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What we want to provide in this overview…

 Understanding the role Illinois plays in the National 
Reporting System (NRS) based on our historical 
service and performance

 Examine state patterns regarding enrollment, post-
testing and level completion rates

 Provide context for the session breakouts centered 
on local program outcomes
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A quick reminder re: NRS…

 A student is included in the NRS outcomes if…

 the student earns at least 12 attendance hours prior to 
leaving the program 
 If in a fixed entry class, the student must also successfully reach 

the midterm point to be claimable

 is not a VOC only or Foreign Language GED student

 has been properly pre-tested

 has selected a Primary Goal

 and is free from all errors as determined by DAISI’s error 
checking system
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A snapshot of 
Total Enrollment patterns
for the National Reporting 

System by Cohort  
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A snapshot of 
ABE enrollment patterns

for the National Reporting 
System  
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A snapshot of 
ASE enrollment patterns

for the National Reporting
System  
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A snapshot of 
ESL enrollment patterns

for the National Reporting 
System  
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A snapshot of 
Pre & Post-testing patterns
for the National Reporting 

System  
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 The post-test rate in Illinois, as reflected above for 
PY 08-09, has consistently exceeded the Cohort and 

US average 26
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A snapshot of 
Level Completion patterns
for the National Reporting 

System  
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So where does Illinois stand 
when looking at post-testing 
versus level completion rates 

in PY 2008-2009?
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Where do we go from here…

 At this meeting we will have sessions focusing on the 
following…

 Analysis of multi-year program data and outcomes with an 
emphasis on using data to inform program decisions and 
design

 Implementing Evidence Based Reading Instruction into the 
classroom

 Infusing curriculum with the skills designed to promote 
student success in pathways to post-secondary 
education, employment and careers

 Review of program orientation and assessment policies and 
practices 
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