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Introduction
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Students with Disabilities ELs with Disabilities L

Active student and parent participation in the transition g g (300)  (3,550) G0y 692
planning process have long been recognized as important Age 14-22 endrolled Age 14-21 endrolled £ —
components in a successful transition to adulthood. Federal n= 7,160 , weighted n = 1,705,638 n= 500 , weighted n = 133,291 s
legislation requires that transition services be included in ’ ’ §
individual educational program (IEP) discussions for Y6uthIParent Participation A 1 Parent Participation A 5 20
students aged 16 and older. Legislation further requires that 0

Parent Attended IEP/transition planning meeting Parent Attended IEP/transition planning meeting Invited to IEP/transition Attended IEP/transition Met with school staff to

both students and their parents are invited to the |IEP
meetings where transition will be discussed. Several states
begin transition planning at age 14.
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SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, National Longitudinal Transition Study 2012 (NLTS 2012).
N\ The unweighted sample sizes listed in the parentheses () and was rounded to nearest 10.
Note. Comparisons were conducted between English learners with disabilities and mom-ELs with disabilities. no significant difference was found.
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Research Questions

Youth Contribution

Who came come up with the goals?
Youth role in IEP/transition planning meeting (Parent report)

Youth Participation

Youth attended IEP/transition planning meeting
_ Youth met with school staff to develop a transition plan
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Figure 1. Percentage of parents and youth on the IEP transition
planning meeting participation for English Learners with disabilities
non-English learners with disabilities
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d Compared to non-ELWD, ELWD were more likely to perceive themselves
participating little or not at all in IEP transition planning meeting.

J Parents of ELWD were more likely to report their children contributing a little
on coming up with goals than parents of non-ELWD did.

SOURCE: U.S. Department of Education, National Center for Education Statistics, National Longitudinal Transition Study 2012 (NLTS 2012).
The unweighted sample sizes listed in the parentheses () and was rounded to nearest 10.
Note. Comparisons were conducted between English learners with disabilities and mom-ELs with disabilities. ™ p < .01.

Figure 3. Youth' contribution in the transition planning meeting for
English learners with disabilities and non-English learners with
disabilities
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