibility criteria and the impact of Hurricanes Katrina and Rita.  In July, 2007 the eligibility criteria changed and the numbers of eligible children birth to three years have continued to increase.
	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 7—Evaluation and assessment and IFSP developed within the 45-day timeline


This indicator is calculated as the percentage of eligible infants and toddlers with IFSP’s for whom an evaluation and assessment and an initial IFSP meeting were conducted within the required 45-day timeline. This data collected through review of IFSP’s from July to October, 2007.
State Target:  100%

2006 State Actual:   95.02%

2007 State Actual:  91%

2008 State Actual:  96%
2009 State Actual:  97.5%

2010 State Actual:  96%
2011 State Actual:  98%
	Region
	Results 2006
	Results 2007
	Results 2008
	Results 2009
	Results

2010
	Results

2011

	1
	83.33%
	88%
	91%
	100%
	96%
	96%

	2
	98.15%
	95%
	99%
	100%
	100%
	99.3%

	3
	96.26%
	98%
	99%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	4
	98.92%
	97%
	100%
	100%
	97.6%
	98.7%

	5
	93.94%
	86%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	6
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	97.4%
	99.2%

	7
	69.57%
	60%
	94%
	97.5%
	89.4%
	98.5%

	8
	100%
	95%
	94%
	100%
	90.7%
	99.1%

	9
	100%
	97%
	100%
	100%
	99.2%
	99.8%


	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 8—Children Exit EarlySteps with timely Transition


This indicator is calculated as the percentage of all children exiting Part C who receive timely transition planning to support the child’s transition to preschool and other appropriate community services by their third birthday including:

A. IFSP’s with transition steps and services;

B. Notification sent to LEA if child is potentially eligible for Part B services—this target is 100%Louisiana achieved 100% for this indicator.  This is accomplished through a report sent by the EarlySteps State office to the Louisiana Department of Education monthly. The report provides notice of the children in Part C that are potentially eligible for Part B services from all areas of the state. The report is then sent to the school systems by the Department of Education.

C. Transition conference, if child is potentially eligible for Part B.

Data for A. and C. was collected through of monitoring of IFSP’s 

Indicator 8:  Effective Transition
A. Percent of children exiting Part C who have an IFSP with transition steps and services

B. Percent of children exiting Part C and potentially eligible for Part B where notification to the LEA occurred.
C. Percent of children exiting Part C and potentially eligible for Part B where the transition conference occurred.
A.





B.

    



C.

	
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011

	State Target
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	State Actual
	93%
	94%
	94.5%
	99.6%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	85%
	92%
	91.4%
	95.1%
	98.2%

	Region 1
	95%
	95%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	79%
	88%
	85%
	89%
	100%

	2
	98%
	100%
	93%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	83%
	100%
	93%
	92%
	98.1%

	3
	91%
	100%
	100%
	98%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	93%
	100%
	100%
	92%
	100%

	4
	98%
	88%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	98%
	98%
	97%
	100%
	100%

	5
	100%
	92%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	92%
	100%
	53%
	100%

	6
	91%
	87%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	91%
	60%
	100%
	58%
	86%

	7
	92%
	82%
	67%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	46%
	71%
	64%
	35%
	93%

	8
	71%
	93%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	54%
	95%
	100%
	89%
	100%

	9
	96%
	96%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	90%
	94%
	100%
	96%
	100%


	Monitoring Priority: Indicator 9—The General Supervision system identifies and corrects noncompliance


T
This indicator evaluates the effectiveness of the state’s general supervision system (including monitoring, complaints, hearings, etc.) The system must identify and correct noncompliance as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from identification.

Statewide data is presented—not calculated by region

	Year
	2005-2006
	2006-2007
	2007-2008
	2008-2009
	2009-2010
	2010-2011

	Target
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%
	100%

	Actual
	92%
	81.6%
	72%
	82.5%
	98.9%
	96.15%
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