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	District Name:
	Simpson County Schools

	District Number:
	535

	Date(s) of District Review Meeting(s):
	4/27/2010
	12/17/2009
	11/12/2009
	10/15/2009
	09/31/2009


	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

	Shelia Baugh
	Director of Special Education, DAC
	Stephanie Cornwell
	Transition Facilitator, FSHS

	Michelle Antle
	School Psychologist
	Ashley McGinnis
	School Psychologist

	Sandra Garrison
	Occupational Therapist
	Gayla McCoy
	Speech Therapist

	Sandra Gile
	Speech Therapist
	Whitney Maxwell
	Curriculum Consultant, Lincoln Elementary

	Denise Reetzke
	Curriculum Consultant, FSMS
	Candice Stolt
	Preschool Coordinator


	Pat Taylor
	Parent
	Joyce Pais
	Principal, Simpson Elementary


	Stephen Guthrie
	Special Education Teacher
	Lori Stevens 
	Speech Therapist

	Jill Kummer
	Assist. Principal/Curriculum, FSHS
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     

	     
	     
	     
	     


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)
	Enrolled With IEPs
	Tested
	Percent Participation
	Enrolled With IEPs
	Tested
	Percent Participation
	Percent   Proficient
	Percent    Proficient

	
	181
	181
	1
	181
	181
	100%
	37.20%
	26.62%



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

	When reviewing the data for the students with disabilities and their performance on the KCCT for purposes of reading and math for No Child Left Behind, the data was sobering.  While the state target for reading was 39.82% proficient and the state goal for math was 38%, Simpson County Schools fell short of both of those marks.  Simpson County Schools have been a district in assistance and at Tier 3, Level 3 consequences.  However, due to the increases in the district’s scores, there is not a Highly Skilled Educator assigned to the district.  While the Spring, 2009 scores for students with disabilities in the area of reading was 37.20% proficient, there was an increase of almost 7% of the students from the previous year.  The Spring, 2009 scores for students with disabilities in the area of math was 26.62% proficient, which was an increase of 9.5% from the previous year.  The increase in math allowed the district to reach Safe Harbor for this year.  Obviously, that was an improvement that was recognized and appreciated.  The special education teachers took their rosters from the spring and analyzed the data with the DAC/DoSE at the beginning of the 2009-10 school year when the NCLB results were released.    Each teacher had to look at the individual scores of their students and compare that score to what they had earlier projected that the student would score.  Cut scores were shared with the teachers so that they could realize what the scores would need to be in order to score proficient.  Then the special education teachers were given the NCLB calculator and had to determine the number of proficient scores that were needed at each grade level this year in order for the individual schools and then the district as a whole to reach the NCLB goals for this year.  It was also noted that the Annual Measurable Objective for the state was increasing for all students as well.  Each regular education and special education teacher for each grade have been explained the number of students with IEPs  at  each grade level that need to be proficient  in order to meet the required  objectives for reading and math.  The district has just begun to train in formative assessment and differentiation with Carol Ann Tomlinson’s research regarding differentiation.  


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 

	   X 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 observations that have been conducted in classrooms support the failure to differentiate instructional practices based upon the individual needs of the students with disabilities is the root cause.  There seems to continue to be the idea of teaching to the middle and either the students get it or they do not and it does not reflect on the performance of the teacher if the students do not get the concepts.


Indicator 3 Continued on Next Page

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

	Activity 1

The district will place more emphasis on differentiation of instruction in order to ensure student success at all levels.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	The Instructional Supervisor will conduct training with the principals and curriculum specialists regarding formative assessments and differentiation of instruction.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	The Instructional Supervisor will offer to conduct a series of trainings in each of the schools regarding formative assessments and differentiation of instruction.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Schools will participate in formative assessment and differentiation trainings as determined by principals and curriculum specialists at each school.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	The teachers will be given results of MAP data to assist them with differentiation in reading and math based upon individual student performance.

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	Use NCLB calculator to calculate the reading score for all the special education students after learning checks, and/or scrimmage tests to determine how close each grade is getting to obtaining their score needed for meeting the AMO for students with disabilities in reading.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

Materials prepared by the Instructional Supervisor from his experience as a Highly Skilled Educator and GRECC trainings, MAP, Read, Write Gold

	Activity 2
Development of individual reading plans to guide instruction for all special education students that are below the 25%ile in reading.

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	After students with disabilities are given the MAP test, all students that score below the 25%ile are then given an individual reading assessment.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	The assessment will be analyzed and an individual reading plan will be developed for individual reading deficits.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	The teacher will monitor progress on a weekly basis.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	The progress monitoring data will be reviewed a minimum of three times per year with plans revised as needed.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	     
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

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

	Resources:

MAP test, Dibels, reading screeners, progress monitoring booklets, research based materials based upon deficit skills, GRECC staff training, Scott Foresman intervention kits, Great Leaps, SRA, Wilson Reading, Achieve 3000, Earobics, Rewards, Rewards Plus, LIPS, Seeing Stars, Visualizing and Verbalizing,  Orten Gillingham strategies, Soar to Success, MAP DeCartes, Power Reading, Second Shot  reading, FCRR website, Triumph College Associates (TCA)- ACT Prep.


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

	As required by IDEA, parents are always invited to attend ARC meetings and at least one reminder of the meeting has to be provided.  Additionally, non-traditional ways of participation have occurred including holding the meeting in the home, holding conference calls, and site visits to places or employment or incarceration.  However, Simpson County Schools is reaching out to parents in ways that have not occurred before.  While traditionally, two days are allowed each semester for parent/teacher conferences, open house is provided at the beginning of the school year, parent workshops, PTAs, SBDM parent membership, parent involvement nights, and fall festivals have occurred.  This year the district decided to hold 3 meetings at different locations within the county encouraging parents to come and partner with the district to give us feed-back as to what is working well in the schools and what can be improved upon.  Dinner was provided and opportunities for parents to address their concerns were available.  One of the questions from a survey that was given to each parent present was if they were interested in serving on a district parent advisory committee.  As a result there has been one meeting thus far where each parent that had noted that they were willing to serve on a district committee were invited.  Again, dinner was provided.  Additional information was gathered and a schedule of meetings for the 2009-2010 school year was outlined.  The district has also purchased One Call Now system which the schools and the district can send a phone message to every parent in the district or sub groups can be set up such as all parents of students with disabilities.  Any parent that was not successfully contacted shows up on a report the next day.  In the elementary schools we have held Parent Nights where parents are invited to come and learn specific interventions that they can do to assist their child.


Indicator 8 Continued on Next Page

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

	Activity 1

The district will work with the state to increase parent participation in surveys and improve parent involvement.

	Action Steps for Activity 1

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	The district will send a letter to parents prior to the state survey window informing them of the upcoming survey and encouraging them to participate.
	 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:

One Call Now, email distribution, letters 

	Activity 2

The district will improve communication with parents regarding transition planning and organizations that offer support for parents of students with disabilities.

	Action Steps for Activity 2

	Action Steps
	Status by Date*
	Explanation of Progress

	
	     
	     
	     
	     
	

	1
	During high school ARCs the parent will be given options for their child after high school.

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     


	2
	During ARCs parents will be given information about organizations that offer support for parents of students with disabilities.
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Person Centered Planning will be attempted with all low incidence students as they enter high school.
	 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:

Information about organizations that support parents of students with disabilities, adult service providers, GRECC support with Person Centered Planning,
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