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STUDENTS WITH AN INDIVIDUAL EDUCATION PLAN (IEP) (2021-2022)

SUPPORTING STUDENTS WITH AN INDIVIDUALIZED EDUCATION PLAN (IEP):

The Waterloo Catholic District School Board (WCDSB) believes in recognizing the individual worth and
dignity of every student as a child of God and as valued members of society. Every student, regardless
of their needs, deserves access to an education tailored to their strengths and requirements.

Early and ongoing identification of learning needs is critical. This process enables educators to find
and document each child's strengths and challenges, with the goal of fostering their God given
potential through targeted programming.

An Individualized Education Plan (IEP) is a document that serves as a roadmap for a student's
educational journey. It outlines a personalized plan of action based on the student’s strengths, needs,
and interests. The IEP details specific expectations, accommodations, modifications, and alternative
programming tailored to the student’s learning, which may differ from the standard Ontario Curriculum
expectations.

The development of the IEP is a collaboration between the classroom teacher(s), special education
teacher, support personnel, the school principal, outside specialists, and the parent(s) and the student
(if they are 16 years or older).

The IEP is important in setting specific learning goals and expectations. It outlines how the program
will support the student in achieving these objectives, allowing teachers to effectively monitor and
assess student growth throughout the school year. The IEP also facilitates communication about
student progress, aligning with the Provincial Report Card. By providing clear accountability for
students, parents, and school staff, the IEP plays an important role in the educational process.

The WCDSB and its staff oversee the development of new IEPs to ensure students receive appropriate
and effective programming. Modifications or alternative expectations within IEPs are used only as a
last resort, after exhausting various strategies and interventions. By understanding each learner,
implementing evidence-based assessments, and utilizing universal supports, alongside sound teaching
practices, the WCDSB strives to ensure that every child is supported effectively.

Last year, WCDSB conducted an internal audit of newly created modified IEPs. The data indicated that
all requests were for elementary students, with 39% for female students and 61% for male students.
Most requests were for curriculum modifications at grade level, with some seeking modifications above
grade level. Approximately one-third of the requests were for students performing below grade level
expectations, often combining both at and below grade level needs.

Through these insights, WCDSB remains committed to its approach to special education, ensuring that
every student receives the personalized support they need to thrive academically and personally.



OVERALL IEP OUTCOMES

Within the 2021-2022 school year, approximately 17.25% of students between grades 4 and 12
were supported with an IEP and represents our student population (table 1).

Total number of students

o,
(2021-2022) Average of had an IEP %

26232 17.2%

STUDENT OUTCOMES BY DEMOGRAPHIC PARTICIPATION

As not all students responded to the demographic questions, fewer students are reflected in
the disaggregated results below. The tables show outcome groups for with an IEP, first for all
students, followed by results for those who completed the demographic questions.

Each table shows the number of students and the proportion of students with an IEP.

Total number of students

L+
(2021-2022) Average of had an IEP %

26232 17.2%
Number of participants in the Average of had an
census IEP %
11654 22.7%




IEP OUTCOMES ACROSS EQUITY GROUPS

Please be aware that the data presented in this section may differ from what is presented in
other sections of this report (e.g., previous Student Census section, student outcome
sections, Appendix). The data in this section of the report joins the demographic questions
on the 2021 Student Census survey to our student data warehouse (e.g., some student may
not have participated on the 2021 Student Census at all/fully and so no data is available in
this analysis). Put simply, this section of the report filters only the data that is complete
when the data sets are joined (i.e., the data present in this section and the Appendix filters
based on the presence of both the equity sub-group data from the 2021 Student Census
survey and the IEP flag in our student data warehouse).




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED INDIGENOUS IDENTITY

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known indigenous identity and available IEP data, with more detailed information
provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to
the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Indigenous Identity

Indigenous RN

(N I R
Not Indigenous [EEL]

0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00

Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an expected
representation of non-indigenous students (DI = 0.98, n = 1856) when compared to our
student population. In contrast, we observe an over representation of indigenous students
(DI = 1.75, n = 108) compared to our student population. For more information about how the
DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous section of this report, Calculating
Disparities and Disproportionalities.




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED ETHNICITY

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known ethnic identity and available IEP data, with more detailed information provided
in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to the
previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Ethnic Identity

2 or more
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Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identify as European (DI = 1.07, n = 623), North American
Indigenous (DI = 2.21, n = 11) and other North American (DI = 1.43, n = 429) when compared to
our student population. In contrast, we observe an under representation of students who
identify as African (DI = 0.65, n = 120), Asian (DI = 0.53, n = 134), Caribbean (DI = 0.93, n = 23),
and Latin, Central and South American (DI = 0.63, n = 36) compared to our student population.
An expected representation of students was observed for students who identified as another
ethnicity (DI = 1.02, n = 11) and 2 or more ethnicities (DI = 1.04, n = 803) compared to our
student population. Disproportionality Index could not be calculated for the following
identities due to small cell count (e.g., number of students was less than 10): Oceania. For
more information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous
section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.



DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED RACIAL IDENTITY

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known racial identity and available IEP data, with more detailed information provided in
Appendix. For more information about how the Dl is calculated, please refer to the previous
section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Racial Identity

2 or more

Another

Black
East/South-East Asian
Indigenous

Latinx
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South Asian
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Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identify as Indigenous (DI = 2.31, n = 21), white (DI =113, n =
1531), another racial identity (DI = 1.48 , n = 26), and 2 or more racial identities (DI = 1.09, n =
140) when compared to our student population. In contrast, we observe an under
representation of students who identify as black (DI = 0.78, n = 194), East/South-East Asian (DI
= 0.41, n = 58), Latinx (DI = 0.94, n = 105), Middle Eastern (DI = 0.83, n = 47) and South Asian (DI =
0.30, n = 22) compared to our student population. For more information about how the DI
value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous section of this report, Calculating
Disparities and Disproportionalities.




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED RELIGIOUS IDENTITY

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known religious identity and available IEP data, with more detailed information
provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to
the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Religious Identity
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Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identify as agnostic (DI = 1.44, n = 31), atheist (DI = 1.17, n = 64),
no religious or spiritual affiliation (DI = 119, n = 129), 2 or more (DI = 1.06, n = 78) or another
religion (DI = 1.49, n = 11) when compared to our student population. In contrast, we observe
an under representation of students who identify as Christian, non-Catholic (DI = 0.84, n =
219), Muslim (DI = 0.57, n = 29), questioning (DI = 0.89, n = 46) compared to our student
population. An expected representation of students who identified as Christian, Catholic (DI =
1.02, n = 1409) was observed compared to our student population. Disproportionality Index
could not be calculated for the following identities due to small cell count (e.g., number of
students was less than 10): Buddhist, Hindu, Indigenous Spirituality, Jewish, and Sikh. For
more information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous
section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED GENDER

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known gender identity and available IEP data, with more detailed information provided
in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to the
previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Gender at Birth
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Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identify as boy/male (DI = 1.22, n = 1563), non-binary (DI = 1.39,
n = 26), and not straight (DI = 1.20, n = 225) when compared to our student population. In
contrast, we observe an under representation of students who identify as girl/female (DI =
0.78, n = 983) and straight (DI = 0.95, n = 1108) compared to our student population. An
expected representation of students was observed for student who identified as their
assigned sex at birth (DI = 0.99, n = 723) compared to our student population. For more
information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous
section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.
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DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED LANGUAGE SPOKEN

CATEGORY

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known Languages spoken and available IEP data, with more detailed information
provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to
the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Languages Spoken Identity

Another

English
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Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identify as English speaking (DI = 1.12, n = 2057) when
compared to our student population. In contrast, we observe an under representation of
students who identify as another language other than English (DI = 0.66, n = 444) compared to
our student population. The disproportionality Index could not be calculated for individual
languages as options on the original 2021 Student Census due to small cell count (e.g.,
number of students was less than 10). For more information about how the DI value should
be interpreted, please refer to the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and
Disproportionalities.




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS INDICATOR (SES)

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known socio-economic status (SES) and available IEP data, with more detailed
information provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated,
please refer to the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and
Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by SES

220 240 260 280

1.40

160 1.80 2,00

Disproportionality Index (DI)

3.00

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an
overrepresentation of students from a low socio-economic status (DI = 1.46, n = 508) when
compared to our student population. In contrast, we observe an under representation of
students from a medium socio-economic status (DI = 0.94, n = 1870) and from a high socio-
economic status (DI = 0.80, n = 182) compared to our student population. For more
information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the previous
section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.
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DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED CANADIAN CITIZENSHIP
STATUS

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
known birthplace and/or citizenship and available IEP data, with more detailed information
provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to
the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by:

Birth Place
Born in Canada
Not Born in Canada
0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 120 140 1.60 1.80 2.00 220 2.40 2.60 2.80 3.00
Citizenship

A Canadian Citizen
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Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings:

Birthplace: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who were born in Canada (DI = 110, n = 2281) when compared to our
student population. In contrast, we observe an under representation of students who were
not born in Canada (DI = 0.52, n = 236) compared to our student population.

Citizenship: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who are a Canadian Citizen (DI = 1.37, n = 119) when compared to
our student population. In contrast, we observe an under representation of students who are
a landed immigrant or permanent resident (DI = 0.67, n = 35) compared to our student
population.

For more information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the
previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Q) 13




DISAGGREGATED RESULTS BY SELF-IDENTIFIED NUMBER OF CHALLENGES

Outcome Group: Students with an Individual Education Plan (IEP)

The figure below presents a summary of the Disproportionality Index (DI) for students with
both known self-identified challenges and available IEP data, with more detailed information
provided in Appendix. For more information about how the DI is calculated, please refer to
the previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Disproportionality Index for Students with an IEP by Number of Challenges

1 Challenge
2 Challenges
3 Challenges
4 Challenges

5 Challenges

6+ Challenges

0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00 1.20 1.40 1.60 1.80 2.00

Disproportionality Index (DI)

Findings: When examining students who are supported with an IEP, we observe an over
representation of student who identified as having two challenges (DI = 1.12, n = 239), three
challenges (DI = 1.22, n = 88), four challenges (DI = 1.29, n = 35), 5 challenges (DI = 1.69, n = 24)
and six or more challenges (DI = 119, n = 16) when compared to our student population. In
contrast, we observe an under representation of students who identify as having only a single
challenge (DI = 0.92, n = 729) compared to our student population.

For more information about how the DI value should be interpreted, please refer to the
previous section of this report, Calculating Disparities and Disproportionalities.

Q) 14




CONCLUSION

In conclusion, the 2021 Student Census, conducted by the Waterloo Catholic District School
Board (WCDSB), stands as a testament to our commitment to equity, inclusivity, and
continuous improvement within our learning community. Rooted in our Catholic tradition and
guided by Gospel values, this census was a data collection exercise guided by our moral
imperative to uphold the dignity and respect of every individual entrusted to our care.

Through a meticulous process involving collaboration, feedback, and adherence to legislative
guidance, we developed and administered the census with the utmost integrity and
sensitivity. Recognizing the diverse identities and experiences of our students, we ensured
that the survey was accessible, voluntary, and inclusive, with provisions for accommodations
and language support.

The census results offer us invaluable insights into the demographic makeup and lived
experiences of our student population, enabling us to identify disparities, gaps, and areas for
improvement. By analyzing the data collected, we can better understand the unique needs of
our students and tailor our support services and programs accordingly.

Furthermore, the transparency and accountability embedded in our technical procedures and
data flow underscore our commitment to privacy and security while maximizing the utility of
the gathered information. Through both Phase | and Phase Il of data dissemination and
interpretation, we are well positioned to embark on a journey of reflection, reconciliation,
and action.

The 2021 Student Census serves as a catalyst for positive change, empowering us to foster a
more inclusive, supportive, and enriching learning environment for all members of the
WCDSB community. As we move forward, guided by our shared values and principles, we
remain steadfast in our dedication to advancing equity, justice, and excellence in education.

TV 15



APPENDIX — DETAILED DISPROPORTIONALITY FOR INDIVIDUAL EDUCATION
PLAN DATA SET

The following tables display the IEP results for all students and those who participated in the
census. Each table shows the number of students and the proportion of students with an IEP.

Total number of students

o,
(2021-2022) Average of had an IEP %

26232 17.2%
Number of participants in the census Average of had an IEP %
11654 22.7%

Student Outcome Groups explored within this data set:
These results use the equity questions from the census.
Group 1: Students who “Have an IEP”

Group 1: Disproportionality Index (DI) for students who “Have an IEP” by self-identified
equity groups measured on the 2021 Student Census

Population Outcome: Have

Indigenous Identity an lEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %

Indigenous 296 3.0% 108 5.5% 175 Over-represented

Not Indigenous 9147 97.0% 1856 94.5% 0.98

Total 9443 100% 1964 100%

. Outcome: Have an
Population

Ethnic Identity IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
# % # %

2 or more 3582 35.4% 803 36.7% 1.04
African 851 8.4% 120 5.5% 0.65 Under-represented
Another 50 0.5% 1 0.5% 1.02
Asian 1163 11.5% 134 6.1% 0.53  Under-represented
Caribbean 14 11% 23 11% 0.93 Under-represented
European 2693 26.6% 623 28.4% 1.07 Over-represented
Latin; Central and 266 2.6% 36 1.6% 0.63  Under-represented

South American

000 16



Outcome: Have an

Ethnic Identity Population IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
# % # %
North American 23 0.2% n 0.5% 221 Over-represented
Indigenous
Oceania <10 - - -
gther. North 1300 137% 429 19.6% 143  Over-represented
merican
Total 10132 2190 100%
) ) Population Outcome: Have an ]
Racial Identity IEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %
2 or more 595 6.0% 140 6.5% 1.09 Over-represented
Another 81 0.8% 26 1.2% 1.48 Over-represented
Black 1144 11.6% 194 9.0% 0.78 Under-represented
East/South-East 646 6.5% 041  Under-represented
Asian ) 58 2.7% )
Indigenous 42 0.4% 21 1.0% 2.31 Over-represented
Latinx 516 5.2% 105 49% 0.94  Under-represented
Middle Eastern 260 2.6% 47 2.2% 0.83  Under-represented
South Asian 337 3.4% 22 1.0% 0.30 Under-represented
White 6282 63.4% 1531 71.4% 113 Over-represented
Total 9903 100% 2144 100%
. Population Outcome: Have an )
Religion IEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %
2 or more 351 3.6% 78 3.9% 1.06 Over-represented
Agnostic 102 11% 31 1.5% 1.44 Over-represented
Another religion or 35 0.4% n 0.5% 149 Over-represented
spiritual affiliation
Atheist 260 2.7% 64 3.2% 117 Over-represented
Buddhist 28 0.3% - - -
Christian - Catholic 6547 67.5% 1409 69.9% 1.02
Christian ~non- 1245 12.8% 219 109%  0.84 Under-represented
Catholic
Hindu 64 0.7% - - -
Indigenous o
Spirituality 15 0.2% i i i
Jewish 16 0.2% - - -
Muslim 242 2.5% 29 1.4% 0.57 Under-represented
Nq r'ellglous or . 514 5.3% 129 6.4% 119 Over-represented
spiritual affiliation
Questioning 246 2.5% 46 2.3% 0.89 Under-represented
Sikh 38 0.4% - - -
000
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Outcome: Have an

Religion Population IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
# % # %
Total 9703 100% 2016 100%
Pooulation Outcome: Have an
Gender Identity P IEP DI Interpretation of DI
i % # %
Another - - - - -
Boy/Male 5661 50.3% 1563 61.4% 1.22  Over-represented
Girl/Female 5590 49.7% 983 38.6% 0.78 Under-represented
Total 11251 100% 2546 100%
Population Outcome: Have
Gender Identity an IEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %
ves, lidentifyasmy o000 g7 000 723 965%  0.99
assigned sex
II;lion,alr;/dentlfy asnon= g, 2.5% 26 3.5% 139 Over-represented
Total 3762 100% 749 100%
Population Outcome: Have an
Language Identity IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
# % # %
Another 2989 26.7% L4 17.8% 0.66 Under-represented
English 8195 73.3% 2057 82.2% 112 Over-represented
Total 11184  100% 2501 100%
Population Outcome: Have an
SES Identity IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
# % # %
Low 1542 13.6% 508 19.8% 1.46  Over-represented
Medium 8783 77.5% 1870 73.0% 0.94 Under-represented
High 1009 8.9% 182 71% 0.80 Under-represented
Total 11334 100% 2560 100%
000
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Outcome: Have an

Born in Canada Population IEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %
Don't know - - - -
Not Born in Canada 2019 18.0% 236 9.4% 0.52 Under-represented
Born in Canada 9226 82.0% 2281 90.6% 110  Over-represented
Total 11245 100% 2517 100%
Pooulation Outcome: Have an
Citizenship Identity P IEP DI  Interpretation of DI
i % # %
A Canadian Citizen 764 53.4% 119 77.3% 1.37 Over-represented
Alanded immigrant/ . 5 o 35 227%  0.67 Under-represented
permanent resident
A refugee claimant 54 3.8% - -
An international o
student 118 8.2%
Not listed above 35 2.4% - -
Total 1432 100% 154 100%
. . . Outcome: Have an
Sexual Orlgntatlon Population IEP DI Interpretation of DI
Identity
# % # %
Not Straight 843 12.2% 225 14.7% 1.20 Over-represented
Straight 5286 76.4% 1108 72.3% 0.95 Under-represented
Total 6129 88.6% 1333 87.0%
Pobulation Outcome: Have an
Challenges Identity P IEP DI Interpretation of DI
# % # %
1 Challenge 1886 69.8% 729 64.5%  0.92 Under-represented
2 Challenges 512 18.9% 239 211% 112 Over-represented
3 Challenges 173 6.4% 88 7.8% 1.22  Over-represented
4 Challenges 65 2.4% 35 31% 1.29  Over-represented
5 Challenges 34 1.3% 24 21% 1.69 Over-represented
6 or more Challenges 32 1.2% 16 1.4% 119  Over-represented
Total 2702 100% 1131 100%
000
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