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Introduction
The No Child Left Behind Act of 2001 (NCLB) focused attention on improving outcomes for all students. This law holds schools accountable for student progress using indicators of adequate yearly progress (AYP), including measures of academic performance and rates of school completion.
Like NCLB, the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act (IDEA 2004) places greater emphasis on  results for children with disabilities while ensuring continued procedural compliance with state and federal laws and regulations. OSEP has worked to shape its accountability system in a way that drives and supports these goals for students with disabilities, while continuing to protect the individual rights of children with disabilities and their families. 

Under requirements of the Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA) of 2004, the Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction (WDPI) has developed a State Performance Plan (SPP) that describes how the State will improve outcomes of children with disabilities.  Wisconsin’s SPP is a six-year plan comprised of 20 OSEP established indicators which contain measurable and rigorous targets for improvement.

Annual Performance Report

The Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction must report in the Annual Performance Report (APR) on the performance of the State to the Secretary of Education by February 1. Within the APR, WDPI submits the required data along with the improvement activities completed during the previous federal fiscal year. 
Public Reporting of Performance
WDPI reports to the public on the State’s progress and slippage in meeting the measurable and rigorous targets found in the SPP by annually posting the APR on the department’s website. The Special Education District Profile includes LEA data, state data, the target for each indicator, sources of data, and links to additional information about each indicator. Presentations are also given by WDPI at various venues around the state including the State Superintendent’s Conference on Special Education and Pupil Services Leadership Issues. In addition, WDPI meets with the Continuous Improvement and Focused Monitoring (CIFMS) stakeholders and the State Superintendent’s Council on Special Education to review the changes to the SPP and the Annual Performance Report.

Indicator 1 measures the percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	84.08% of students with disabilities will graduate with a regular diploma

	2007
	84.08% of students with disabilities will graduate with a regular diploma

	2008
	80% of students with disabilities will graduate with a regular diploma*


	School Year
	Regular Diploma
	Certificate
	HSED
	Maximum Age
	Cohort Dropouts
	Indication 1
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	6,233
	55
	124
	82
	1,2259
	80.39%
	Slippage

	2007-08
	6,664
	96
	124
	104
	1,426
	79.2%
	Slippage

	2008-09
	Data available January 2010



Indicator 2 measures the percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school. 

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	No more than 1.672% of students with disabilities will drop out

	2007
	No more than 1.672% of students with disabilities will drop out

	2008
	No more than 1.254% of students with disabilities will drop out


	School Year
	Dropouts
	Expected to Complete School Term
	Indicator 2
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	1,524
	56,838
	2.61%
	Slippage

	2007-08
	1,488
	57,558
	2.59
	Progress

	2008-09
	Data available January 2010



Indicator 3 measures the percent of districts with a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size that meet the State’s AYP targets in reading and math, the participation rate for students with IEPs, and the proficiency rate for students with IEPs against grade level, modified and alternate academic achievement standards. 

AYP
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	75% of districts will meet AYP in reading and math

	2007
	80% of districts will meet AYP in reading and math

	2008
	80% of districts with a disability subgroup will meet AYP in reading and math


	School Year
	Subject
	# of Districts Meeting 2007-08 AYP Requirements
	# of Districts Meeting Minimum SwD Cell Size
	% of Districts Meeting AYP Objectives for Disability Subgroup
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	Reading
	34
	36
	94.44%
	Met Target

	
	Math
	35
	36
	97.22%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	Reading
	47
	50
	94.00%
	Met Target

	
	Math
	47
	50
	94.00%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	Reading
	48
	52
	92.00%
	Met Target

	
	Math
	50
	52
	96.00%
	Met Target



Participation
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	95% participation rate in the areas of reading and math for children with IEPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations; regular assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against grade level standards; alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards

	2007
	95% participation rate in the areas of reading and math for children with IEPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations; regular assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against grade level standards; alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards

	2008
	95% participation rate in the areas of reading and math for children with IEPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations; regular assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against grade level standards; alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards


	School Year
	Grade/ Subject
	# of Children with IEPs
	# of Children with IEPs Participating in WSAS
	Parent Opt Out
	Exempt – Other Reasons
	Indicator 3 Participation  Rate
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	3rd Gr. Reading
	8,088
	7,954
	0
	134
	98.34%
	Met Target

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	8,088
	8,023
	0
	65
	99.20%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	8,327
	8,214
	3
	110
	95.64%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Math
	8,327
	8,264
	3
	60
	99.24%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	8,663
	8,555
	0
	108
	98.75%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Math
	8,663
	8,605
	0
	58
	99.33%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	8,559
	8,472
	0
	87
	98.98%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Math
	8,559
	8,465
	0
	94
	98.90%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	9,149
	9,056
	0
	93
	98.98%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Math
	9,149
	9,076
	0
	73
	99.20%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	9,555
	9,407
	5
	143
	98.45%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Math
	9,555
	9,416
	5
	134
	98.55%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	9,761
	9,430
	14
	317
	96.61%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Math
	9,761
	9,439
	14
	308
	96.70%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	3rd Gr. Reading
	8,416
	8,273
	1
	142
	98.3%
	Met Target

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	8,416
	8,344
	1
	71
	99.14%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	8,614
	8,458
	10
	146
	98.19%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Math
	8,614
	8,500
	10
	104
	98.68%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	8,512
	8,411
	1
	100
	98.81%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Math
	8,512
	8,424
	1
	87
	98.97%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	8,656
	8,542
	2
	112
	98.68%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Math
	8,656
	8,543
	2
	111
	98.69%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	8,631
	8,506
	1
	124
	98.55%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Math
	8,631
	8,508
	1
	122
	98.57%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	9,323
	9,152
	9
	162
	98.17%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Math
	9,323
	9,144
	9
	170
	98.08%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	9,536
	9,155
	22
	359
	96.00%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Math
	9,536
	9,151
	22
	363
	95.96%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	3rd Gr. Reading
	8,286
	8,200
	8
	78
	98.97%
	Met Target

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	8,286
	8,246
	8
	32
	99.53%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	8,607
	8,524
	13
	70
	99.06%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Math
	8,607
	8,557
	13
	37
	99.44%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	8,569
	8,505
	8
	56
	99.25%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Math
	8,569
	8,519
	8
	42
	99.42%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	8,274
	8,208
	9
	57
	99.20%
	Met Target

	
	6th Gr. Math
	8,274
	8,228
	9
	37
	99.44%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	8,555
	8,487
	7
	61
	99.21%
	Met Target

	
	7th Gr. Math
	8,555
	8,505
	7
	43
	99.42%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	8,570
	8,485
	10
	75
	99.01%
	Met Target

	
	8th Gr. Math
	8,570
	8,510
	10
	50
	99.30%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	9,124
	8,887
	30
	207
	97.42%
	Met Target

	
	10th Gr. Math
	9,124
	8,890
	30
	204
	97.46%
	Met Target



Performance
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	67.5% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement standards in the area of reading

	
	47.5% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement standards in the area of math

	2007
	74% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement standards in the area of reading

	
	58% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement standards in the area of math

	2008
	74% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and modified and alternate academic achievement standards in the area of reading

	
	58% proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and modified and alternate academic achievement standards in the area of math


	School Year
	Grade / Subject
	# of Children with IEPs
	# of Children with IEPs Enrolled for a Full Academic Year
	# of Children with IEPs Scoring Proficient or Advanced
	Indicator 3 Proficiency Rate
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	3rd Gr. Reading
	8,088
	N.A.
	4,096
	50.64%
	Progress

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	8,088
	N.A.
	4,284
	52.97%
	Met Target

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	8,327
	N.A.
	4,359
	52.35%
	Slippage

	
	4th Gr. Math
	8,327
	N.A.
	4,431
	53.21%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	8,663
	N.A.
	4,569
	52.74%
	Progress

	
	5th Gr. Math
	8,663
	N.A.
	4,032
	46.54%
	Progress

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	8,559
	N.A.
	4,363
	50.98%
	Progress

	
	6th Gr. Math
	8,559
	N.A.
	3,626
	42.36%
	Progress

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	9,149
	N.A.
	4,526
	49.47%
	Progress

	
	7th Gr. Math
	9,149
	N.A.
	3,893
	42.55%
	Progress

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	9,555
	N.A.
	4,572
	47.85%
	Slippage

	
	8th Gr. Math
	9,555
	N.A.
	3,501
	36.64%
	Progress

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	9,761
	N.A.
	3,260
	33.40%
	Progress

	
	10th Gr. Math
	9,761
	N.A.
	2,811
	28.80%
	Progress

	2007-08
	3rd Gr. Reading
	8,416
	N.A.
	4,332
	51.47%
	Progress

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	8,416
	N.A.
	4,536
	53.90%
	Progress

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	8,614
	N.A.
	4,324
	50.20%
	Slippage

	
	4th Gr. Math
	8,614
	N.A.
	4,455
	51.72%
	Slippage

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	8,512
	N.A.
	4,477
	52.60%
	Slippage

	
	5th Gr. Math
	8,512
	N.A.
	3,972
	46.66%
	Progress

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	8,656
	N.A.
	4,410
	50.95%
	Slippage

	
	6th Gr. Math
	8,656
	N.A.
	3,555
	41.07%
	Slippage

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	8,631
	N.A.
	4,275
	49.53%
	Progress

	
	7th Gr. Math
	8,631
	N.A.
	3,506
	40.62%
	Slippage

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	9,323
	N.A.
	4,379
	46.97%
	Slippage

	
	8th Gr. Math
	9,323
	N.A.
	3,424
	36.73%
	Progress

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	9,536
	N.A.
	3,034
	31.82%
	Slippage

	
	10th Gr. Math
	9,536
	N.A.
	2,459
	25.79%
	Slippage

	2008-09
	3rd Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	6,836
	3,476
	50.85%
	Slippage

	
	3rd Gr. Math
	N.A.
	6,836
	3,787
	55.40%
	Progress

	
	4th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,062
	3,632
	51.43%
	Progress

	
	4th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,062
	4,158
	58.88%
	Met Target

	
	5th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,110
	3,384
	47.59%
	Slippage

	
	5th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,110
	3,633
	51.10%
	Progress

	
	6th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,169
	3,446
	48.07%
	Slippage

	
	6th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,169
	3,091
	43.12%
	Progress

	
	7th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,230
	3,736
	51.67%
	Progress

	
	7th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,230
	3,095
	42.81%
	Progress

	
	8th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,278
	3,674
	50.48%
	Progress

	
	8th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,278
	3,131
	43.02%
	Progress

	
	10th Gr. Reading
	N.A.
	7,801
	2,796
	35.84%
	Progress

	
	10th Gr. Math
	N.A.
	7,801
	2,282
	29.25%
	Progress



Indicator 4A measures the percent of districts identified by the state as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions for greater than 10 days in a school year of children with IEPs.  
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	3.19% of districts identified by the State as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year

	2007
	2.96% of districts identified by the State as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year

	2008
	2.73% of districts identified by the State as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of suspensions and expulsions of greater than ten days in a school year for children with IEPs


	School Year
	# of Districts with Significant Discrepancy
	Total # of Districts
	Percent of Districts with Significant Discrepancy
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	5
	440
	1.14%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	3
	443
	0.68%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	Data available January 2010



Indicator 5 measures the percent of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the regular class 80% or more of the day; served inside the regular class less than 40% of the day; and served in separate schools, residential facilities, or in homebound/hospital placements.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	52% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 removed from regular class less than 21% of the day

	
	11.2% of children with IEPs ages 6 through 21 removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day

	
	1.2% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements


	2007
	53% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 removed from regular class less than 21% of the day

	
	10.9% of children with IEPs ages 6 through 21 removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day

	
	1.15% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements

	2008
	55% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served inside the regular class 80% or more of the day

	
	10.6% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served inside the regular class less than 40% of the day

	
	1.10% of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21 served in separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital placements


	School Year
	Educational Environment
	Student Count
	Total Students
	Percent
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day
	57,695
	112,935
	51.09%
	Progress

	
	Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day
	13,560
	112,935
	12.01%
	Progress

	
	Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements
	1,524
	112,935
	1.35%
	Progress

	2007-08
	Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day
	58,795
	111,629
	53.57%
	Met Target

	
	Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day
	12,542
	111,629
	11.24%
	Progress

	
	Served in public or private separate schools, residential placements, or homebound or hospital placements
	1,412
	111,629
	1.26%
	Progress

	2008-09
	Served inside the regular class 80% or more of the day
	60,293
	110,151
	54.74%
	Progress

	
	Served inside the regular class less than 40% of the day
	12,335
	110,151
	11.20%
	Progress

	
	Served in separate schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital placements
	1,373
	110,151
	1.25%
	Progress



Indicator 6 measures the percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs attending regular early childhood programs and receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular early childhood program; and attending separate special education class, separate school or residential facility. 

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	States were not required  to report on Indicator 6 in the FFY 2006 APR due February 1, 2008

	2007
	States were not required  to report on Indicator 6 in the FFY 2007 APR due February 2, 2009

	2008
	States are not required  to report on Indicator 6 in the FFY 2008 APR due February 21, 2010



Indicator 7 measures the percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs who demonstrate improved positive social-emotional skills (including social relationships); acquisition and use of knowledge and skills (including early language/communication and early literacy); and use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	States are not required to report baseline and targets until February 2010

	2007
	States are not required to report baseline and targets until February 2010

	2008
	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


Progress data:

	School Year
	
	# of Children
	Percent of Children

	2006-07
	Outcome Area: Positive social-emotional skills
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	2
	7%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	2
	7%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	7
	23%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	10
	33%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	9
	30%

	
	Outcome Area: Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	2
	7%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	4
	13%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	9
	30%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	7
	23%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	8
	27%

	
	Outcome Area: Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	1
	3%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	1
	3%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	5
	17%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	5
	17%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	18
	60%

	2007-08
	Outcome Area: Positive social-emotional skills
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	15
	3%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	57
	13%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	87
	19%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	129
	29%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	162
	36%

	
	Outcome Area: Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	9
	2%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	73
	16%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	118
	26%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	162
	36%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	81
	20%

	
	Outcome Area: Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs
	
	

	
	Children who did not improve functioning
	9
	2%

	
	Children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers
	44
	10%

	
	Children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it
	56
	12%

	
	Children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to same-aged peers
	98
	22%

	
	Children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-aged peers
	243
	54%

	2008-09
	Outcome Area: Positive social-emotional skills
	
	

	
	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
	363
	79.6%

	
	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
	536
	70.3%

	
	Outcome Area: Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills
	
	

	
	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
	513
	81.9%

	
	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
	476
	62.5%

	
	Outcome Area: Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs
	
	

	
	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
	288
	83.2%

	
	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
	620
	81.4%



Indicator 8 measures the 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 (includes early childhood as well as ages 6-21).

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	72.3% of parents report schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities

	2007
	76.1% of parents report schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities

	2008
	79.9% of parents report schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities


	School Year
	Survey
	# of Surveys Returned
	Lowest % Agreement of Performance Measures
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	Part B Survey
	1,049
	73.2%
	

	
	619 Survey
	166
	75.9%
	

	
	Indicator 8 Results
	73.57%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	Part B Survey
	1,237
	72.2%
	

	
	619 Survey
	185
	81.5%
	

	
	Indicator 8 Results
	73.4%
	Slippage

	2008-09
	Part B Survey
	1,020
	71.6%
	

	
	619 Survey
	197
	78.8%
	

	
	Indicator 8 Results
	72.8%
	Slippage



Indicator 9 measures the percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	0% of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification


	School Year
	Number of Districts with Disproportionate Representation Due to Inappropriate Identification
	Percent of Districts with Disproportionate Representation Due to Inappropriate Identification
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	0
	0%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	0
	0%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	0
	0%
	Met Target



Indicator 10 measures the percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	0% of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification


	School Year
	Number of Districts with Disproportionate Representation in Specific Disability Categories Due to Inappropriate Identification
	Percent of Districts with Disproportionate Representation in Specific Disability Categories Due to Inappropriate Identification
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	0
	0%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	0
	0%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	0
	0%
	Met Target



Indicator 11 measures the 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.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006-2007
2007-2008
	100% of children, with parental consent to evaluate, were evaluated and eligibility determined within 60 days

	2008-2009
	100% of children, with parental consent for initial evaluation, were evaluated within 60 days


	School Year
	# of Children for Whom Parental Consent to Evaluate Was Received
	# Determined Not Eligible Whose Evaluations and Eligibility Determinations Were Completed within 60 Days
	# Determined Eligible Whose Evaluations and Eligibility Determinations Were Completed within 60 Days
	Indicator 11
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	9,277
	3,062
	5,888
	96.48%
	Substantial Compliance

	2007-08
	9,378
	3,248
	5,961
	98.20%
	Substantial Compliance

	2008-09
	Data available January 2010



Indicator 12 measures the percent of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for Part B services, and who have an IEP developed and implemented by their 3rd birthdays.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	100% of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for part B services, have an IEP developed and implemented by their 3rd birthdays


	School Year
	# of Children Referred from Part C to Part B
	# of Those Referred Determined Not Eligible Prior to  3rd Birthday
	# of Those Referred Determined Eligible & Had IEP Developed & Implemented by 3rd Birthday
	# of Children for Whom Parent Refusal to Provide Consent Caused Delays in Evaluation or Initial Services
	# of Children for Whom Parent Refused Consent for Evaluation or Initial Services
	Indicator 12
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	2,869
	238
	1,757
	268
	NA
	74.35%
	Progress

	2007-08
	3,037
	330
	2,203
	226
	NA
	88.79%
	Progress

	2008-09
	3,326
	403
	2,434
	281
	120
	96.78%
	Substantial Compliance



Indicator 13 measures the percent of youth aged 16 and above with an IEP that includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals that are annually updated and based upon an age appropriate transition assessment, transition services, including courses of study, that will reasonable enable the student to meet those postsecondary goals, and annual IEP goals related to the student's transition services needs.  There also must be evidence that the student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where transition services are to be discussed and evidence that, if appropriate, a representative of any participating agency was invited to the IEP Team meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student who has reached the age of majority.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006-2007
2007-2008
	100% of youth aged 16 and above with an IEP includes coordinated, measurable, annual IEP goals and transition services that will reasonably enable the student to meet the postsecondary goals

	2008-2009
	100% of youth aged 16 and above with an IEP includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals that are annually updated and based upon an age appropriate transition assessment, transition services, including courses of study, that will reasonable enable the student to meet those postsecondary goals, and annual IEP goals related to the student's transition services needs.  There also must be evidence that the student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where transition services are to be discussed and evidence that, if appropriate, a representative of any participating agency was invited to the IEP Team meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student who has reached the age of majority.


	School Year
	# of Records in Sample
	# of Records in Compliance
	Indicator 13
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	1,483
	399
	26.9%
	Progress

	2007-08
	1,347
	530
	39.35%
	Progress

	2008-09
	Indicator measurement has changed – required to establish new baseline. Report in February 2011



Indicator 14 measures the percent of youth who had IEPs in effect at the time they left school and were enrolled in higher education within one year of leaving school; were enrolled in higher education or competitively employed within one year of leaving high school; were 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.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	65.5% of youth who had IEPs , are no longer in secondary school and have been competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of leaving high school

	2007
	66% of youth who had IEPs , are no longer in secondary school and have been competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of leaving high school 

	2008
	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; 
C. 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.  


	School Year
	# of Eligible Survey Participants
	# of Respondents
	Percent Competitively Employed
	Percent Participating in Some Type of Postsecondary School/Training Since Leaving High School
	Percent Competitively Employed and Participating in Some Type of Postsecondary School/Training
	Ind.14
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	1,008
	358
	33%
	9%
	14%
	65%
	Baseline

	2007-08
	2,007
	573
	24%
	31%
	14%
	69%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	Indicator measurement has changed – required to establish new baseline and targets. Report in February 2011


*The school year indicates the year in which the survey was conducted. 


Indicator 15 measures the percent of noncompliance related to monitoring priority areas and indicators corrected within one year of identification

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	100% of noncompliance related to monitoring priority areas and indicators corrected within one year of identification 


	School Year*
	# of Findings of Noncompliance
	# of Corrections Completed within One Year from Identification
	Indicator 15
	Progress or Slippage

	2005-06
	107
	107
	100%
	Met Target

	2006-07
	1617
	1617
	100%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	Data available January 2010


* School year represents the year in which the noncompliance was identified


Indicator 16 measures the percent of signed written complaints with reports issued that were resolved within the 60-day timeline or a timeline extended for exceptional circumstances with respect to a particular complaint, or because the parent (or individual or organization) and the public agency agree to extend the time to engage in medication or other alternative means of dispute resolution, if available in the State. 

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	100% of signed written complaints with reports issued that were resolved within the 60-day timeline or a timeline extended for exceptional circumstances with respect to a particular complaint, or because the parent (or individual or organization) and the public agency agree to extend the time to engage in mediation or other alternative means of dispute resolution, if available in the State.


	School Year
	# of Signed Written Complaints with Reports Issued within 60-Day Timeline
	# of Signed Written Complaints with Reports Issued within Timeline Extended for Exceptional Circumstances
	Indicator 16
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	52
	4
	95%
	Substantial Compliance

	2007-08
	77
	5
	100%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	57
	0
	98.31%
	Substantial Compliance



Indicator 17 measures the percent of adjudicated due process hearing requests that were adjudicated within the 45-day timeline or a timeline that is properly extended by the hearing officer at the request of either party or in the case of an expedited hearing, within the required timelines.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	100% of  adjudicated due process hearing requests are adjudicated within the 45-day timeline or a timeline that is properly extended by the hearing officer at the request of either party, or in the case of an expedited hearing within the required timelines. (New beginning with 2008-09)


	School Year
	# of Due Process Hearings Fully Adjudicated within 45-Day Timeline
	# of Due Process Hearings Full Adjudicated within Extended Timeline
	Indicator 17
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	0
	3
	100%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	0
	2
	100%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	1
	2
	100%
	Met Target



Indicator 18 measures the percent of hearing requests that went to resolution sessions that were resolved through resolution session settlement agreements.
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	51% of  hearing requests that go to resolution sessions that are resolved through resolution session settlement agreements

	2007
	52% of  hearing requests that go to resolution sessions that are resolved through resolution session settlement agreements

	2008
	53% of  hearing requests that go to resolution sessions that are resolved through resolution session settlement agreements


	School Year
	# of Hearing Requests that Went to a Resolution Session
	# of Written Settlement Agreements
	Indicator 18
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	12
	8
	67%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	17
	13
	76.47%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	10
	6
	60%
	Met Target



Indicator 19 measures the percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements.

	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	2006
	76% of mediations held resulted in mediation agreements  

	2007
	77% of mediations held resulted in mediation agreements  

	2008
	78% of mediations held resulted in mediation agreements  


	School Year
	Total # of Mediations Held
	# of Mediation Agreements Related to Due Process
	# of Mediations Agreements Not Related to Due Process
	Indicator 18
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	57
	3
	47
	88%
	Met Target

	2007-08
	62
	8
	49
	91.94%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	54
	9
	41
	92.59%
	Met Target



Indicator 20 measures the timeliness and accuracy of State reported data (618 and State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report).
	FFY
	Measurable & Rigorous Target

	All
	100% of State reported data is timely and accurate  


	School Year
	618 Score
	APR Score
	Total Possible Point
	Indicator 20
	Progress or Slippage

	2006-07
	38
	63
	109
	92.7%
	Progress

	2007-08
	43
	43
	86
	100%
	Met Target

	2008-09
	Data available January 2010


SEAs are evaluated on whether or not they submit complete data, whether the data passes the necessary edit checks, the timeliness of the data, and whether or not the SEA responds to data note requests when necessary. 
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