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Kentucky Continuous Monitoring Process
District Self-Assessment
Reporting SY 2009-2010 Data

	District Name:
	[bookmark: Text3]     

	District Number:
	[bookmark: Text4]     

	Date(s) of District Review Meeting(s):
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	Names and Titles of the people who served on the District Review Team: (Including at least one parent of a student with disabilities):
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	Title
	Name
	Title
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Correction of Noncompliance
Has the district identified areas of noncompliance during their self-assessment in the following areas?
	Indicator
	Compliant? (Yes or No)
	Data

	11 – Evaluation Timelines
	     
	Record Reviews submitted May, 2010

	12 – Early Childhood Transition
	     
	2009-2010 Preschool Performance Report

	13 – Secondary Transition
	     
	Record Reviews submitted May, 2010



For any self-identified areas of noncompliance, describe the steps the district is taking to correct the noncompliance.  (If there are no areas of noncompliance identified, skip this section.)
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Indicator 3
	Indicator 3:	Participation and performance of children with IEPs on statewide assessments: 
A. NA.  This is a state level indicator
B. Participation rate for children with IEPs.
C.	Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level; modified; and alternate academic achievement standards.
OSEP Requirement:	State Performance Plan Indicator 3

	State Target: 
	FFY 2009
	Measurable and Rigorous Targets

	Indicator
	3B - Participation for Students 
with IEPs
	3C - Proficiency for Students 
with IEPs

	StateTargets for
2009-2010
	Reading
	Math
	Reading
	Math

	
	100%
	100%
	40.02%
	43.00%

	Actual State Data for 
2009-2010
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%

	
	[bookmark: Text1]     
	[bookmark: Text2]     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Actual District Data for 
2009-2010
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%
	#
	%

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     





	Data Source:  	Offices of Assessment and Accountability Student Data Tool and District Performance Report


Indicator 3
	Data Analysis
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Indicator 3
	Describe the district’s process for analyzing achievement data including how special education issues were considered and conclusions that were drawn related to root causes for district performance.

	     
 































Indicator 3
	
Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1
     

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
     

	Activity 2
     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
     



Indicator 5
	Indicator 5:	Percent of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21:
A. Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day 
B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day
C. Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements

OSEP Requirement:	State Performance Plan Indicator 5

	
	
	
Percent
	
State Target
	
Target Met
(Yes or No)

	A.  Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day
	     
	More than 64.5%
	     

	B.  Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day
	     
	Less than 11.1%
	     

	C.  Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital programs.
	     
	 Less than 2.05%
	     




	Data Source:  	Section 618 Data (December 1, 2009 Child Count Report of Children and Youth with Disabilities)




Indicator 5
	Data Analysis

	     









Indicator 5
	Description of previous activities and their effectiveness.

	     








Indicator 5

	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)

	|_|
	Inconsistent implementation of inclusion practices
	
	|_|
	Consistent implementation of appropriate inclusion practices, including consideration of regular class as the first placement option

	|_|
	Lack of understanding of how to document LRE resulting in inaccurate data
	
	|_|
	Effective implementation of Response to Intervention

	|_|
	Scheduling issues impact LRE data (i.e. block scheduling)
	
	|_|
	Strong co-teaching and use of differentiated instruction by general education teachers

	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     
	
	|_|
	Monitoring of collaboration practices by building administrators

	
	
	
	|_|
	Regular monitoring of records by district administration

	
	
	
	
	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     








Indicator 5
	
Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1
     

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
          

	Activity 2
     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
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Indicator 9 & 10
	Indicator 9:  Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification
Indicator 10:  Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification


OSEP Requirement:	State Performance Plan Indicator 9 & 10

	 

	Race/Ethnicity
	Number of All Students Enrolled
	Number of Students with Disabilities
	Risk Ratio
	Disproportionate Representation

	Black, Non-Hispanic
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Hispanic
	     
	     	
	     
	     

	Asian
	     
	     
	     
	     

	American Indian
	     
	     
	     
	     





	Data Source:  	Section 618 Data (December 1, 2009 Child Count of Children and Youth with Disabilities), District Growth Factor Reports





	
Disability Category
	
Black, Non-Hispanic
	
Hispanic
	
Asian
	
American Indian

	
	# with Disabilities
	Risk Ratio
	# with Disabilities
	Risk Ratio
	# with Disabilities
	Risk Ratio
	# with Disabilities
	Risk Ratio

	Mental Disabilities 
(MMD and FMD)
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Speech Language
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Emotional Behavioral Disability
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Specific Learning Disability
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Other Health Impaired
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Autism
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Developmental Delay
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	Disproportionate Status
	     
	     
	     
	     




Indicator 9 & 10
	Data Analysis

	     








Indicator 9 and 10
	Description of previous activities and their effectiveness.

	     






Indicator 9 & 10
	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)

	|_|
	Appropriate, scientifically proven, research-based instruction in reading and math is not consistently provided to all students prior to, or as a part of the referral.
	
	|_|
	Appropriate, scientifically proven, research-based instruction in reading and math are consistently provided to all students prior to, or as a part of the referral.

	|_|
	Cognitive Assessments are used without regard to some assessments being more appropriate than others for students of different races/ethnicities.
	
	|_|
	Cognitive assessments are carefully chosen and used to ensure students of all races/ethnicities are assessed equitably.

	|_|
	ARCs make eligibility decisions with missing pieces of data or inconsistently triangulate all available information to make appropriate decisions.
	
	|_|
	ARCs carefully make eligibility decisions based on having complete assessment data that are triangulated to ensure the student meets eligibility criteria.

	|_|
	ARCs make eligibility decisions without clearly documenting the adverse effect of the disability that is significantly and consistently below the level of similar age peers.
	
	|_|
	ARCs do not determine a child eligible for special education services without clearly documenting the adverse effect of the disability that is significantly and consistently below the level of similar age peers.

	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     
	
	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     




Indicator 9 & 10 
	
Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1
     	

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
     

	Activity 2
     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
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Indicator 11
	Indicator 11:	Percent of children with parental consent to evaluate, who were evaluated and eligibility determined within 60 school days

OSEP Requirement:	State Performance Plan Indicator 11

	State Target: 	One hundred percent (100%) of children with parental consent to evaluate will be evaluated and eligibility determined within 60 school days.

		Indicator 11 Data
(from May 2010 Data Collection Form)
	Availability of Evaluation Personnel
	Personnel Training Issue
	Excessive Student Absenteeism
	Transfer Student
	Parental Factors
	Issues with District Tracking System
	Difficulty Obtaining External Evaluation Components

	# Records Reviewed
	     
	

	# Records in Compliance
	     
	

	Compliance Rate
	     
	

	Reason(s) for Exceeding Timelines
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	This is a compliance indicator. Districts must maintain or attain 100% compliance.
Plans for improvement must be designed to correct any noncompliance within one year.




	Data Source:  	KCMP 1 - Record Review (Item #56); District Child Tracking System - (10% or a minimum of 10 records; maximum of 50)




Indicator 11
	Data Analysis

	     




Indicator 11
	Description of previous activities and their effectiveness.

	     






Indicator 11
	Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)

	|_|
	Availability of evaluation personnel
	
	|_|
	Availability of evaluation personnel

	|_|
	Personnel training issue
	
	|_|
	Personnel training issue

	|_|
	Excessive student absenteeism
	
	|_|
	District tracking system

	|_|
	Transfer Student
	
	|_|
	Accountability system

	|_|
	Parental Factors
	
	|_|
	District evaluation procedures

	|_|
	Scheduling eligibility meeting too close to 60 school day timeline to allow for unforeseen circumstances
	
	|_|
	Cooperation and communication among district staff

	|_|
	Issues with district tracking system
	
	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     

	|_|
	Difficulty in obtaining external evaluation components
	
	

	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     
	
	





Indicator 11
	
Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1
     













	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
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	Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 2
     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
     





Indicator 12

	Indicator 12:	(For programs with  preschool services only)  Percent of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays
OSEP Requirement:	State Performance Plan Indicator 12

	State Target: 	One hundred percent (100%) - All eligible students transitioning from Part C have an IEP in place by their third birthday.

		     
	Total number of referrals from Part C

	     
	Number of children eligible for Part B services who had an IEP in place by the third birthday

	     
	Number of children determined not eligible for Part B services by their third birthday

	     
	Number of children determined not eligible for Part B services by their third birthday

	     
	Number of children for whom parent refused to provide consent caused delays in evaluation or initial services.

	     
	Number of First Steps referrals that parents refused  district services

	     
	Number of referrals district was unable to complete special education process due to child's illness or parents request for delay

	     
	Number of referrals received from First Steps in less than 90 days from 3rd birthday and IEP was developed by 3rd birthday

	     
	Number of referrals received from First Steps in less than 90 days rom 3rd birthday and no IEP was developed.

	     
	Percent Compliant




	This is a compliance indicator. Districts must maintain or attain 100% compliance.
Plans for improvement must be designed to correct any noncompliance within one year.

	Data Source:  	2009-2010 Preschool Performance Report



Indicator 12
	Data Analysis

	     




Indicator 12
	Description of previous activities and their effectiveness.

	     






Indicator 12
	Indicator 12 Root Causes

	Root Causes for Districts that DID NOT MEET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)
	
	Root Causes for Districts that MET Target
(Place an X by the root cause that most significantly impacted performance)

	|_|
	Issues with scheduling evaluations
	
	|_|
	Effective system for scheduling evaluations

	|_|
	Scheduling ARC Meetings too close to 3rd birthday to allow for unforeseen circumstances
	
	|_|
	ARC meetings scheduled early enough for built in flexibility

	|_|
	Lack of staff to complete timely evaluations
	
	|_|
	Sufficient staff to complete timely evaluations

	|_|
	Ineffective tracking procedures
	
	|_|
	Effective tracking procedures

	|_|
	Inability to find child
	
	|_|
	Effective collaboration with First Steps

	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     
	
	|_|
	Local Preschool Transition Agreement

	
	
	
	|_|
	Early Identifying List provided by KDE

	
	
	
	|_|
	Other (Specify):
	     



Indicator 12
	
Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1
     	

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
     	

	Activity 2
     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	2
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	3
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     

	* NI = Not Implemented; I = Implemented; IP = In Progress; O = Ongoing; C = Completed; D = Discontinued

	Resources:
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