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	District Name:
	Glasgow Independent

	District Number:
	197

	Date(s) of District Review Meeting(s):
	     
	     
	     
	April 19, 2010
	     


	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

	Mike Vaught
	Principal
	Heather Barfield
	Parent

	Terri Ross
	Reg. Ed. Teacher
	Michelle Lynch
	Reg. Ed. Teacher

	Kristina Sidebottom
	School Psychologist
	Melanie Dakin
	Sp. Ed. Teacher

	Kim Wood
	Sp. Ed. Teacher
	April Hagan
	Reg. Ed. Teacher

	Vicki Smith
	Sp. Ed. Teacher
	Lisa Underwood
	Sp. Ed. Teacher

	Jade Nadile (Poynter)
	Sp. Ed. Teacher
	Kelly Oliver
	Principal

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     


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

	
	130
	130
	100%
	130
	130
	100%
	48%
	45%



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

	The DRT reviewed data received from the district’s Assessment Coordinator and presented by Ms. Hudson.   It was noted that all students with IEPs  as required did participate in statewide assessments.   Thus the district met the 100% target.   

Also reviewed and analyzed was the district’s students with IEPs  percentages of reaching Proficiency in Reading and Math compared to the state targets.  It should be noted that the district did not have ample IEP students in any grade to be reported as such however we did collect the data and shared the percentages with the DRT.   No student names, specific teachers of these students or any other information was shared in order to protect confidentiality.
In both content areas, our total number of students with IEPs did meet and surpassed state targets.    In Reading, the district had an overall Proficiency rate of 48% and in Math had an overall Proficiency rate of 45%.   The district’s students with IEPs had approximately a 7-8% higher rate of scoring Proficiency than the required state target.
   Overall district:  63 students w/ IEPs = 48% Reading

   Overall district:  59 students w/ IEPs = 45% Math

   In further analysis, the number of students with IEPs involved in statewide assessments and Proficiency rates were broken down per school.

Highland Elementary School:

24  w/ IEP tested

# P Reading        10   =   41.6%

# P Math             11   =   45.8%

South Green Elementary School:

17  w/ IEP tested

# P Reading      11  =  64.7%

# P Math           11  =  64.7%

Glasgow Middle School:

67 w/ IEP tested

# P Reading      38  =  56.7%

# P Math           37  =  55.2%

Glasgow High School:

22 w/ IEP tested

# P Reading      4  =  18.1%

# P Math   
      0  =     0  %
The DRT went on to analyze the disparity from middle school and high school Proficient rates of students with IEPs by also reviewing the over percentage of ALL students performing at the Proficient or Distinguished level between the schools.   Overall, students (disabled and non-disabled) at the high school are performing at a lower percentage, especially in math, than the students at the middle school.

READING:
Glasgow Middle School Total Population

     6th grade  Combined percent of Proficient and Distinguished  =  80.58%

     7th grade  Combined of Proficient and Distinguished              =   72.02%

     8th grade  Combined of Proficient and Distinguished              =   77.46%
                                                                                       (Average =  76.68%)
Glasgow High School Total Population   

     11th grade  Combined percent of Proficient and Distinguished  =  70.27%

MATH:
Glasgow Middle School Total Population  

     6th grade  Combined percent of Proficient and Distinguished  =  84.7%

     7th grade  Combined of Proficient and Distinguished              =   70.8%

     8th grade  Combined of Proficient and Distinguished              =   67.61%

                                                                                       (Average =  74.37%)
Glasgow High School Total Population   

     11th grade  Combined percent of Proficient and Distinguished  =  39.2%

All schools including the district met AYP the previous two school years.  Both elementary schools have already met 100.    Last school year (2008-09) the high school was the only school in the district that did not meet AYP.   The sole reason for not meeting AYP was state graduation rate, thus the district did not make AYP either; otherwise the high school and the district would have met AYP.
The district fully implemented RTI at the elementary and middle school levels this school year, yet schools continue to evolve in terms of interventions that our provided in Tiers II and III.    The high school has some implementation of RTI, yet does not have a screening or complete monitoring system in place.


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
	
	X
	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

	 FORMCHECKBOX 

	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

	      

The DRT determined that the most  significant cause to impact meeting the state target is due to all students having access to the core content and higher order thinking skills.   The committee believes that providing full opportunity for collaboration (co-teaching) at the three levels of schools allows complete access to core content.    It was noted from previous KCMP Indicator 5 this year (data from 12/1/08) that the district had  84.93% of students with IEPs in regular classes 80% of the day or more.   When resource classes are utilized, they are most often for additional instruction, for reteaching a concept/skill or time for homework completion/test review.  

There is concern however over the low performance rate of Proficiency for students with IEPs at the high school level, yet the entire student population of high school students Proficiency and Distinguished rate is at a much lower rate than at the middle school.    The high school has made great strides in the development and implementation of their PLC this school year.   They still have room to grow in their knowledge and understanding not only of their role, but of essential elements, understanding and assistance with implementation of formative assessments.   It is felt that the PLC can be of great assistance in helping the school better analyze and plan for instruction through formative assessments for both regular and special education students .



Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

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

	Activity 1

ARCs will always consider the first option for Least Restrictive Environment being the Regular Classroom with specially designed instruction, provision of co-teaching/collaborations services and modifications/accommodations to support that option.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	ARC Chairpersons will be trained in the area of the IEPs specifically concerning LRE options.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	Special Education teachers will receive IEP  training by a Caveland Consultant which will include LRE decision making and specially designed instruction.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Student record reviews will be conducted to verify regular class is being discussed and documented in writing at ARC meetings as the first option for LRE and a reason for not choosing that option. 
	 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:

     Technical assistance provided by Caveland Educational Support Center Consultant.  

	Activity 2

The district will continue to utilize school PLCs in the assistance of analyzing school/student data, formative assessment, and planning and  promoting targeted instruction for every student particularly not meeting benchmarks.   This will facilitate the co-teaching of students in regular classrooms.

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     District will provide PD opportunities for PLCs in understanding their role, purpose, responsibilites, etc.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	The district will provide PD to schools concerning formative assessments.
	 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:

Technical assistance from GRREC as well as other possible PD opportunities in house and out.   Title I can assist with cost.


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

	 KDE has gathered parent responses through a survey over the last four to five years but does not currently have parent involvement data for every district.   KDE is therefore requiring school districts to focus on improving results for Indicator 8 by addressing the two lowest ranked survey items. 

 Item #2:  In preparation for my child’s transition planning meeting I was given information about options my child will have after high school.

 Item #7:  I was given information about organizations that offer support for parents of students with disabilities.  



Indicator 4 Continued on Next Page

Indicator 8 – (Continued)
	Data Analysis

	     Our district encourages parent participation at all ARC meetings by scheduling meetings per paren’ts request for a particular day, time and/or location.  On occasion an ARC meeting might be held at a parent’s home or by conference call.  Parents receive written notices, phone calls and handwritten reminders pertaining to ARC meetings.

High school special education teachers have received training once to twice a year from the DoSE pertaining to Transition and IEP for the last several years as well as participated in off campus trainings.   Most recently (April 2010) the Caveland Education Support Center transition Consultant provided record review and updated training to these teachers.   

The ongoing trainings to the GCHS high school special education teachers and DOSE. The DOSE schedules fall and spring transition meetings with teachers to discuss updates, concerns and etc. GCHS has a special education teacher who is a member of the Caveland Cooperative transition team. She attends the scheduled meetings and returns with information she distributes to teachers. 

By age 14 and during an ARC meeting, discussion of transition with parents occur.  By age 16, the student is also invited to ARC meetings as an active participant.  Outside agencies may be invited to attend ARC meetings to discuss services and resources they might have able to offer to the parent and student.  When an agency cannot attend, other means are provided for sharing the information with the parents.
A variety of opportunities are provided/offered and information completed in order to plan for successful transition:  Job and Transition Fair for juniors and seniors to participate, completion of document My Goals After I Graduate, completion of career exploration survey and career decision making, completion of ILP with annual updates,  EXPLORE, PLAN, ACT, involvement of Vocational Rehabilitation services for post secondary transition at the end of junior year, participation in Community Based Transition Work Program for those who quality, participation in visits to colleges and universities, referrals to Life Skills for long range planning for functional disabled students, etc.
The district promotes overall parent involvement and provides a variety of means and opportunities at many levels and in conjunction with community agencies, including but not limited to the following:  

-Hispanic Informational Night                                 - Donuts with Dad
-Family Literacy Program                                       - Kiwanis
-Barren County Adult Education                            - Local Churches
-Barren County Health Dept.                                 – School level transition 
-Back to School Bash                                              -Kid’s Hope

-Parent/Teacher Conferences                                  -YMCA

-T.J. Samson Resource Center                                -Big Brothers/Big Sisters 

-Kid’s Hope                                                             -YMCA

-Mary Wood Weldon Library

-School Open House
-School Resource Centers

-Home visits by school staff
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Indicator 8 – (Continued)
	Activities with Action Steps, Resources, Explanation of Progress and Progress Status

	Activity 1

Special education teachers will at least annually and no later than age 14 provide transition information and options to parents including information of agencies who may provide assistance, support and services for students with disabilities during and after high school.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	Special education teachers will receive training pertaining to IEP and transition requirements at least yearly.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	Special education teachers will have an available list of resources and agencies to share with parents pertaining to transition.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Record Review of at least two student due process folders will occur annually to monitor that parent resources have been provided.
	 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:
Technical assistance from Caveland Educational Support Center Transition Consultant. 

	Activity 2

The district will encourage and promote parent participation and understanding of completion of the KDE Parent Survey.

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	At the conclusion of annual review ARC meetings, special education teachers will be encouraged to offer a hard copy of the Parent Survey and a provide a brief explanation and the importance of their participation.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	The district will utilize One Call phone message system to inform parents of students with disabilities that the survey is available and how to participate.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Parents will be notified by letter and offered the opportunity to complete the online parent survey at their child’s school and with assistance if requested.
	 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:

      List of all parents’ phone numbers and addresses of disabled students in order to utilize One Call and mail a letter.   Computers for parents to access.
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