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Review of Existing Information
	Student's Name:
	Birthdate:

	School:
	Grade:

	Case Manager:

	Date:


This form is designed as an all purpose format for reviewing existing data and assisting in determining whether additional evaluation data will be needed to meet reevaluation requirements.  The intent is to make decisions based on the best available data, including past evaluation data, review of file/progress, current classroom performance, and input from all team members.  This form may serve as the foundation for the Evaluation Report.

Completing all or parts of this form is NOT required. Rather, this form is meant to facilitate the decision-making process.

Section A:

Consider the following questions as the team considers the student's reevaluation.

Current Special Education Program and Services

1. Consider the student’s program, level of services, accommodations/modifications, and goals. How successful the student has been? How he/she utilizes the program/services? and How would the student function if services ceased?

Present Academic Functioning - Strengths, skills, successes, etc.

2. How has the student progressed since the last evaluation?

3. Since the last evaluation, how has the student improved his/her ability to participate in the general curriculum and function independently?

4. What difficulties is this student currently experiencing?

5. Are the difficulties similar to those faced by regular education students or are they due to an educational disability?  Explain.

6. Has student’s special education program been effective in meeting his/her educational goals (i.e., is the program meeting the student’s needs)? ( YES   ( NO.   How is it effective or not effective?

7. Are the student's educational needs adequately identified and understood? ( YES   ( NO.  How? 

8. Have the student’s IEP goals been met? ( YES   ( NO.
Section B:

 Disability Category & Corresponding Criteria to be summarized and reviewed

Indicate the student's primary (P) and if applicable, secondary (S) disability areas, if any to determine which areas need to be summarized.

	P/S
	Category
	Domain
	
	P/S
	Category
	Domain

	
	EBD
	E
	
	
	Speech/Language Impaired
	F

	
	DCD
	A D
	
	
	OHI
	B*

	
	SLD
	A B C
	
	
	
	


* OHI evaluations may not require an academic evaluation.  See section on OHI state criteria on page 57 of this chapter.

NOTE: This tool is not designed for use with student’s who have a low incidence label (see directions for more information.
AREA A: Intellectual Functioning (i.e., WJ-III COG, WISC-III, DAS, Stanford-Binet etc.)
Indicate whether scores are standard scores (SS) or percentile ranks (PR).

	
	Test:______Yr:___
	Test:______Yr:___
	Test:______Yr:___

	Cognitive Composite (GIA, Full Scale etc.) 
	
	
	

	Verbal (or other):
	
	
	

	Performance (or other):
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	

	Other information relevant to the intellectual functioning domain.




Are intellectual functioning evaluation data relatively recent and/or consistent?   ( YES   ( NO

Are intellectual functioning evaluation data necessary for determining eligibility? ( YES   ( NO.  For more information about evaluating intellectual function, see directions for this form.
NOTE: When evaluating for DCD, 2 consistent reevaluations (a total of 3 assessments) are required.

AREA B: Academic Functioning (WJ Tests of Achievement, K-ABC, WAIS etc.)
Indicate whether scores are standard scores (SS) or percentile ranks (PR). If applicable, indicate discrepancy between cognitive ability and achievement.
	
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	SS/PR
	*Discrepancy
	SS/PR
	*Discrepancy

	Broad Reading:
	
	
	
	

	Broad Math:
	
	
	
	

	Broad Written Language:
	
	
	
	

	Broad Knowledge:
	
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	
	

	Other relevant achievement information that may guide decision to use only existing data (i.e., ITBS, Grad Standards, grades, teacher reports, work samples):




* Calculated with cognitive evaluation from same year, if applicable. If the MN Regression Table was used, indicate qualifying score. 
AREA C: Information Processing 

Indicate the information processing concerns from previous evaluations.  
	Domains
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	Storage
	

	

	Organization
	
	

	Acquisition
	
	

	Retrieval
	
	

	Expression
	
	

	Manipulation
	
	

	Other relevant information processing information that may guide decision to use only existing data:




AREA D: Adaptive Functioning (SIB-R, Vineland, ABES, etc.)
Indicate whether scores are standard scores (SS) or percentile ranks (PR).
	Domains
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	Home
	School/Community
	Home
	School/Community

	Personal or Independent Functioning:
	

	
	
	

	Personal or Social Functioning:
	
	
	
	

	Functional Academic Competencies:
	
	
	
	

	Vocational or Occupational Competencies:
	
	
	
	

	Other:
	
	
	
	

	Other relevant adaptive information that may guide decision to use only existing data:




AREA E: Social/Emotional Functioning (BASC, Achenbach, etc.)
Indicate the number of At-Risk (AR) and/or Clinically Significant (CS) teacher/parent/self ratings.  If scores are presented, indicate if they are PR, SS or T-scores.
	Domains
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	Global Composite (i.e., BSI)
	

	

	Externalizing:
	
	

	Internalizing:
	
	

	School Problems:
	
	

	Adaptive:
	
	

	Other elevated scales: 
	
	

	Other relevant social/emotional/behavioral information that may guide decision to use only existing data (i.e., police reports, teacher comments, discipline incident reports)




AREA F: Speech/Language (PPVT, Celf, etc. )
Indicate whether scores are standard scores (SS) or percentile ranks (PR).

	Fluency
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	

	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Voice
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	

	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Articulation
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	

	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Language
	Test
	Yr.
	Test
	Yr.

	
	

	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	Other relevant speech/language information that may guide decision to use only existing data:




Section C: 

After reviewing the existing data, the special education team has determined that there is sufficient information to determine:

	1. the student continues to meet all of the eligibility criteria for ______________,
                                                                                      (Disability area)
	( YES
	( NO

	2. the student continues to need special education and related services;

	( YES
	( NO

	3. the present levels of performance and educational needs of the student; and

	( YES
	( NO

	4. whether any additions or modifications to the special education and related services are needed to enable the student to meet the measurable annual goals set out in the IEP and to participate as appropriate, in the general curriculum.
	( YES
	( NO


If the answer to all of the above questions is YES, no additional evaluation is necessary.  If the team answered NO to any of the questions the team needs to proceed with evaluation and explain what evaluation procedures are needed and why.

Regardless of whether additional evaluation data is necessary or the team is able to meet reevaluation requirements through the review of existing data, an Evaluation Report must be written.  This ER must address all eligibility criteria for all disability areas considered in the reevaluation and document the student’s continued need for special education

	Matrix of Existing Data Sources for Reevaluation


	DATA SOURCES
	Component 1
	Component 2
	Component 3
	Component 4

	Evaluation and Information Provided by Student/Parent(s)
	
	
	
	

	Interview/Questionnaire/Rating Scales completed by parent(s)
	x
	x
	
	

	Interview/Questionnaire/Rating Scales completed by student
	x
	x
	
	

	Outside reports (medical/psychological evaluations)
	x
	x
	
	

	School Records - Cumulative File/Special Education Records
	
	
	
	

	Individual norm-referenced achievement
	x
	
	
	

	Individual norm-referenced cognitive
	x
	
	
	

	Norm-referenced rating scales (social/emotional, adaptive, etc.)
	x
	
	
	

	Criterion-referenced rating scales (academic, adaptive, behavior)
	
	x
	x
	

	Cumulative folder review (report card, attendance, discipline, etc.)
	
	x
	
	

	Group achievement (e.g., ITBS)
	
	x
	
	

	State assessments (MN Comprehensive Assessment and 
	
	
	
	

	Graduation Standards)
	
	x
	
	x

	Vocational skills inventories (required for age 14 and older)
	
	x
	x
	x

	Longitudinal study of educational progress
	
	
	x
	x

	Current Classroom Based Assessments and Observations
	
	
	
	

	Classroom observations
	x
	x
	x
	x

	Curriculum-based assessments
	
	x
	x
	x

	Criterion-referenced inventories (Fry Word List, Informal Reading Inventory)
	
	x
	x
	x

	Information from Teachers and Related Service Providers
	
	
	
	

	Interview/Questionnaire/Rating Scale completed by teacher(s)
	
	
	
	

	Portfolio assessments
	
	x
	x
	x

	Current progress on IEP/IFSP goals/objectives
	
	x
	x
	x

	Current involvement/progress in mainstream
	
	x
	x
	x


Components requiring documentation from existing data sources:

Component 1: confirm the continuing existence of the student's disability

Component 2: update the student's present levels of performance and pertinent educational needs

Component 3: confirm whether the student continues to need special education and related services
Component 4: determine any changes in service needed to enable the student to meet IEP/IFSP annual goals and 

            
  participate in the general curriculum
“Linked Together for Progress”








