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Congratulations
Marie Ivers

* Qutstanding Administrator
of Special Education

* Honored during legislative
session 2/1/23

Teaching/ Teachers’ Teachers’ Teachers’ Student
Learning Thinking Planning Strategies

Effective Practices



Non-Compliance Area Noted:
Measurable goals and objectives

Goals and Objectives/ Benchmark are missing
components

¢ Both need all components
* Remember: Criteria includes how often

Conditions

and how well
* Related service goals/objectives must Observable,
also include requirements Measurable Behavior

Resource: |[EP TA Guide: Page 23

Criteria for Mastery

IEPQ — Tip of the Month: iepQ

Observable, Measurable Behavior R

Annual Goals must include
these Three Components:

How to ensure that IEP

goals have observable,

Observable .
. <4————— measurable behavior.

Measurable Behavior

Criteria for Mastery
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/documents/IEP-TA-22.pdf

IEPQ — Tip of the Month: iepQ

Observable, Measurable Behavior

* Observable: behavior is described in a way that the parent, student (if
appropriate), and any staff member can read the statement and
understand what skill the student should demonstrate.

* Measurable: behavior can be counted or quantified in a reliable
manner.

* Behavior: the chosen behavior is the instructional focus for individually-
designed instruction.

IEPQ — Tip of the Month: iepQ

Observable, Measurable Behavior

Conditions help inform the measurable, observable behavior:

Given a writing prompt (What is your favorite season and why?) and a computer
writing program with spell and grammar check functions, Kayla will write three or
more complete sentences that contain a minimum of three words (subject, verb,
noun or adjective) and address the prompt in three consecutive trials.

When provided with a set of 20 tangible objects familiar to him and one
prompt ("show me 15 blocks"), Sean will orally count out the given number of
objects with 100% accuracy in 4/5 consecutive weekly trials.

In general education classrooms, when a teacher asks Diego if he needs assistance
or redirects him back on task, Diego will respond to the teacher with clear,
appropriate words (Yes. No thank you. Where should | start?) and volume similar
to the peers in his class, in 80-100% of opportunities within an observed class
period in three consecutive weekly observations.

02/21/2023



IEPQ — Tip of the Month: iepQ

Observable, Measurable Behavior

Is this behavior observable and measurable? m

...Carlos will increase his reading skills... X

...Carlos will orally read 95 words per minute... X
...John will improve his math reasoning skills...

...John will identify and use the correct operation (multiplication X
or division) to solve the problem...

...Maddie will demonstrate appropriate classroom behavior...

...Maddie will remain seated for 10 or more minutes... X

9
IEP Quality Project (IEPQ) e,
https://sd.iepq.org S
* Tools for writing Academic, Functional, and Transition IEP goals are available on
the IEPQ website for all South Dakota special education professionals.
* Torequest an IEPQ account, please e-mail Stacy Holzbauer.
IepQ Welcome, st
[ | e | vtz | v | v | e |
Ftu vl Measurable Annual Goal
Goal Assistants
Chees (e
10
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https://sd.iepq.org/public/about
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SPEDCONNECTION

TOP HIGHLIGHTS

LRP SPED Connections subscription is required to access the following resources:

IEP CHALLENGE: Does this present level statement describe student's speech-language skills? Assess the adequacy of this
present level statement for an 11-year-old young girl with a speech-language impairment.
Whose meeting is it? Learn how to promote student involvement in IEP meetings ) .

ee why planning ahead and being transparent with students can help them contribute productively to their IEP
meetings.
CASE FILE: Providing only 48-hours' notice denies parent ability to attend IEP meeting
An Indiana district violated the IDEA by failing to timel \{ and properly notify the parent of a student with a disability of an
IEP rr|1edetié1g and by conducting the meeting without all required participants, the Indiana Department of Education
concluded.

* Address unique levels of need for students with hearing impairments . . .
Every student with hearing Toss will have different levels of need. Through observation, evaluation, and data collecting, IEP

teams can determine what services a student with a hearing impairment will need.

.

Contact your public school district special education director for login access. If you have any questions
about your subscription access, please contact Wendy.Trujillo@state.sd.us.

11

ACCOUNTABILITY THOUGHTFULNESS

Accountability



https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/0235e958e0/d16d8a0941/dd598a742a/contentId=22745003
https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/7ab3dbc509/d16d8a0941/f4d7af19ac/contentId=22745112
https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/a2249ed917/d16d8a0941/04fbf8200e/contentId=22745184
https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/bcc9304820/d16d8a0941/cc34b24007/contentId=22744968
mailto:Wendy.Trujillo@state.sd.us
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Meeting Invitation,
Invited Members,
Excusal

» State Model Meeting Notice
indicates the district “will have
the following people at the IEP
meeting”.

* This indicates to the parents; the
following staff will be at the
meeting.

* If the mandatory district IEP team
members are not going to be in
attendance (full or partial).
District should have written
consent of an excusal and if
necessary, provide written input.

Meeting Invitation,
Invited Members,
Excusal (continued)

¢ What if they are not one of the
mandatory people, such as in the
“Other” category?

* If the district has indicated on the

meeting notice that an individual will

be attending, the district should
notify the parent(s) and document
the parent agrees that individual
does not need to be present at the
IEP meeting.

* PPWN
e If the “other” staff implement areas

on the IEP, then written input should
be provided.

MEETING NOTICE
ARSD 24:06:27:01.01 & 24:05:25:16

STUDENT NAME: [ sinas:
PARENT, [ are sent:
SCHOOLDISTRICT: ScHOOL:

DoB: [ ace: [ craoe:

A meeting has been scheduled on (date and time) at am/pm, CST/MST,

The meeting will e held at {ocation) in

PURPOSE FOR MEETING:

[ Discuss evaluation results

o igibiltyfor special
1 Develop an Individual Education Program (IEF)
Ll Amendment to your child's IEP

[ Transition pl {consider goals and transiti ): For achild who s or will be 16 y
or older during the duration of this IEP
[ 0ther (specify)

1 General Education Teacher L Special Education Teacher or Provider [l School Representative
1 Individual who can interpret the evaluation results
Other (include titles of individuals): |,

th of the meeting is t-secondary goals and transition services for your child, v
inviting, (student name) toattend the meeting.
with have been ing:

Parents may invite other individuals who have knowledge or special expertise regarding their child, including rel
personnel as appropriate. For the initial IEP of a child previously served in Part C, at the request of the parent, th
district will invite the Part C service coordinator/representative.

Ifthese t jent for you, at

Parental Rights Resources:

You have protections under procedural safeguards. If you need a copy of these procedural safeguards or assistar
understanding your protections, please eantact the person noted above or South Dakota Parent Connection at 1
4553

MEETING NOTICE
ARSD 24:06:27:01.01 & 24:05:26:16.

STUDENT NAME: [ sims:
PARENT/GUARDIAN NAME: | oare sent:
SCHOOL DISTRICT: [ scrooL:

o8B! AGE: [ eraoe:

A meeting has been scheduled on (date and time) at ampm, CST/MST

The meeting will be held at (location) in

PURPOSE FOR MEETING:

1 Discuss evaluation results
o igbilicy for special

[ Develop an Individual Education Program (IEP)

) Amendment o your child's IEP

O Transi (consider goals and transi Fora child who s or will be 16 y
o older during the duration of this IEP

Clother (specify)

] General Equcation Teacher L1 Special Education Teacher or Provider L1 School Representative
) individual who can interpret the evaluation results
Other (include titles of individuals):

If the purpose of the meeting is the consideration of post-secondary gaals and transition services for your child, v

inviting, (student name) o attend the meeting
with have been invited to attend the meeting:
Parents may invite other have knowedge or special ise regarding their child, including rel

personnel as appropriate. For the initial IEP of a child previously served in Part C, at the request of the parent, th
district will invite the Part € service coordinator/representative.

Ifthese arrangements are not convenient for you, please contact at

Parental Rights Resources:
You have protections under procedural safeguards. If you need a copy of these procedural safeguards or assistar
tect contact the person noted ab South Dakota Parent Connection at 1

4553,
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/documents/ExcusalSD.pdf
https://doe.sd.gov/sped/documents/MeetNotice.pdf
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Graduation with a Regular Diploma

* South Dakota Graduation Requirements:
https://doe.sd.gov/gradrequirements/

* South Dakota only has one regular diploma

* In order to earn a regular high school diploma, all students must meet the
requirements

» Students with disabilities can earn by taking same course requirements,
with and without accommodations and supports

* Refer to Guidance Documents on South Dakota Graduation Page

15

* Email Special Education Documents and
Process
* Special Ed Connections Article and OSEP
Policy Letter: SEAs may allow teams to email
IEP documents if follow a specific process
(parent consent, secured, etc...)

* OSEP Policy Letter to Breton; March 21, 2014

Email
Documents

E | ectronic * Electronic Signatures:
i * Averbal or regular email agreeing in place of
ertte ] a required written consent is not appropriate.
* Resources on how to obtain electronic
Conse nt signatures:
¢ OSEP Q and A on Electronic Signatures

Protecting Student Privacy: Identity Authentication
Best Practices



https://doe.sd.gov/gradrequirements/
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/idea-files/policy-letter-march-21-2014-to-janice-breton/
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/idea-files/policy-letter-march-21-2014-to-janice-breton/
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/qa-procedural-safeguards-idea-part-b-06-30-2020.pdf
https://studentprivacy.ed.gov/resources/identity-authentication-best-practices

Assessment Season

* District Assessment/Test Coordinators have been attending workshops and
receiving weekly assessment e-mails.

* Testing Windows are as follows:

2022-23 Test Window (all dates

Name of Required Assessment Tested Grade Level )
are tentative)

SD ELA and Math Assessments 3-8, 11
Subject: English language arts, Math

SD ELA and Math Alternate Assessments 3-8, 11 March 13 — April 28, 2023
Subject: English language arts, Math Students

cognitiv
SD Science Assessment 581 March 1 — May 5, 2023
Subject: Science
SD Science Alternate Assessment 581 March 1 — May 5, 2023

Subject: Science Students w

cognitiv

17
* For students taking the Alternate Assessment:
* The MSAA (ELA & Math-alt) Test Administration Manual (TAM) can be found at:
¢ https://doe.sd.gov/Assessment/alternate.aspx
* Test Coordinators will receive MSAA system e-mails in the next couple days.
* Test Administrator MSAA training modules will open February 27.
* The SDSAA (Science-alt) Proctor Certification Course can be found at:
* https://sd.portal.cambiumast.com/educators.html
£ s =
Proctor Certification Course Tools for Teachers Data Entry Interface
Eql
Sclnce e ssasemen # (nterim Assssment e Portal ‘
18
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https://doe.sd.gov/Assessment/alternate.aspx
https://sd.portal.cambiumast.com/educators.html

19
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Assessment Updates —
Accommodations

* For the general ed state assessment (ELA, Math, and Science)

Must be marked in TIDE prior to the assessment
Some must be marked at the state level
* Non-embedded accommodations
ELA Reading Passages Aloud
*  Print on Demand
Embedded Speech-to-text and/or embedded Word Prediction
Forms available in the TIDE (Test Information Distribution Engine) to request these
accommodations
This is not an approval, but rather just enabling within the testing platform
Work with District or School Assessment Coordinator

Must be needed for instruction
Student must know how to use

Assessment Updates — Practice Tests

* For General ELA, Math, and Science assessments

* Link found in the Assessment Gateway

https://sd.portal.cambiumast.com/educators.html

Scroll down to the Practice & Training Tests section

* Takes you to the assessment platform and asks you to log in

* Takes you to the secure practice and training test section

* Students will have to login through the secure browser once you get the
session ID

* Can use this site to help students practice item types and even
accommodations once they have been enabled within the TIDE system

02/21/2023
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https://sd.portal.cambiumast.com/educators.html
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Child Count Certification is open- Must be completed by the district Superintendent

B T December 2022 Child Count Certification

Primary Disability Count of Students
d Co ea Autism Spectrum Disorder

2022 v Cognitive Disability
Developmental Delay
Dist Emotional Behavioral Disabilit
ultiple Disabilities
[Other Health Impaired
ISpecific Learning Disability

= alo ISpeech/Lanquage Disorder
sLE ision Loss

(|| @

| declare and affirm that the child count reported by our district, as of December 1, 2022 is
dent Sca Certifiedby: [ ]
nport Table Title [

Date Signed:

22

11
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Update BDI-2
and BDI-3

* BDI-3 Program Labels
entered

* BDI-2 Program Notes
entered

* SIMs # when applicable ;

* Student information ali
with Infinite Campus
enrollment

Questions: Debra.Willert@state.sd.us

BDI-3 Users

5 users (access keys) and

1 account holder per district
Example:

1 subscription = 6 users

2 subscriptions = 11 users

Too many staff: Make
inactive

EMAIL*

‘ debra.willert@state.sd.us

STATUS

O sctive O Inactive

T — S

24

02/21/2023
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mailto:Debra.Willert@state.sd.us
mailto:Debra.Willert@state.sd.us
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Indicator 7 Preschool Outcomes Reports Available

SD STARS
SD STARS account

Access per district: 1 individual responsible for managing

For Indicator 7 reports:
1. Click on Reports
2. Scroll down to SPED Reports

Content Library Accountability~ Reports~ Training Center

E Special Education Reports SD STARS login
https://doestars.sd.gov/Login.aspx

Ed Directory
https://doe.sd.gov/ofm/edudir.aspx

SP.008.00-X — Child Outcames Summary Form
SP.009.00-X — Indicator 7 - Social Emotional Skills

SP.010.00-X — Indiicator 7 - Acquiring Knowledge and Skills Questions about the reports:
SP.011.00-X — Indicator 7 - Use of Appropriaie Behaviors .

SP.012.00-A — Children with No Assignments Debra 'WIIIert@State'Sd' us
SP.013.00-A — Part B Indicator 7 Child List

EdPlan Indicator 11 and 12 Error
Personnel responsible for entering data

* Referral is not required but Referral

helpful for student data

purposes 02/01/2023 |
¢ Consent date not holding or

calculating days
Consent

* Date is being captured

* See next slide

Evaluation
021572023

Eligibility

LERTAEnE = Ve ~ 570 Nevelnnmental Nelay

02/21/2023
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https://doestars.sd.gov/Login.aspx
https://doestars.sd.gov/Login.aspx
https://doe.sd.gov/ofm/edudir.aspx
mailto:Debra.Willert@state.sd.us

EdPlan * Student History page

Indicator 11 and 12
Error cont’

* Dates captured
* Error being resolved

MIN ~ : v MONITORING

DOCUMENTS

R— N\

Eventl EventDatet  EventType BeginDate  End Date Jser bocument  Date Created

120 03/10/2020  Eligibility Determination 03/10/2020  03/10/2023  Transfer / Import 08/17/2022 11:58 (183 days) m
45 02/01/2023  Referral Deb Willert 02/16/202309:51 (0 days)
146 02/06/2023  Parent Cansent Deb Willert 02/16/2023 09:51 (0 days)
149 02/08/2023 Parent Consent Deb Willert 02/16/2023 10:04 (0 days)
147 02152023 Evaluation Deb Willert 02/16/2023 09:52 (0 days)
148 02/16/2023  Eligibility Determination 02/16/2023  02/16/2026  Deb Willert 02/16/2023 09:53 (0 days)

(6 Events)

27

Significant Disproportionality

Reports - Review

* Currently the 2021-2022 reports in SD STARS under the Community
Page
* Superintendents and Sped Directors can access

* Threshold for Identification:

Risk Ratio or Al Risk Ratio 3
Cell Size 10
N size 30
Years 3
Reasonable Progress 01

28

02/21/2023
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Example Report - Training Purposes Only, Data Not Consistent with Real Reports

2018-19 Signifcant Disproportionality w Data includss students grades K12

Efhnic graupsya=Asian, bBlack, h=Hispanic, m=ufisacia,n=Native American, p=Paciclander, w=Nhite

Previous Risk Ratios

Distrit Target Group District Other Group State 201849 Risk Ratios
A D E 6 K | i N

B¢ ; | KoL

* Top of the page, it identifies
which of the area(s) report

Read refers.

* |dentification, LRE, and
Reports Discipline

How to

Ethnic groups: a=Asian, b=Black, h=Hispanic, m=Muifi-racial, n=Nafive American, p=Pacific Isiander, w=White

District Target Group District Other Group State 2018-19 Risk Ratios Previous Risk Ratios
A 8 I D E 3 [ H [ J K L M N 0 P
P D
Altemate Exceeded
Number in Number in Risk Ratio Threshold 3
Number in ic| Targe Number In | Other Ethnic | Other Group| Statewide | RiskRatio | (ARR) Yeasina
Target Ethnic| Growpin |Risk Ethnic| Groupsin [Ris Statewide | Other Group JiRR] (column D 748 | 21647 | Row- | Significant
Etnic| | Groupwith | Special | B dividedbyl Groups with |  Special | E divi Group| Risk (Used i | dvided by | divided by | FinalRisk | FinalRisk | Final Risk |Regardiess of| Dispropor-
Group \@wme Education | column Outcome | Education | columnF) Risk  |columnE< 10§ columnG) | columnH) | Ratio Ratio Ratio Progress | tionality
3 T — 5T%] %84 0.0 0.0) E B J N
3 1 ] nuy 4 55| ersow]  saeew| 2076y 0 112 A B 1 %
h 1 1 1z 4 FIEE EEED T 015 04 g B 1 %
2 B EIEEE & BEE I D E 4 1 %
h El 3 12339 13) B o] a4
3 [) 1 ooy 5 EETE IR ooo]  ond - B 4 N
b 5 1 4289 Y | orredd  som%] 46109 044 053] - E| EET | |

* Divide (B/C): Identify risk for the target group.
* Divide (E/F): Identify risk for other group of students.
* Divide the two (D/G) and it gives the risk for the district.

* |If does not meet the cell (denominator) size, then use alt
risk.

* To be identified, must have 3 years above 3 and where
did not make .01 progress. (L, M, N)

* If yesin both (O and P), then must implement
requirements

02/21/2023
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2018-19 Significant Disproportionality Discipline - Out-of-School Suspensions <= 10 Days Data includes students grades K-12
Ethnic groups: a=Asian, b=Black, h=Hispanic, m=Multi-racial, n=Nafive American, p=Pacific Islander, w=White
District Target Group District Other Group State 2018-19 Risk Ratios Previous Risk Ratios
A B c D E F G H I J K L M N 0 P
Altemate Exceeded
Number in Number in Risk Ratio Threshold 3
Number in |Target Ethnic| Target Group] Number In | Other Ethnic | Other Group| Statewide | RiskRatio |  (ARR) Yearsina
Target Ethnic| Group in | Risk (columnf Other Ethnic | Groupsin |Risk (column] Statewide | Other Group J(RR) (col (column D 01748 | 201647 Row — Significant
Ethnic | Group with | Special |B dividedby] Groups with| Special |E divi Group| Risk (Used if | D divided by | divided by | Final Risk | Final Risk | Final Risk | Regardless of | Dispropor-
Group | Outcome | Educaion | columnC) | Outcome | Education | column F) Risk  |columnE<10)] columnG) | columnH) | Ratio Ratio Ratio Progress | tionality
0 1 EIEES | 17 S0 teeg] 454 6.95%] 04 1.20] ] ] J e
b 0f 8 0.00%) 18 94 19.15%f 10.30%| 5.84%] 0.00 0.00 = | B No
u 1 7 14.29% 17 95| 17.89%) 4.05%) 4.51%) 0.80) 7] 4 | 4 M
m 2 9 22.22%) 16) 3 17.20% 8.81%) 6.67%] 129 333 = | B No
n 4 13 30.77%) 14 89 15.73% 12.25%) 65.91%) 1.96| 445 E | B No
P 0f 7 0.00%) 18 k] 18.95% 7.60%) 7.55%] 0.00 00077 4 TS B No
10) 4§ 21.74%) 8| 56 14.29% 6.77%] 7.02%] 1.52] 3.0 3.10) 3.03 ) E No

Why should the district review report?
* Warning: If a district has 2 years above 3 in (L and M), the district has a

W hy to good chance of being identified in next year.

* Watch List: If a district has the current year (column L), over 3.0, the
Re a d t h e district could ...

* Review previous data if an anomaly or is the trend going in same

Re p O rts direction the current year.

* Proactive in reviewing policy, practice, procedures in that area.

Miscellaneous

16
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* March 21st (4:30 — 5:00pm

Central)
RTI * Register on Go Sign Me Up
for
SLD Purpose:

* Review Administrative Rules
related to SLD Identification.

« Receive checklist to assist teams
in developing required RTI for
SLD Identification plan. ,

Identification
Webinar

/

-

Your Voice Matters! What'’s the state of preschool
education for children ages 3-5 in South Dakota?

Please Share In person: Online:
* Brookings ¢ Two sessions
Listening Sessions * Aberdeen
coming in " RapidCity
March * Sioux Falls

e Chamberlain

Questions about the listening sessions or study:
Contact Carrie Germeroth: carrie.germeroth@marzanoresearch.com

34

17


https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/public/Course/browse?courseid=14672
mailto:carrie.germeroth@marzanoresearch.com

02/21/2023

7
GOOD NEWS
TO SHARE

Celebrations from the field!

35

Parent Nominated Staff of the Year

18



Parent Nominated Staff of the Year

Will be announced at the Sped Conference in March

Congratulations
Kari Oyen

2023 National Association

of School Psychologists
Presidential Award

Pictured left to right: NASP President, Dr. Celeste Malone
and Dr. Kari Oyen

02/21/2023
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LifeScape teacher wins national award

DAKOTA HEADLIN?

Congratulations * 2023 Direct Care Worker of the Year
Jackie Kocak * Honored at national conference this month

39

—~ Black Hills

Pioneer

Lisa Beagle
Teacher of the Year

Lead Deadwood

40

02/21/2023
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ESPN Honor
Roll School and

a Special
Olympics
Banner School

Roosevelt HS, Sioux
Falls

g Morgan Matzen

§ Sioux Falls Argus Leader
Published 2:31 p.m. GT Feb. 17, 2023

posevelt High School's Unified Sports basketball team. Johanns
pn for the school being honored as an ESPN Honor Roll School
ctivities and inclusion on Friday. Feb. 17, 2023. Morgan Matzer

41

Next Monthly SPED Webinar

No Webinar in March,
We hope to see you at the SPED Conference!
Next webinar is April 18th, 2023

Monthly handouts can be found at

02/21/2023
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/directors.aspx
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Special Education Programs
State Performance Plan
Results for FFY 2021

Indicator 1: Graduation

22
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at does it measure?

» Results indicator: Percent of youth with
Individualized Education Programs (IEPs) exiting
special education due to graduating with a
regular high school diploma.

» Notes:
» Data for this indicator are “lag” data

» This is not a 4-year cohort as required by the ESEA
state report card

» The data is calculating graduates on an annual
basis and can include students who meet the
graduation requirements for a diploma even when
exiting at age 21 years old.

45

FFY21 Results &

Overall exiters remain

approximately same I TR

Decrease of graduates by 102 Number of Youth Graduate with Regular Diploma 508
Lstudents Number of Youth who Dropout 262
Graduation rate dropped from Number of Youth who Age Out 62

| 75.40% to 61.06%

LDecrease of 14.34%

Number youth Number youth FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage
with diploma who exited
508 832

75.40% 67.99% 61.06% Did Not Meet Slippage
Target

46

23



Indicator 2: Drop Out

What does it measure?

Results indicator:

> Percent of youth with IEPs who exited special education due to dropping out.

» Additional Information:

» Data for this indicator are “lag” data. Describe the results of the State's examination of
the data for the year before the reporting year (e.g., for the FFY 2021 SPP/APR, use data
from 2020-2021), and compare the results to the target.

» Include in the denominator the following exiting categories: (a) graduated with a regular
high school diploma; (b) graduated with a state-defined alternate diploma; (c) received a
certificate; (d) reached maximum age; or (e) dropped out.

» Use the annual event school dropout rate for students leaving a school in a single year
determined in accordance with the National Center for Education Statistic's Common
Core of Data.

48

02/21/2023
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FFY21 Results

The overall exiter State decreased
. from 19.35% to
number remained

approximately the

o .
same 12.14% increase in Number of Youth Graduate with 508

dropouts. Regular Diploma
Number of Youth who Dropout 262

The number of
students Number of Youth who Age Out 62
considered
dropout increased
by 115

FFY 2020 |FFY 2021 |FFY 2021 Slippage
youth with | youth who | Data Target Data
262 832 18.17% 19.35% 31.49% Did Not Slippage
Meet
Target

Indicator 3:

Assessment

25



What does it measure?

» 3A: Participation Rate for children with IEPs

» 3B: Proficiency Rate for children with IEPs in the regular assessment

» 3C: Proficiency Rate for children with IEPs in the alternate assessment

» 3D: Gap in proficiency rates between children with and without IEPs in the regular assessment

51

» 3A: Participation Rate for
children with IEPs

» ESEA requirements is for
target to be 95% or higher

» FFY2021 targets were met

52

Reading Assessment

Number of
Children Number of FFY FFY FFY
Group with IEPs Children 2020 2021 | 2021
Name Participating with IEPs Data Target | Data Status
GRADE 4 1929 1942 95.52 95.52 99.3
GRADE 8 1415 1443 92.13 95.00 98.1
GRADE HS 912 958 9328 95.00 952
Math Assessment
Number of
Children Number of FFY FFY FFY
Group with [EPs Children 2020 2021 | 2021
Name Participating with IEPs Data Target | Data Status
GRADE 4 1932 1943 95.20 95.20 99.4
GRADE & 1414 1443 91.50 95.00 98
GRADE HS 909 956 92.97 9500 | 951

02/21/2023
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» 3B: Proficiency Rate
for children with IEPs

in the regular
assessment

» FFY2021 data showed
slippage in Grade 8
Math proficiency

53

Reading
Number of Number of
Children with IEPS | Children with
Scoring At or IEPS
Above Proficientin | Participatingin | FFY | FFY | FFY
Group the Regular the Regular 2020 2021 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data Target Data Status
GRADE 4 398 1833 1851 | 1851 | 2171
GRADE 8 141 1330 1053 1053 1060
GRADE HS 142 821 1595 | 1595 | 17.30
Math
Number of Children Number of
with IEPs Scoring Children with
Ator Above EPs
Proficient in the Participating in FFY FFY FFY
Group Regular the Regular | 2020 | 2021 | 2021
Name Assessment Assessment | Data | Target | Data Slippage
GRADE 4 395 1836 2058 | 2058 | 2151
GRADE 8 86 1329 671 | 671 | 647
GRADE HS 34 818 348 | 348 | 416

» 3C: Proficiency Rate
for children with
IEPs in the alternate
assessment

» FFY2021 Data
showed slippage in
multiple groups

54

Reading Assessment

Number of Number of
Children with IEPs Children with
Scoring At or IEPs
Above Proficient Participating in FFY FFY FFY
Group in the Alternate the Alternate 2020 201 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data Target | Data Status Slippage
GRADE 4 28 9% 38.00 | 38.00 | 2917
GRADE 8 27 85 3333 3333 | 3176
GRADE HS 36 91 56.32 5632 | 3956
Math Assessment
Number of Number of
‘Children with IEPs Children with
Scoring At IEPS
Above Proficient Participating in FFY FFY FFY
Group in the Alternate the Alternate 2020 2021 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data | Target | Data Slippage
GRADE 4 56 96 54.00 5400 | 5833
GRADE & 33 85 39.18 39.18 | 3882
GRADE HS 37 91 56.98 56.98 | 4066
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» 3D: Gap in Proficiency Rates
between children with and
without IEPs in the regular
assessment

» Goal is for the percent to
decrease (reduce the gap)

» FFY2021 targets were met

Reading Assessment

Proficiency rate | Proficiency rate
for children with for all students
IEPs scoring at or scoring at or
above proficient | above proficient FFY FFY FFY
Group in the Regular in the Regular 2020 2021 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data Target | Data Status
GRADE 4 217 4939 2979 2979 2768
GRADE 8 10.60 49.29 41.45 41.45 38.69
GRADE HS 17.30 63.27 4997 4997 4597
Math Assessment
Proficiency rate Proficiency rate
for children with for all students
IEPs scoring at or scoring at or
above proficientin | above proficient FFY FFY FFY
Group the Regular in the Regular 2020 2021 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data | Target | Data status
GRADE 4 21.51 47.68 26.51 26.51 26.16
GRADE 8 6.47 3743 32.88 32.88 30.96
GRADE HS 4.16 37.59 35.80 35.80 33.44

Indicator 4:Suspension and

Expulsion

02/21/2023
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What does it measure?

4A: Percent of local educational agencies (LEA) that have a significant discrepancy, as defined
by the State, in the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year

for children with IEPs, a results indicator.

4B: B. Percent of LEAs that have: (a) a significant discrepancy, as defined by the State, by race
or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
children with IEPs; and (b) policies, procedures or practices that contribute to the significant
discrepancy, as defined by the State, and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPSs, the use of positive behavioral interventions and

supports, and procedural safeguards, a compliance indicator

57

FFY21 Results(LAG Year)

» 4A: Suspensions and Expulsion
» Stakeholder group set a target of 0%
» FFY21 targets were met

Number of
LEAs that Number of LEAs
have a that met the
significant  State's minimum  FFY 2020
discrepancy n/cell size Data FFY 2021 Target
0 1 0.00% 0.00%

58

FFY 2021
Data Status Slippage
0.00% Met target No Slippage
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FFY21 Results(LAG Year)

4B: Suspensions and Expulsion (race/ethnicity)

Stakeholder group set a target of 0%

FFY21 targets were met

Number of | Number of those LEAs that
LEAs that have| have policies, procedure or | Number of LEAs

a significant | practices that contribute to that met the FFY 2020 | FFY 2020| FFY 2021 .

. L ) . Status| Slippage
discrepancy, | the significant discrepancy | State's minimum Data Target Data

by race or and do not comply with n/cell size

ethnicity requirements

0 0 1 0.00% 0% 0.00% Met No
target| Slippage

Indicator 5: Educational

Environments ages 5 in KG to

21

02/21/2023
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What does it measure?

IEP team’s goal is to include students in general
education curriculum to maximum extent possible.

Percent of children with IEPs aged 5 (in school) through 21 served:

= A:Inside the regular class 80% or more of the day (general education
with modification);

= B:Inside the regular class less than 40% of the day (self-contained); and

= C:In separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

Wording underlined is South Dakota terms

Ed Environment # of children Total # of
with IEPS met children

category 5-21 | with IEPS 5- Target

21

Slippage | Comments

General Ed (80 to 15,446 20,454 75.96% 75.96% 75.52%  Did not No Decreased
100) meet Slippage by .48%
target
Self-Contain (less 1,151 20,454 5.57% 5.57% 5.63% Did not No Increased
than 40%) meet Slippage by .06%
target
Separate facility, 281 20,454 1.67% 1.67% 1.31% Met Target No Decreased
residential, Slippage by .03%
home/hospital

62
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Indicator 6: Preschool

Environments ages 3-5

What does it
measure?

Results indicator: Percent of
children with IEPs aged 3, 4, and
aged 5 who are enrolled in a
preschool program attending a:

» A. Regular early childhood
program and receiving the
majority of special education and
related services in the regular
early childhood program; and

» B. Separate special education
class, separate school or
residential facility.

» C. Receiving special education
and related services in the home.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(A))

Environment
A

Environment

=

Environ
C

ment

Continuum of Alternative Placements (Preschool Ages 3-5)
LZ. 0310 Early Childhood Setting-10 hrs.+/week

services in Reg EC program
O 0315 Early Childhood Setting-10 hrs.+/week

services in other location

| ' 0325 Early Childhood Setting-Less than 10hrs/wk.

services in Reg EC program

[0 0330 Early Childhood Setting-Less than 10hrs/wk.
services in other location

W 0335 Special Education Class

"8l 0345 Separate School

‘"B 0355 Residential Facility

0365 Home
[ 0375 Service Provider Location

02/21/2023
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FFY21 SPP/APR Data — Aged 3 through 5
Results

Number of Total number of
Preschool children children with IEPs FFY 2020 FFY 2020  FFY 2021 Status Sliopage
Environments with IEPs aged Data Target Data ppag
3.5 age 3-5

A. Regular early
childhood program

and receiving the 21.34% Did not
majority of special 395 1,851 21.76% 22% (needs to meet No Slippage
education services in increase) target

the regular early
childhood program

B. Separate special 19.23% .
education class, (needs to Did not
! 356 1,851 18.15% 17.93% meet Slippage
separate school or decrease) target
residential facility E
C. Home 16 1,851 1.27% 1.27% 0.86% Met target  No Slippage

Indicator 7: Preschool

Outcomes
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What does it measure?

Results indicator: Percent of preschool children aged 3 through
5 with IEPs who demonstrate improved:

» A. Positive social-emotional skills (including social
relationships);

» B. Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills (including
early language/ communication and early literacy); and

» C. Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs.
» (20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))

Summary Statement 1: Of those preschool children who
entered the preschool program below age expectations in each
Outcome, the percent who substantially increased their rate of
growth by the time they turned 6 years of age or exited the
program.

Summary Statement 2: The percent of preschool children who
were functioning within age expectations in each Outcome by
the time they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.

FFY21 Results

Targets — Positive social-emotional skills including relationships

Outcome A

Al. Of those children who
entered or exited the
program below age
expectations in Outcome A,
the percent who substantially
increased their rate of growth
by the time they turned 6
years of age or exited the
program.
Calculation:(c+d)/(a+b+c+d)

A2. The percent of preschool
children who were
functioning within age
expectations in Outcome A by
the time they turned 6 years
of age or exited the program.
Calculation:
(d+e)/(a+b+c+d+e)

Numerator

322

718

Denominator

487

1,005

FFY 2020 Data  FFY 2021 Target  FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage
Did not
70.02% 67.11% 66.12% cno Slippage
meet target
Did not .
72.37% 71.79% 71.44% No Slippage

meet target

02/21/2023
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FFY21 Results

Targets — Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills

Outcome B Numerator Denominator FFY 2020 Data  FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage

B1. Of those children who

entered or exited the

program below age

expectations in Outcome

B, the percent who

substantially increased 423 741 56.10% 56.71% 57.09% Met target No Slippage
their rate of growth by the

time they turned 6 years of

age or exited the program.

Calculation:

(c+d)/(a+b+c+d)

B2. The percent of

preschool children who

were functioning within

age expectations in Did not

Outcome B by the time 475 1,005 50.17% 51.89% 47.26% Slippage
they turned 6 years of age meet target

or exited the program.

Calculation:

(d+e)/(a+b+c+d+e)

FFY21 Results

Targets — Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs

Outcome C Numerator Denominator FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data  Status Slippage

C1. Of those children who
entered or exited the program
below age expectations in

Outcome C, the percent who Did not
substantially increased their rate 293 519 60.78% 58.35% 56.45% meet Slippage
of growth by the time they target

turned 6 years of age or exited
the program.

Calculation:(c+d)/(a+b+c+d)

C2. The percent of preschool
children who were functioning

within age expectations in Did not
Outcome C by the time they 662 1,005 63.58% 66.13% 65.87% meet  No Slippage
turned 6 years of age or exited target

the program.

Calculation: (d+e)/(a+b+c+d+e)
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Indicator 8:
Parent Involvement

What does it measure?

1) Parent Involvement Score:

» % of parents who report that their school
facilitated parent involvement

» Target required
2) Response Rate:

» % of parents who respond to the survey

» No target required

72

Involvemeni
TOGETHER, WE MAKE A

02/21/2023
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» Parent Involvement Score:

Target Percentage for| & of Parents Who #of Parents Who | Percent Acrossthe | Did the State Meet
2021-22 Received a Score Met Indicator State the Target?
Overall Parent
A ———— 81.00% 5,684 4,961 87.28% Yes

» Response Rate:

Number of Parents Who Received the Parent Survey: 22,305

Number of Parents Who Completed the Parent Survey: 5,684

Percentage of Parents Who Completed the Parent Survey: 25.48%

73

Response Rate by Demographic Group:

» State must analyze race/ethnicity

to identify and address
underrepresentation or

nonresponse bias.

» If your district has a high

percentage of American Indian,

Hispanic/Latino, or African
American students, please
ensure that those groups are

surveyed.

74

INative Hawaiian or Other Pacific Islander

TWO Or more races

American Indian or Alaska Native

Hispanic or Latino

Black or African American

White

Asian

Race/Ethnicity

02/21/2023
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Indicator 9 & 10:
Disproportional
Representation

COMPLIANCE INDICATOR

What does it measure?

Indicator 9 Measurement:
Percent of districts with
disproportionate
representation of racial and ¢ Includes all students on an IEP
ethnic groups in special by race/ethnic group.
education and related
services that is the result of
inappropriate identification.

LIS DRIEERIEENES o |ncludes disability categories:

Specific Learning Disability,

Percent of districts with
disproportionate " .o }
representation of racial and Cognitive Disability, Emotional

ethnic groups in specific Disability, Autism Spectrum

el GEiegeriss i s Disorder, Other Health Impaired,
the result of inappropriate

identification. and Speech

76
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Indicator 9 Measurement:
Percent of districts with

FFYZl ReSUItS r |ndlcat0r 9 disproportionate

representation of racial
and ethnic groups in
special education and
related services that is the
result of inappropriate
identification.

» 112 districts did not meet 20 n size and 20 cell size
» 37 districts met the calculation in one or more race/ethnic categories
» 0 districts met the numerical threshold of 3.0 weighted risk

» 0% of South Dakota Districts Identified for Indicator 9

Number Number Number of | FFY 2020 | FFY 2021 | FFY Slippage
districts with | who had districts met | Data 2021
disproportio |inappropri [ nand cell Data
nate ate size
practices
0 Met No

0 0 37 0 0

Target Slippage
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FFY21 Results — Indicator 10

Indicator 10 Measurement:
Percent of districts with
disproportionate representation of
racial and ethnic groups in specific
disability categories that is the
result of inappropriate
identification.

» 131 districts did not meet 20 n size and 20 cell size

» 18 districts met the calculation in one or more race/ethnic
categories

» 0 districts met the numerical threshold of 3.0 weighted risk
» 0% of South Dakota Districts Identified for Indicator 10

Number Number Number | FFY 2020 FFY 2021 Slippage
districts with | who had of districts | Data Data

disproportio |inappropri | metn and
nate ate cell size
practices

0 0 18 0% 0% 0% Met No
Target Slippage

02/21/2023
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Indicator 11: Initial Evaluations
(Child Find)

80

What does it measure?

Compliance Indicator: Percent of children who were
evaluated within 60 days of receiving parental
consent for initial evaluation or, if the State
establishes a timeframe within which the evaluation
must be conducted, within that timeframe.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B))

Measurement: South Dakota 25-school day timeline

» a. # of children for whom parental consent to
evaluate was received.

» b. # of children whose evaluations were
completed within 25 school-days

» Account for children included in (a), but not
included in (b). Indicate the range of days beyond
the timeline when the evaluation was completed
and any reasons for the delays.

02/21/2023
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(a) Number of (b) Number of children
children for whom whose evaluations
parental consentto  were completed within ~ FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage
evaluate was 60 days (or State-
received established timeline)
5,593 5,588 99.67% 100% 99.91% Did not meet target  No Slippage
5 students

Percent = [(b) + (a)] x 100

Indicator 12: Early Childhood

Transitions
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What does it measure?

Compliance indicator: 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. D .

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(B))
Measurement:
» a. # of children who have been served in Part C and referred to Part B for

Part B eligibility determination. A

» b. # of those referred determined to be NOT eligible and whose eligibility ¢
was determined prior to their third birthdays. p.

» c. # of those found eligible who have an IEP developed and implemented \' 3
by their third birthdays. K }

» d. # of children for whom parent refusal to provide consent caused delays ”
in evaluation or initial services or to whom exceptions under 34 CFR /
§300.301(d) applied.

» e. # of children determined to be eligible for earlg intervention services
under Part C less than 90 days before their third birthdays. =

» f. # of children whose parents chose to continue early intervention services L

beyond the child's third birthday through a State's policy under 34 CFR
§303.211 or a similar State option.

» Account for children included in (a), but not included in b, c, d, e, or f.
Indicate the range of days be\(ond the third birthday when eligibility was
determined and the IEP developed, and the reasons for the delays.

83

Denominator
Measure Numerator (c) (a-b-d-e-f) FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target  FFY 2021 Data Status

Percent of children

referred by Part C

prior to age 3 who

are found eligible

for Part B, and Did not meet
487 498 99.23% 100% 97.79%

who have an IEP target

developed and

implemented by

their third

birthdays.

11 students

Percent = [(c) divided by (a- b - d - e - f)] times 100

84

Slippage

Slippage

02/21/2023
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Indicator 13: Secondary
Transitions

What does it measure?

» Indicator 13: Percent of youth aged 16 and above with an IEP that includes coordinated,
measurable, annual IEP goals and transition services that will reasonably enable the student to
meet the postsecondary goals..

» Components looked at

o Evidence measurable post-secondary goals based on age-appropriate transition assessment
Measurable post secondary goals

o Goals annually updated

o Course of study
Transition services and/or activities

o Annual IEP goals linked/related to transition services needs

o Student invited to IEP meeting

If appropriate, participating agency invited to IEP meeting (consent from parent or consenting student
needed prior to invited

86
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Number of
youth aged | Number of
16 and youth with FFY 2020 FFY 2021 FFY 2021 A
above with | IEPs aged 16 Data Target Data Status Slippage
IEPs that met [ and above
compliance
Did not meet ’
181 228 66.41% 100% 79.39% target No Slippage

Indicator 14: Post-School

Outcomes
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What does it measure?

» Post-school outcomes: Percent of youth who are no longer in
secondary school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
and were:

A. Enrolled in higher education within one year of leaving high school.

B. Enrolled in higher education or competitively employed within one year of
leaving high school.

¢. Enrolled in higher education or in some other postsecondary education or
training program; or competitively employed or in some other employment
within one year of leaving high school.

89

Historical Data

Bl 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
A Target >= 15.50% 15.50% 15.50% 15.50% 11.04%
Data 20.53% 27.35% 16.93% 22.96% 11.04%
B Target >= 68.00% 68.50% 68.50% 68.50% 61.96%
Data 76.00% 65.81% 70.61% 66.35% 61.96%
C Target >= 81.00% 81.50% 82.00% 82.00% 77.30%
Data 82.67% 78.63% 82.11% 80.82% 77.30%
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Number of | Number of | cov 5550 | epy 2021 | FrY 2021 )
Measure | respondent | respondent Status | Slippage
Data Target Data
youth youth

A. 38 263 11.04% 11.5% 13.06% Met . No
target | Slippage

B. 191 263 61.96% | 63% 74019 | Met No
target | Slippage

C. 212 263 77.30% | 78% g2.13% | Met No
target | Slippage

92

Response Rate Data

vVvyvVvTVvVyy

FFY 17 - 56%
FFY 18 —43%
FFY 19 -43%
FFY 20 - 24%
FFY 21-37%

02/21/2023
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Indicator 15: Resolution
Sessions

What does it measure and results?

» Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution sessions that were resolved through
resolution session settlement agreements.

FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data

3.1(a) Number resolutions
sessions resolved through
settlement agreements

34 Humber of resolations FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data
sessions

100.00 33.33

» South Dakota continues to have less than 10 resolution sessions per year, therefor no
baseline and target information is required.

94
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Indicator 16: Mediations

02/21/2023

What does it measure?

» Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements

» There was 1 mediation session that didn’t result in an agreement and went to due process

FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data

212, Mediation 21b. Medlation

agreements not related 2.1 Number of
agreements related to = umee FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target
. to due process mediations held
due process complaints °
complaints
3 6 10 3333%

» South Dakota continues to have less than 10 mediation sessions per year, therefor no
baseline and target information is required.

96

FFY 2021 Data
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Indicator 17: State Systemic
Improvement Plan

What does it measure?

» Multi-year plan to improve outcomes for students with disabilities. States
choose their own focus, target group, and goal.

»Based on stakeholder input and feedback (2021), South Dakota identified
reading proficiency among students with specific learning disabilities, other
health impairments, and speech and language disabilities in grades 3-5 as the
focus for the SSIP.

»SSIP activities are a combination of supports provided directly to districts
(SD MTSS RTI and SD SPDG) and trainings offered to all districts in the state.

02/21/2023
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V o e e

State-identified Measurable Results (SIMR): Students with a Specific Learning Disability, Other Health Impairment, or Speech
Language Impairment will increase 3" grade reading proficiency rates by 5 percentage points for each group from spring 2021

SSIP Theory of Action

to spring 2026 as measured by the statewide assessment.

Standards of Action Iif...

99

General

i specis] edieation
teachers understand and appy
evaluation data {e.g.,
beschimiark, state test, progress
m ) toinform

instruct

al decision making...

Then... Near Result(s)

Instructional practices will

improve.

Ffor

‘generaland spectd eccation teachers
Inthe imalemantation of evicence

teachers wil inpler

Students with
disabilities will recsive
high quality
foundational reading
instruction in the core

evidence based foundational classroom.
basedfourctioral escig N
Fmucion, 'Am:lm{l instruction for al P,
i disabiltes will receive
Schoois have buildinglevelcoathes  General and specisl aducation consistent support,
1 can provide

sed practices (EBF) i

implement EBPs In

o Student engageent

. imruction
: . settings.
magomart
e + Losson planningfdlvery

* Stucent engagement.

Sehoos share and ex)

nformation on a chi's progress
related to foundational reaing
and lscuss how familles can be
involved in the develcprment of
theseskils..

Famiies will be engaged with

the sehoel and be more home.

equipped to support learming

athorme.

100

instruction across.

Families will become
strong partners in the
IEP process and will
support leaming at

Far Result(s)

Students with
disabilities will
experience higher
reading proficiency

rates.

What

does it

meaqsuree

FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data
# of SWD in grades 3-5 # of SWD in grades 3-5
who scored proficient on who took the state reading
the state reading test test
(for Part B = only those (for Part B = only those
students with specific students with specific
learning disability, speech learning disability, speech
language impairment, or language impairment, or FFY 2020 FFY 2021 FFY 2021
Part other health impairment) other health impairment) Data Target Data Status Slippage
A 138 703 18.31% 18.31% 19.63% Met
B 111 545 18.12% 18.12% 20.37% Met
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Reporting to the Public

» LEA not for public reports released in March for district review.
Watch for the News Release!

» LEA public reports and SPP/APR released publicly June 1st

» Additional information on the SPP/APR indicators can be found
at https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SPP.aspx
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