STANDARDS OF PRACTICE  for
Considering Intensive Learning Center
 (formerly CBI)

	The Standards of Practice are intended to be utilized by the school to collect and analyze data and to discuss if more information is needed for the IEP/MP teams to determine the need for the specific service or placement.  They are not to be used to pre-determine services in the IEP/MP. 

	Section 1    Data Gathering and Considerations.
	YES
	NO

	1. If the student has a Section 504 modification plan and is believed to require Intensive Learning Center program/placement, has an IDEA evaluation been considered and initiated?  

If NO, initiate IDEA evaluation or justify why not:


	
	

	2.  Drug use is NOT a primary factor in educational concerns. 
      If NO, consult with DOH and schedule a peer review meeting to discuss   service options.
	
	

	3. Does the IEP reflect the student’s current (within the last quarter) functioning? 

      If NO, please address this through the IEP process.
	
	

	4. Are the academic and behavioral concerns documented in the PLEP and addressed with measurable Goals and Objectives?

      If NO, please address this through the IEP process.
	
	

	5. Are the special education and related services provided to the student appropriate to the goals and objectives?

      If NO, please address this through the IEP process.
	
	

	6. Is the IEP being implemented consistently and with integrity? For example, has the student been receiving the indicated IEP services in a timely manner including all necessary IEP elements of intervention?  

       If NO, implement appropriately.
	
	

	7. If the problem behavior has escalated or interventions were not effective, did the school team conduct a Functional Behavioral Assessment (FBA)?    

      If NO, please conduct an FBA. Refer to the FBA/BSP Guide and samples.
	
	

	8. Is the FBA updated and/or currently relevant? 

      If NO, please update the FBA.
	
	

	9.  Was the BSP implemented for an adequate period of time and revised              as needed, with documentation?

     If NO, implement the BSP with integrity and documentation.


	YES
	NO

	8. 


	
	

	10. If the behavior did not improve or the behavior escalated, was the complex school psychologist/clinical psychologist and/or behavioral specialist consulted to assist the school with behavioral assessment/interventions?  
     If YES, what was recommended and implemented?
     If NO, seek consultation and document what was recommended, implemented, and progress made.

	
	

	11. Has the parent(s) or guardian(s) been interviewed for the completion of the Structured Developmental History (SDH) to obtain other important information about the student’s learning difficulties, family and living situation, cultural considerations, developmental and medical history, etc?

If YES, are there any significant factors to consider and incorporate into the IEP and/or BSP? (i.e., medical, developmental, vision difficulties)

     If NO, please conduct the SDH interview and utilize data appropriately.
	
	

	12. 

12. Have the BASC-2 components been administered and have results been reviewed by the team?
 
       If NO, complete the BASC-2 instruments and review results. Refer to the   Superintendent’s memo re: Basc-2 Implementation, dated 2-22-05.
	
	

	13. Does the data indicate significant behavioral problems that impact the student’s education and confirm that serious target behaviors are increasing?

If NO, through the IEP process, consider alternative services and programs.

	
	

	

	
	

	

	
	

	12. 

	
	

	14. Using the data, have you discussed and defined the actual seriousness of the behaviors?

      If NO, use data and define the serious behaviors
	
	

	15. Does the student have a current (within one year) Emotional Behavioral Assessment or psychiatric assessment?  
      If NO, conduct or update the EBA.
	
	

	16. Have the student’s current needs been discussed at a peer review and have DOH services been considered or provided?
      If NO, conduct an Interagency Peer Review to discuss possible need for intensive DOH services to support the student and family.

	
	

	17.  Has there been a peer review with complex based and/or district psychologist present to consider the appropriateness of a possible ILC placement.
      If NO, schedule this peer review and have all relevant data available for team   to review.  

	YES
	NO

	18.  Is there agreement that there is sufficient data for the IEP team to consider ILC placement? 

      If YES, address Section 2 below at the IEP meeting.
      If NO,  reconvene the  IEP team to discuss other options/
      Recommendations.
	
	


	Section 2      Questions to Consider/Address at the IEP Team  Meeting
	YES
	NO

	1. Is a representative of the ILC a participant at the IEP meeting? 
	
	

	2. If the team meets, reviews and revises the IEP and determines that the student requires placement in a more restrictive environment, is it based on data and consultation with the appropriate professionals?
	
	

	3. Are the academic and behavioral concerns documented in the PLEP and addressed with measurable Goals and Objectives?
	
	

	4.  Has the team developed a progress monitoring plan with the inclusion of rating scales, observations, and others to track student progress? 
	
	

	5.  Has the team discussed the progress monitoring plan/tools with the parent(s) and indicated them on the IEP/MP?
	
	

	6.  As placement in the program is time-limited, has the team developed a timeframe and plan to integrate the student into a less restrictive environment?
	
	

	7.  Is the above timeframe and plan documented in the BSP and conference notes?
	
	

	8.  Is the data used to determine this placement clearly cited in the PWN addressing placement?

	9. The ILC placement will be monitored by_________________________________ and how often?___________________

	

	Student Name:
	School:
	Grade:

	Names of Participants
	Position
	Date:
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