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	District Name:
	Logan County

	District Number:
	351

	Date(s) of District Review Meeting(s):
	     
	     
	     
	     
	     


	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

	Barry Goley
	Director of Special Education
	Shannon Batchelor
	School Psychologist

	Annelle White
	School Psychologist
	Jane Wilkins
	Preschool Family Facilitator

	Erin Hesson
	Special Education Teacher
	Casey Jaynes
	Principal

	Mike Crawford
	Special Education Teacher
	Shannon Gorrell
	Parent

	Rachel Hanger
	Special Education Teacher
	Robbie Davis
	Guidance Counselor

	Sheryl Speck
	Guidance Counselor
	Casey Spears
	Curriculum Specialist

	Marisa Hopkins
	Curriculum Specialist
	Mike Hurt
	District Assessment Coordinator

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     


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

	
	262
	262
	100%
	262
	262
	100%
	56.95
	53.51



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

	After reviewing the No Child Left Behind AYP district report, we had 100% participation of students (N = 262) for both reading and math assessments.  For reading, the district exceeded the state target, reporting 56.95% proficient.  In math, the percent proficient was 53.51%, again exceeding the state proficient target goal.  
Logan County made great gains from 2008, (reading 46.45%; math 39.13%) and demonstrated increased proficiency among students with disabilities.  The gap between disabled and non-disabled populations is narrowing.  Between 2008 and 2009, the number of students increased by 16 students (6.11% increase).  The percent of reading proficient students increased 10.5 percentage points, or a gain of over 21% from the 2008 report.  Likewise, for math, the percent increase 14.38 percentage points, or a gain of nearly 37%.
The elementary schools had a high percentage of students scoring proficient and distinguished in reading (grades 3-8; approximately 60% P+D), while the high school sophomores had only 23% scoring proficient and no students scoring distinguished for students with disabilities.  Likewise, in math, the elementary schools had approximately 61% scoring proficient and distinguished, with the high school juniors reporting 3% proficient and 0% distinguished.  

The DRT evaluated the data from the elementary schools in comparison to the programs and interventions being implemented to target both reading and math deficiencies for all students, but particularly for students with disabilities.  With the district percentage increase, there was consensus the programs seem to build the foundational skills for students that seem to target some of the specific areas of weakness as indicated on the Interim Performance Report for Reading and Math Core Content.


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

	 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

	Purchased and implemented during this school year with ARRA funds were 2 intervention programs specifically targeted for students with disabilities in both reading and math.  Both programs were implemented throughout all the elementary schools, and only the reading program was purchased for the high school.  Both programs provide research-based interventions to assist students in developing the basic skills of reading (e.g., phonics) and math (e.g., basic operations).


Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

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

	Activity 1

Continue implementation of the reading (Systems 44 and READ 180) and math (FASTT Math) programs at the respective schools.  Teachers of these programs will continually utilize the data provided with the programs (SAMS with Systems 44/READ 180) to target the weaknesses of the students.  This data tool has not been a primary focus in the past, but with the continued support of the program, it is imperative for teachers and building administrators to begin disaggregating the information by student to focus on areas that align with assessments.  Likewise, the math intervention provides student reports that must be reviewed to address the specific areas of weakness.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	5/2010
	10/2010
	2/2011
	5/2011
	

	1
	Continue use and implementation of both research-based programs
	O
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	On-going

	2
	Assist teachers of the programs and building administrators in utilizing SAMS to obtain student data reports
	
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Use the data reports to develop goals/objectives for students with disabilities
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	For secondary students, special education teachers will analyze data at the student level to target specific needs of the students for implementation during intervention periods.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

SAMS, Scholastic Report Manual, READ 180/Systems 44 Data tools

	Activity 2

     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	 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:

     


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

	Because KDE does not currently have parent involvement data for every district, the State is focused on improving results for Indicator 8 statewide. 

The two lowest ranked survey items are:

· 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

	Activities addressing parental involvement vary in Logan County according to the educational level of the students. Some of the activities designed to encourage parent participation include:

· Parent teacher conferences

· School websites

· Family Reading/Literacy Night

· School newsletters

· Open houses

· Transition meetings

· Transition Fair

· Monthly transition meetings between middle and high school, and provided to parents during ARC meetings

· High school has parent workshops on scholarships, FAFSA preparation

· Campus visits to post-secondary institutions

· Career days at the high school

· Freshman Orientation during April for 8th graders; again in July for upcoming 9th graders



	


Indicator 8 Continued on Next Page

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

	Activity 1

District will develop a Special Education page on the district website, with a specific category for Transition.  Included on the website will be the Resource Guide developed for Logan and Warren Counties.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	05/27/10
	08/1/10
	12/1/10
	     
	

	1
	Coordinate the development of the district Special Education website with the technology department
	NI
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	Update the Resource Guide to include all agencies available to assist students and parents
	O
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Publish the Guide to the district website
	NI
	 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:

     

	Activity 2

     

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	     
	 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:
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