NCSEAM PARENT SURVEY

NATIONAL ITEM VALIDATION STUDY

TECHNICAL INFORMATION
This site is under construction. New material will be added as it becomes available. Check back regularly for updates.
If you have questions or comments, or if you have data or analyses you'd like to share, please let us know at Survey@ImprovingSpecialEd.com Thanks.
I. General information

A. The survey forms with all of the items used in the National Item Validation Study are available for viewing here in PDF format:

1. Part B

a) Form 1 
b) Form 2 
2. Part C

a) Form 1 
b) Form 2 
B. The surveys were designed to produce data that would conform with the principles of Fundamental Measurement Theory, as this is implemented in Rasch’s models for unidimensional measurement.
1. Go to http://www.rasch.org/rmt for the full text of Rasch Measurement Transactions. 

2. Go to http://www.rasch.org for more information on software, journals, books, consultants, training seminars, etc.

3. For survey design recommendations, see Fisher (2000). 
4. The NCSEAM surveys, item banks, analysis control variables, item anchor values, output files, and statistical comparisons are provided in the expectation that others interested in employing or improving these tools will find everything they need to do the job. Please address questions about the survey data analyses and measurement scales to Survey@ImprovingSpecialEd.com.
C. All WINSTEPS control and output files are provided in MS Word format for viewing convenience, though the sheer volume of output produced prohibits attention to the details of perfect pagination. 
1. To use the control files in WINSTEPS analyses they will have to be saved in the text-only format. 
2. All of the output files include variable maps, summary statistics, individual item statistics, and principal components factor analyses of the items’ standardized residuals.
3. See the WINSTEPS User Manual for more information

4. For links to other Rasch analysis programs (RUMM, CONQUEST, and others) that ought to be capable of reproducing the WINSTEPS analyses, go to http://www.winsteps.com/rasch.htm 

II. Part B

A. Data files

1. SPSS format 
a) Original data as scanned

b) Responses from parents of children ages 5 and over only

c) Ages 3-5 to be addressed in forthcoming 619 study

2. WINSTEPS (ASCII DOS text) format 
a) All demographics
b) All rating scale items

B. The Sample

1. Child age groups represented vs. served under IDEA 
2. Disability classifications represented vs. served under IDEA 
3. Ethnic groups represented vs. served under IDEA 
C. The Scales

1. Partnership Efforts (SPP indicator)
a) Final scale as standardized
(1) WINSTEPS control file: BEff3cSTD.con.doc 
(a) Descriptions of the meaning of the control variables are given in this file only

(b) See the WINSTEPS User Manual for more information

(2) WINSTEPS output file: BEff3cSTD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not all in final standardized metric)
(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BEff6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BEff6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 3-category data analysis
(a) WINSTEPS control file: BEff3c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BEff3c.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) By survey form

(a) Form 1 items vs common items 
(b) Form 2 items vs common items 
(iii) By language 
(iv) Self-administered or read to 
(v) Ethnicity 
(vi) State of residence 
(a) GA vs NH 
(b) others
(vii) By age of child

(a) Age 5 vs ages 6-10 (r=0.95)  
(b) Age 5 vs ages 11-13 (r=0.92) 
(c) Age 5 vs ages 14-21 (r=0.94) 
(d) Ages 6-10 vs ages 11-13 (r=0.99) 
(e) Ages 6-10 vs ages 14-21 (r=0.99) 
(f) Ages 11-13 vs ages 14-21 (r=0.99) 
(g) Average Ratings by Age Groups 
(b) Parent measures
(i) By form

(ii) Unique vs common

(iii) Random

(iv) Agreeable vs. disagreeable

(4) Model fit and differential functioning analyses 
(a) Item calibrations
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) By language

(iii) Self-administered or read to

(iv) Ethnicity

(v) State of residence

(vi) Age of child

(b) Parent measures
(i) By form

(ii) Unique vs common

(iii) Random

(iv) Agreeable vs. disagreeable
c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
2. Impact on Family 
a) Final scale as standardized

(1) WINSTEPS control file: BImpF3cSTD.con.doc 
(2) WINSTEPS output file: BImpF3cSTD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not shown in final standardized metric)

(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BImpF6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BImpF6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 3-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BImpF3c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BImpF3c.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) By survey form

(a) Form 1 items vs common items
(b) Form 2 items vs common items
(iii)  By language 
(iv)  Self-administered or read to 
(v) Ethnicity

(vi) State of residence

(a) GA vs NH 
(b) others

(vii) By age of child 
(b) Parent measures

(i) By form

(ii) Unique vs common

(iii) Random

(iv) Agreeable vs. disagreeable

c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations

(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
3. Quality of Services 
a) Final scale as standardized

(1) WINSTEPS control file: BQua3cSTD.con.doc  
(2) WINSTEPS output file: BQua3cSTD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not shown in final standardized metric)

(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BQua6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BQua6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 3-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BQua3c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BQua3c.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) By survey form

(a) Form 1 items vs common items 
(b) Form 2 items vs common items 
(iii)  By language 
(iv) Self-administered or read to 
(v) Ethnicity

(vi) State of residence

(vii) By age of child 
(b) Parent measures

(i) By form

(ii) Unique vs common

(iii) Random

(iv) Agreeable vs. disagreeable

c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations

(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
4. Parent Participation 
a) Final scale as standardized

(1) WINSTEPS control file: BPar3c2STD.con.doc  
(2) WINSTEPS output file: BPar3c2STD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not shown in final standardized metric)

(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BPar6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BPar6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 3-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: BPar3c2.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: BPar3c2.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) Form 1 vs Form 2 common items
(iii) By language 
(iv) Self-administered or read to 
(v) Ethnicity

(vi) State of residence

(vii) By age of child 
(b) Parent measures

(i) Items unique to form vs common items
(ii) Random items
(iii) Agreeable vs. disagreeable items
c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations

(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
d) Measures by groups

(1) Ethnicity 
(2) Language 
(3) Child’s age 
(4) Survey form 1 vs. form 2 
(5) Completed independently or read to 
III. Part C 
A. Data files

1. SPSS format 
a) Original data as scanned

b) Responses from parents of children ages birth to three only
2. WINSTEPS (ASCII DOS text) format (PartC.dat.text)
a) All demographics

b) All rating scale items 
B. The Sample

1. Child age groups represented vs. served under IDEA 
2. Ethnic groups represented vs. served under IDEA 
C. The Scales

1. Impact on Family (SPP indicator) 
a) Final scale as standardized

(1) WINSTEPS control file: CImpF4cSTD.con.doc 
(2) WINSTEPS output file: CImpF4cSTD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not shown in final standardized metric)

(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: CImpF6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: CImpF6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 4-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: CImpF4c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: CImpF4c.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations 
(i) Web vs. paper administration

(ii) Form 1 vs Form 2 common items
(iii) By language

(iv) Self-administered or read to

(v) Ethnicity

(vi) State of residence

(vii) By age of child 
(b) Parent measures

(i) Items unique to form vs common items

(ii) Random items

(iii) Agreeable vs. disagreeable items

c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations

(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
2. Family-Centered Services 
a) Final scale as standardized

(1) WINSTEPS control file: CEffQua3c2STD.con.doc 
(2) WINSTEPS output file: CEffQua3c2STD.out.doc 
b) Validity and invariance studies (not shown in final standardized metric)

(1) Original 6-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: CEffQua6c.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: CEffQua6c.out.doc 
(2) Optimized 3-category data analysis

(a) WINSTEPS control file: CEffQua3c2.con.doc 
(b) WINSTEPS output file: CEffQua3c2.out.doc 
(3) Subsample scaling contrasts

(a) Item calibrations 
(i) Web vs. paper administration 
(ii) Form 1 vs Form 2 common items 
(iii) By language

(iv) Self-administered or read to

(v) Ethnicity

(a) Asian vs Blacks 
(b) American Indians vs Hispanics 
(c) Blacks vs Whites 
(vi) State of residence

(vii) By age of child 
(a) Birth to 1 vs 1 to 2 
(b) Birth to 1 vs 2 to 3

(c) 1 to 2 vs 2 to 3

(b) Parent measures

(i) Items unique to form vs common items

(a) Form 1 vs common items 
(b) Form 2 vs common items 
(ii) Random items

(iii) Agreeable vs. disagreeable items

c) Scale reduction reliability and precision studies

(1) Item calibrations

(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility

(2) Parent measures 
(a) Strata

(b) Reproducibility
d) Measures by groups

(1) Ethnicity 
(2) Language 
(3) Child’s age

(a) At referral 
(b) At time survey completed 
(4) Web vs paper administration mode 
(5) Survey form 1 vs. form 2 
(6) Completed independently or read to 
D. Setting the SPP/APR standards: The July 2005 NCSEAM stakeholders meeting
1. See Stone (2001) for concept as applied in education

2. See here for a summary of the NCSEAM standard setting process
IV. Statistical Associations
A. Part B vs Part C Comparison of Select Impact on Family item calibrations 
B. Part B Measures by Partnership Efforts Ranges

1. Quality of Services 
2. Impact on Family 
3. Parent Participation  
C. Part C Quality of Service Measures by Impact on Family Ranges 
D. Correlations

1. Part B correlations 
2. Part C correlations 
E. Regression models

F. Discriminant function analysis

G. Structural Equation Models
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