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	District Name:
	Barren

	District Number:
	021

	Date(s) of District Review Meeting(s):
	04/26/10
	     
	     
	     
	     


	Names and Titles of the people who served on the District Review Team: (Including at least one parent of a student with disabilities):

	Name
	Title
	Name
	Title

	Mark Wallace
	Director of Special Education
	Cynthia York
	ECE Teacher Consultant

	Ann Epperson
	Psychologist
	Glen Byrd
	ECE BCHS Guidance

	Warren Cunningham
	BCHS Asst. Principal
	Amy Irwin
	BCMS Guidance

	Angie Todd
	Parent
	Matt Gardner
	BCMS Teacher

	Shari Alexander
	District Curriculum Resource Teacher
	Sherry Stephens 
	Migrant Coordinator

	Erica Nesbitt
	Elementary Counselor
	Leigh Anne Roden
	Speech Language Pathologist

	Kenny Carey
	ECE Teacher
	Bo Matthews
	Director of Pupil Personnel

	Candida Kingery
	Parent
	Amy Irvin
	MS Counselor

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     


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 2008
Measurable and Rigorous Targets
Indicator

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

Targets for
FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
Reading

Math

Reading

Math

100%

100%

39.82%

38%

Actual State Data for 
FFY 2008 
(2008-2009)
#

%

#

%

#

%

#

%

48,148

100.00

47,193

100.00

20,178

41.91

18,088

38.33



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


	Indicator 3 Data

	FFY 2008
	Measurable and Rigorous Targets

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

	Targets for FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
	Reading
	Math
	Reading
	Math

	
	100%
	100%
	39.82%
	38%

	Actual District Data for FFY 2008 (2008-2009)
	EnrolledWith IEPs
	Tested
	Percent Participation
	Enrolled With IEPs
	Tested
	Percent Participation
	Percent   Proficient
	Percent    Proficient

	
	265
	265
	1
	265
	265
	1
	.3795
	.3818



When entering percents, enter as a value four places after the decimal point so that 55.25% would be entered as ‘.5525’.  
100.00% should be entered as a whole number of “1” without decimal points.
Data for 3B. and 3C above comes from the third and fourth pages of the district wide NCLB AYP Report for 2009 found at this link:  http://applications.education.ky.gov/ktr/default.aspx

Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page


Indicator 3
	Data Analysis
For indicator 3b, the district met the participation rate at 100% in reading and math.  According to the 2008 progress report, the district also met participation rate at 100% in both areas.  Moreover, participation rate was also at 100% for 2006 and 2007.

For indicator 3c, the district met the APR target for math, but not reading.  In reviewing the AYP report from 2008, the district improved in the area of reading- going from 35.65% to 37.95%.  In math, the district improved from 28.57% to 38.18%, meeting the state target of 38%.  The DRT’s review of four year trend data in reading indicates an initial increase in 2007 followed by a decrease in proficiency in 2008 and a small increase in 2009.  Although there was a small increase in 2009, the state target was not met.  Trend data in math indicates a steady increase starting in 2006 with the state target being

 met in 

	For indicator 3b, the district met the participation rate at 100% in the areas of reading and math.  After a review of data from 2007, it appears the district has met this indicator consistently.
For indicator 3c, the district met the APR target for math, but not reading.  After reviewing the APR report from 2008, the district did improve in the area of reading going from 35.65% to 37.95%. In math, the district improved from 28.57% to 38.18%, meeting the state target of 38%.  After the DRT reviewed trend data from four years, it appears that reading scores have fluctuated, with only small increases being noted in 2007 and 2009.  Trend data in math reveals a steady increase starting in 2007 with the state target being met in 2009.  
Novice Reduction data was also reviewed to make comparisons over the last two years. At the High School, data revealed a reduction in novice low and high percentages in the area of reading, with proficient and distinguished percentages increasing.  In math, the scores have fluctuated, with novice low going up and medium and high percentages going down.   At the Middle School, there has been a decrease in novice medium and an increase in novice high percentages in the area of reading. In the area of math, novice low, medium, and high percentages decreased, with proficient scores remaining about the same and distinguished scores increasing.  At the elementary level, novice scores actually increased over the last two years in reading.  In the area of math, novice scores have fluctuated with novice low and medium percentages being up in 2009.  Proficient and distinguished percentages went down.  
After a review of the AYP reports for each school, it was noted that none of the schools met the criteria for the ECE subpopulation to count towards AYP.  However, after pulling reports from the Student Data Tool, the following schools within the district would have met the state targets in the respective areas for their ECE population:  Barren County High in math, Hiseville Elementary in reading and math, Park City in reading and math, Red Cross in reading and math, and Temple Hill in reading and math.  
While the DoSE has identified the number of students needing to perform at the proficient level in reading and math at all schools over the past several years, trend line data from individual schools has been inconsistently shared at the district level.  The district has not formally analyzed assessment data based on where ECE students receive services; however, it is evident that ECE students at the high showed increases in math scores where services for math are primarily provided in the resource room.
It is felt that all students have access to the core content as well as evidence-based instruction.  The district is implementing a response to intervention program.  Students are identified based on their scores from the MAP and teacher referral.  Students are then placed into evidence-based intervention programs with progress monitoring occurring every one to two weeks.  Student data team meets every six to eight weeks to review progress and determine next steps for each student.  
Overall, the DRT has concerns with inconsistent reading scores and progress.  




Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 3 – (Continued)
	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)

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Not all students have access to core content and higher order thinking skills
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	ALL students have access to the core content and higher order thinking skills 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Staff have lower expectations for students with disabilities and their instructional practices reflect this belief
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	ALL staff have high expectations for students with disabilities and their instructional practices reflect this belief 

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Failure to differentiate instructional practices based on individual needs of students with disabilities
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Professional development and support for teachers and administrators on differentiation of instructional practices based on individual needs of students

	X
	Failure of district and/or school administration and teachers to monitor individual students who are not meeting targets
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Assessment data is disaggregated down to the individual student

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Failure to match evidence-based instructional practices and interventions to the specific needs of the student.  Failure to track on-going progress to modify instruction
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Instructional practices and interventions are specifically selected to meet the individual needs of the student and progress is tracked to modify instructional practices

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Teachers do not receive PD on evidence-based instructional practices and interventions with built in follow-up and monitoring
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Teachers receive PD on evidence-based instructional practices and interventions with built in follow-up and monitoring  

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Other (Specify):
	     
	
	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	Other (Specify):
	     


Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 3 – (Continued)
	Explanation and Evidence of Root Causes

	     Even though the district has a response to intervention system in place to identify struggling students, the ECE population is not generally included in this system; therefore, analysis of their performance on the KCCT and other assessments has not been consistently monitored.  Teachers routinely monitor IEP goals; however, these may not be aligned with KCCT targets.  



Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 3 – (Continued)
	Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1

     The DoSE, Teacher Consultant, and Principals will analyze ECE student data from the KCCT data tool to target areas of need for each individual student by the end of October 2010.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	Obtain Student Data Tool from the DAC
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	DoSE, Teacher Consultant, and Principals will review the KCCT student data to identify students who need extra help to move up in performance level.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	DoSE, Teacher Consultant and Principals will meet with ECE teachers to share information. 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

Data Tool 

	Activity 2

Based on performance data, teachers will provide evidenced –based instruction to help students move up in performance levels by Spring 2011.

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	Obtain a list of evidenced-based curriculum and strategies used by ECE Teachers for targeted students.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	ECE Teachers will submit monitoring data every two weeks to building principals.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

Evidence-based curriculum, Progress Monitoring Tools


Indicator 8
	Indicator 8:
Percent of parents with a child receiving special education services who report that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities.
OSEP Requirement:
State Performance Plan Indicator 8

	State Target: 
Twenty-nine and a half percent (29.5%) of parents with a child receiving special education services report that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities.

	Data Source:  
KDE Parent Survey.

	Indicator 8 Data

	


Indicator 4 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 8 – (Continued)

	Data Analysis

	Although the parent survey was not required for 2008-2009 school year, the DRT did review data from 2006-2007 and 2007-2008 regarding parent involvement.  In 2006-2007, 92% of parents reported that schools facilitated parent involvement  In 2007-2008, 94% of parents reported that the schools facilitated parental involvement.  Beginning in the 7th grade, the Career Scope and the Informal Inventory: My Goals after I graduate from High School are given to ECE students.  Based on the Career Scope, three career interest areas are identified and included on the ILP.  This information is then shared and discussed with parents at annual review meetings.  Appropriate goals are then included on the IEP, including the need for any inter-agency linkages. With consent from parents, outside agencies are invited to future ARC meetings.  Also at annual review meetings, a list of outside agency contact information is provided to parents.  Via the ILP, possible employment/educational opportunities after high school are discussed such as: job search, employment, supported employment, supported living, attendance at a technical school or college, attendance at Carl Perkins Institute, and possible military options.  ECE Guidance Counselors are employed to work specifically with ECE students and their parents in regards to IEPs, IEP Progress, Transition Needs, Class Schedules, and personal issues they may be having.  


Indicator 8 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 8 – (Continued)
	Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1

Prior to the annual transition planning meetings,  a copy of the student’s ILP and/or transition manual will be sent home to the parent/emancipated youth highlighting areas of interest and aptitude along with an explanation of  options in order for parent to come to meeting prepared for further discussion.
Implementers:  ECE teachers and guidance counselors

Timeline:  August 2010- May 2011

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	ECE teachers at MS and HS will send a copy of each student’s ILP home with the notice of ARC. 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

ILP, ECE teachers and guidance counselors

	Activity 2

 The Outside Agency Contact Information sheet will be given and explained to parents at annual review meetings.
Implementers:  ECE Guidance Counselors, Teachers, District Representatives
Timeline:  August 2010- May 2011

Activity 3

The district will create a link through its website to access the KDE parent survey.  

Implementers:  ECE Teachers and Administrators,  District Technology Team

Timeline:  August 2010- May 2011



	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	ECE Teacher Consultant will update Contact Information Sheet and distribute to teachers and counselors.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	District Representatives will give to parents at annual review meetings.  
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Activity 3 Action Steps
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	Technology Team will work with DoSE and Teacher Consultant to establish survey link to parent survey on district website.

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	Parents will be reminded and encouraged by teachers and administrators to complete survey at annual review meetings. 
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

Outside Agency Contact Information, ECE consultant, ECE teachers, Administrators
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