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What Are Adaptive Textbooks?

+ Textbooks in Braille
+ Textbooks in Large Print

Mandated to be provided by federal statue through
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
(IDEA) for students who are visually impaired or
blind.

AMERICAN
PRINTING
HOUSEm®NE

Federal Quota
Program

THE AMERICAN PRINTING HOUSE
FOR THE BLIND IS THE FEDERAL
SOURCE FOR PROVIDING
SPECIALIZED MATERIALS FREE OF
CHARGE TO STUDENTS.

This is accomplished through a network
of institutions around the country who
nominate Ex Officio Trustees to run the
program in their states. Kate Kosior at
the Braille and Talking Book Library is
the EOT for South Dakota.
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How Do | Apply for Textbooks for My Student

1. Visit our website at library.sd.gov/btb/apply/index.aspx and fill out the forms for both children and schools.
* The children’s application must be signed and approved by the child’s parent or guardian in addition to the
teacher/principal of the school. We will not be able to process any applications for students until the
parent/guardian’s signature is in place.

2. Download the forms at library.sd.gov/btb/children.aspx
* Textbook ordering form
* Payment form

Please fill these out completely before returning. Most commonly, people forget the ISBN or edition numbers. The
copyright cannot be more than 5 years old.

» Ordering can occur at any time during the year.
However, if you need books for the following
academic year, we cannot guarantee they will
arrive in time if we do not receive your order by

Dead“nes January 15.

Each state receives a certain number of federal
dollars per visually impaired student. Students
must be registered in the Federal Quota, which
takes place in the fall.




Textbooks Come From...

Whenever possible, If we do not have a If we Fannot procure a

we use textbooks in textbook, we look to copy in these ways,

our inventory other states to borrow we must order a new
a copy textbook. The school

will incur the cost.

10

Textbooks

Books are sent to us by the publisher, and we add them to our inventory. Then the books
are shipped directly to the requesting educator for the student.

We can add educational materials, workbooks, and other materials besides textbooks
depending upon a student’s needs. Visit aph.org/shop to browse. Be sure to look for items
marked Federal Quota for materials that can be obtained ‘free” with those federal dollars.

Please call Lynda Lowin, Educational Materials Coordinator, for more information at 605-
773-4914 or email Lynda.lowin@state.sd.us

01/17/2023
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Other Resources

Talking Books

NFB-NEWSLINE

Virtual Programming

Summer and Winter Reading programs for students and children
Braille eReaders

BARD Audio Service

vV v vV vV vV.VvYY

BookShare

» General Overview of program: https://ataem.org/obtaining-aem/federal-quota
***Qur dates vary from Ohio’s

11

Questions/Comments?

Feel free to contact Lynda Lowin or me at
Kate.Kosior@state.sd.us or 605-773-5081 any time.

12
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SD Legislative Session Updates

sdlegislature.gov

Meetings P
Session Bills
& Documents

= Notes Add a new BIll List

Administrative Rules

%

Statutes

2]

Bills

sessionconmitees |0

Interim Committees .
Archives Not

Notifications My Bill Lists

Education
2023_General

2023_Special_&d

Disability/Special Education Bills

HB 1014 update provisions related to the licensure of speech-language pathologists and speech-language pathology assi:
SB9 modify discharge notice procedures applicable to developmentally disabled persons.

SB10 expand certification options for interpreters for the deaf.

SB 37 revise provisions pertaining to the South Dakota School for the Deaf.

14
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DOE Bills and Upcoming Presentations

SB 24 revise property tax levies for school districts and to revise the state aid to general and special education formulas

SB 39 modify provisions regarding educator complaints.

* Upcoming Presentations
¢ House Ed —1/18/23
¢ Senate Ed —1/19/23
* Joint Committee on Appropriations — 1/25/23

e Stream at — SD.net

15

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

Effective Practices

16



GETGEARED UP!

2023 SOUTH DAKOTA SPECIAL EDUCATION CONFERENCE

@
£

&l

2023 Special
Education
Conference

¥ R
e

MARCH 14 & 15 AT THE LODGE AT DEADWOOD

Keynote Speaker
Hasan Davis Soeataiaon
Hope Dealer

2 =
) south dakota sxivensiny or
X DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION  suonticomm @ﬁ&’.‘."”f’s%f’,““.,ﬂ

V' oo toedesionsare Center for Disabilities

SPED 2023

ind IDEA Part B

17

2023 Parent-Nominated

Special Education Staff of the Year

* Nominations accepted through February 10th.

* Nominations can be mailed to the Department of Education (address
on form) or emailed to Brandi Gerry (brandi.gerry@state.sd.us).

* Winner will receive free registration for the 2023 SD Special Education
Conference in Deadwood AND be recognized at the award luncheon on
March 14th.

* Contact Brandi Gerry for a copy of the nomination form.

18
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Apply for 2023
MTSS Cohort
(RTI or PBIS)

* Applications due Feb 17, South Dakota

2023 Multi-tiered System of Supports
* District notification — mid-

March

o
%,
i

ke
%

Al QO
STUDENTS , &
%

Questions?
* RTI - Brandi Gerry
(brandi.gerry@state.sd.us)

* PBIS — Rebecca Cain
(rebecca.cain@state.sd.us)

Family Literacy:
Train the Trainer

- Partner with families to
improve literacy outcomes.

- Participants will leave with
all materials needed to
facilitate family literacy
trainings in their district.

4 Locations

(Register on Go Sign Me Up)
- Watertown (Feb 10)

- Sioux Falls (Feb 17)

- Rapid City (March 28)

- Chamberlain (March 29)

20
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/mtss.aspx
https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/public/Course/browse?courseid=14623
https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/public/Course/browse?courseid=14624
https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/public/Course/browse?courseid=14625
https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/public/Course/browse?courseid=14626
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Winter Assessment Workshops

* Winter Assessment Workshops are available to help Assessment
Coordinators prepare for the 2023 Summative Assessments:

* January 18 in Pierre

* January 19 in Rapid City
* January 31 in Aberdeen
* February 1 in Sioux Falls
* February 2 in Sioux Falls
* February 13 virtual

* Join us! Register at https://southdakota.gosignmeup.com/

21

Interim Assessments

* Interim Assessments are available on the TIDE system for ELA, Math, and Science.

* Utilizing Interim Assessments prior to the Summative Assessments:

* Helps students become familiar with the testing system, types of questions,
and digital tools

* Can reduce test anxiety for the summative assessment
* May increase student participation and proficiency on the summative
assessment

* Contact DOEassessment@state.sd.us with any questions about interim
assessments.

22
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The list of students participating in the Alternate Assessment was pulled from
Infinite Campus in December.

If an IEP team ADDS or REMOVES a student from alternate
assessment participation between now and the testing window, please:

1. E-mail the student's name and district to DOEassessment@state.sd.us

2. Update box for "Participates in Alt. Assessment" in the
Enrollments Tab in Infinite Campus.

If you have any questions regarding eligibility for alternate assessment,
visit https://doe.sd.gov/assessment/alternate.aspx or contact Stacy Holzbauer
at stacy.holzbauer@state.sd.us or 605-295-3441.

24

Accommodation Highlight:

Speech-to-text

Determine the student's need O -

What does this look like for instruction?

13 Share {7 Comments

B &9 s
Create and Share Request: Dictate Reuse
[ Select - Adobe PDF  Signatures Files

&% Replace

In Microsoft word — there is a Dictate button -
Student will need access to a mic (mine is in my headset) .

Student speaks into the mic and the computer types what the student says Tap the microphene to resume

Student does need to speak what punctuation marks are needed at
the time of dictation 0
& g

Could be for longer writing assignments

@

Doesn't take away from student's ability to write complete or accurate
sentences

Evaluate use

Embedded accommodation for state testing

>

For students who have motor or processing disabilities or who have had a recent injury that make it difficult to produce text
or commands using computer keys may need alternative ways to work with computers.

Not for student who type slowly
Must be using for daily instruction

Set at the state level

Editing Adobe Acrobat Voice | Sensitivity | Reuse Files

*

01/17/2023
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* Requests to mark accommodations in TIDE (test information distribution
engine) need to be send by Feb 1st (soft deadline)
* Non-embedded accommodations
* Reading passages for ELA
* Speech-to-Text and/or Word Prediction (embedded)
* Print on Demand

* Requests made through the TIDE system

* Inthe Forms section
* Check to see if you have the right permissions for the requests
*  Work with your district or school assessment coordinator

SPEDCONNECTION

TOP HIGHLIGHTS

26

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

Apply these best practices when documenting disagreements in IEP decisions
Disagreements during IEP team meetings are bound to happen, but effectively documenting
differences of opinions can be essential for maintaining a positive tone in future meetings.

ONE PAGER: Unlock keys to comprehensive evaluations
Use these keys to identify all of a student's special education and related services needs.

Determine connection to disability, not student misconduct, with MDR analysis

As a district conducts a manifestation determination review, its members should discuss the
relationship between the student's misconduct and his disability, not whether or not the student

violated school rules.

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.

01/17/2023
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https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/19f1df5521/d16d8a0941/74ba0a1fb9/contentId=22744928
https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/b534a64969/d16d8a0941/2d7bec10ca/contentId=22744906
https://cts.vresp.com/c/?LRPPublications/89a4e9ff96/d16d8a0941/c23d5651c5/contentId=22744687
mailto:Wendy.Trujillo@state.sd.us
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ACCOUNTABILITY THOUGHTFULNESS

Accountability

27

Internal Review

* All Public Districts Required

* Internally each special education case manager
must complete a file review.

* Completed by June 1 annually 4 h
 District Sped Director submit areas identified to
state by June 1 annually
* https://forms.office.com/g/9fXysUUuP3 ‘ .
* Information on Accountability Website \J

¢ Under Section “Results Driven
Accountability”

¢ Contact Melissa.Flor@state.sd.us or 605-773-
6119 for more information.

28
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Indicator 7
Preschool
Outcomes

Is each student’s:

* BDI-2 Program Note
entered?

* BDI-3 Program Label
entered?

* Evaluation complete?
* SIMs # entered correctly?

* Name and birthdate
correct?

BDI-3:

* Has the electronic record
form been committed?

30

15
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32

BDI-3

Subscriptions and access
keys allotted to each
district.

Change to "Inactive"

STATUS \

. Y
o Active | _J Inactive

EdPlan
Indicator 11
Indicator 12

Emails
https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SP
P.aspx

* Directions

* Spreadsheet
* Reporting Guide

01/17/2023

16
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Indicator 11
Child Find

Reminder on the count of day 1:

* When permission is received on a
non-school day, then day 1 will be
the next business day.

Spreadsheet available:

* https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SPP.aspx

Indicator 12
Transition Part Cto
Part B 619

Before 3™ birthday
* Evaluations

* Eligibility

* |EP

Spreadsheet available:
* https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SPP.aspx

23

30

n

I

&y
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Miscellaneous

Transition — Catch the Wave Events

One day event designed for high school student who have a disability and are
considering a post-secondary experience at a university or technical college

* Feb 23 — MTI - Mitchell (contact Miah.Gillen@state.sd.us)
e Mar 22 — SDSMT — Rapid City (contact dhalverson@bhssc.org)

¢ Mar 23 — USD — Vermillion - (contact Bev.Peterson @state.sd.us)

e Mar 28 — LATI — Watertown - (contact Cate.Diede@state.sd.us)

¢ Apr 4 —NSU - Aberdeen (contact Cate.Diede@state.sd.us)

01/17/2023
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Transition Round Up

Webinar for High School Special Ed teachers to gather some information
around a topic, ask questions, and connect with other high school special
education teachers around the state

* January Topic: Benefits and Importance of Assistive Technology for High
School Students
e Jan 25-3-4 pm CT (2-3 pm MT)

* Join Zoom Meeting -
https://us02web.zoom.us/i/89309154610?pwd=THM4dGROZW5YanhmVFI
kaytLTDIEUTO9

* Link can also be found on www.tslp.org

* Round up will be recorded and posted on the TSLP website

Next Monthly SPED Webinar

February 21st, 2023

Monthly handouts can be found at

01/17/2023
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Special Education Programs

State Performance Plan
FFY2021

40

What is the State Performance Plan (SPP)/Annual
Performance Report (APR)?

vV vy vy

The Individuals with Disabilities Act (IDEA) of 2004 requires all states to have in place a
plan that describes how each state will improve results for students and comply with
IDEA.

This is a 6-year plan (FFY20-25) with 17 indicators
Submitted annually to the federal Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP).
OSEP uses the SPP to determine whether states are meeting requirements

The State makes Local Education Agency (LEA) determinations using the data districts
submit for the SPP/APR.

01/17/2023
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» Compliance RESULTS INDICATORS COMPLIANCE INDICATORS
» Measures compliance with Indicator 1: Graduation Indicator 4B: Suspension/Expulsion by
requirements of the IDEA. Race/Ethnicity
> OSEP sets targets that must be Indicator 2: Dropout Indicator 9: Disproportionate Racial/Ethnic
met or corrective action is Representation
required
» Result Indicator 3: Statewide Assessment Indicator 10: Disproportionate Racial/Ethnic
esults Representations in Specific Eligibility
> Measures child and family Categories
outcomes Indicator 4A: Suspension/Expulsion Indicator 11: Child Find
. iséaptre;vseertnt:r:tggsseto(hszobv;seline Indicator 5: Educational Envir i 12: Early Childhood Transition
> If states are not meeting targets, Indicator 6: Preschool Environments Indicator 13: Secondary Transition
they must provide reason and Indicator 7: Preschool Outcomes Indicator 15: Resolution Sessions
develop strategies for .
improvement Indicator 8: Parent Involvement Indicator 16: Mediation

Indicator 14: Post-School Outcomes
Indicator 17: SSIP-SIMR

41

» How do schools meaningfully engage parents in

Esse ntial the education of their children with disabilities?

Questlon #1 o Indicator 8: Parent Involvement

42

21



Indicator 8:
Parent Involvement

What does it measure?

1) Parent Involvement:

» % 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

44

Iy
Parenial
Inhvolvement
TOGETHER, WE MAKE A

j/\- -

01/17/2023
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What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

Data Source:

» The Parent Survey consists of 12 survey items that address Communication, Partnership, IEP, and
Information. Paper and on-line versions are available. DOE provides Parent Surveys and envelopes to
districts in June/July. Districts provide surveys to parents, which must be completed by May 31.

Calculations:

» Parent Involvement Score equals:

+ # parents who responded positively / # parents who responded X 100

» Response Rate equals:

+ # parents who responded / # parents who received survey X 100

Parent Involvement Score Response Rate
» SD historically has met the target » SD historically has a high response rate
201617 | 201718 | 201819 | 201920 | 202021
Overall aren( 18,398 19,175 19,709 20,060 21,763
Involvement scorel] 2016-17 201718 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 hd - - - .
State| 84.74% 88.41% 87.77% 87.74% 86.20% 6,869 7,017 7072 6,019 5551
Targetl] 78.00% 78.50% 79.00% 79.00% 81.00% 37.38% 36.59% 35.88% 30.00% 235.53%

23



» Parent Involvement Score:

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

» Response Rate:

Number of Parents Who Received the Parent Survey:
Number of Parents Who Completed the Parent Survey:
Percentage of Parents Who Completed the Parent Survey:

22,305

5,684

25.48%

Race/Ethnicity

‘Grade al T of Survey

Primary Disability

Deafness  —— %
Traumatic Brain Injury  — 5%

Hearing Imgairment

prescnoct
Native Hawallan or Other Pacific islander | EEGEG—_—— 0% Grage 1
e
Orthopedic Impairment
whits | EES— 2% Srade . p— 25K opedicimpsme
et — Spesch/Language IMpsimen! _ — 255
Two or more races NN 22% Grade 1] em— 5% At — 5%
Asisn [EE— 12% o — 1% Multiple Disabiities  m— 275
s | i Develapmental Deloy m— 155
Amenican Indian or Alaska Native N 20% Gigde 5 — 1% Specific Learning Disability  — 2%
Hispanicor Latino [N [15% ST i 12 Emotional Cisturbanc _e—— 22%
10 | e Cognitive Disabilty m— 21%
Black or African American [ 3% Grmes ] a Other Health impairment  mm—| 15%
o 20% 0% 50| o5 200 s o5 20% s

Response Rate by Demographic Group:

» State must analyze race/ethnicity and one other demographic

» Due to SD’s high response rate and district participation across geographical areas, the survey
results ARE representative of all racial/ethnic groups and disability categories.

01/17/2023
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Feedback and
Questions?

» Are children and youth appropriately referred,
evaluated, and determined eligible for special
education in a timely manner?

Essential
o Indicator 11: Initial Evaluations
QueStlon #2 o Indicator 12: Transition Part C (Birth to Three) to Part

B (ages 3-21)

50

25



Indicator 11: Initial Evaluations
(Child Find)

52

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.

01/17/2023
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What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

Data Source: State electronic database created by SEP (new system beginning FFY 2022)

Includes data for the entire reporting year

v

Actual days — not average

v

Entered in system directly or by uploading a spreadsheet

v

Due August 1

Calculation:
» Percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100

53

Historical Data

Historical Data

Baseline Year Baseline Data

Target 100% 100% 100%

9969 99.89% 99.94% 99,85 9967

54

01/17/2023
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FFY 2021 SPR/APR Data

B Mumber of children whose

Number of chidren for
B urmbe evaluations were completed

whom parental cansent to

‘evaluate was received
established timeline)

99,67 00% 2091%

Number of children included in (a) but nat included in (b)

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

55

‘within 60 days (or State FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data

Status slippage

No Slippage

Feedback an
Questions?

56

01/17/2023
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Indicator 12: Early Childhood
Transitions

58

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.

(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.

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

» c. # of those found eligible who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays.

» 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 early intervention services under Part C less than 90 days before their third
birthdays.

» f. # of children whose parents chose to continue early intervention services 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, ¢, d, e, or f. Indicate the range of days beyond the third birthday when

eligibility was determined and the IEP developed, and the reasons for the delays.

01/17/2023
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What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

Data Source: State electronic database created by SEP (new system beginning FFY 2022)
» Includes data for the entire reporting year
» Entered in system directly or by uploading a spreadsheet

» Due September 1

Calculation:

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

59

Historical Data

Historical Data

Baseline Year Baseline Data

.

60

01/17/2023
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FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data

&, Number of children

i C and referred to Part B for Part

eloped and implemer

hete third birthdays

sed delays in evaluation e it

8 Number of children wh

to continue

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

status

slippage

97798 Did ot

Sippage

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

62

Feedback and
Questions?

01/17/2023
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Essential
Question #3

» What educational environments are children and
youth with disabilities a part of, and do they have
meaningful access to the general curriculum and
the life of the school?

Indicator 5: Educational Environments ages 5 in KG
to21

o Indicator 6: Preschool Environments ages 3 to 5

o Indicator 17: State Systemic Improvement Plan

Indicator 5: Educational
Environments ages 5 in KG to
21

01/17/2023
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What does it measure?

IEP team’s goal is to include students in general

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

with modification);

placements.

education curriculum to maximum extent possible.

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

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

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

Wording underlined is South Dakota terms

65

What is the data source and
How s it calculated?

» |EP Team determines how to provide services and
supports needed to remain in the classroom to
maximum extent.

» Must correctly document location and time of special
education services

Calculate the time included with peers
Enter the final calculation into Infinite Campus

Data is finalized during child count and reported
federally

» Increase percentage in general ed classroom 80% to 100%

» Decrease percentage students in 39% to 0% general ed
classroom

v

Decrease percentage of students in separate facility,
residential or home/hospital.

66

Indicator Numerator

5A: General Classraom Number of students with LRE of 80%to

100%

58: Self-Contained Number of students with LRE of 39% or
less

5C: Separate Facility Number of students in Day Program,

Residential, Home/Haspital

All students aged 5 (in school)
through 21

All students aged 5 {in school]
through 21

All students aged 5 {in school)
through 21

01/17/2023
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80.00% 78.68%
78.00% — 77.18% 77.26%
75.96% 75.52% 5.68% .
13510 Indicator
74.00% py 75.96% 75.96% 5A o | n C re Ose
7200% 71.01% i
Access to
67.50% 68.00% 68.00%
oo O General
66.00% .
Education
62.00%
60.00%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

B SA target  67.50% 68.00% 68.00% 75.96% 75.96% 76.68% 77.18% 77.26% 78.68%
S5AActual 71.01% 72.08% 73.91% 75.96% 75.52%

I SA target S5A Actual

5B: Decrease Less than 40% general education setting
(Self-Contained)

610%  600%  6.00%  6.00%

6.00%
5.90%
5.80%
5.70%
5.60%
-

557% — >:63%

K]
£ 5.57%
2 5.50% . ~ | | [ | — —
Z 5.46% 5.57% 5.57% 5.57% 5.57% o
5.40% 5.38% 5.50% 5.50%
5.30%
5.20%
5.10%
5.00%
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
5B Target 6.00% 6.00% 6.00% 5.57% 5.57% 5.57% 5.57% 5.50% 5.50%
=58 Acutal 5.46% 5.57% 5.38% 5.57% 5.63%
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5C: Goal Decrease Separate Facility,

Residential and Home/Hospital

4.00%

3.50%

3.00%

2.50%

o
= 2.00%
2
< 1.50%
1.00%
0.50%
0.00%
- C Target
5C Actual

69

3.39%

3.29%
1.94% 1.99%
-
1 2
3.39% 3.29%
1.94% 1.99%

3.29%
1.99%
- 1.67%
_ 1.37%
- -~ I = = g
]if ]i? ]ii ]ii iié [
3 4 5 6 7 8 9
3.29% 1.67% 1.67% 1.67% 1.67% 1.67% 1.65%
1.99% 1.67% 137%

Ed Environment

General Ed (80 to
100)

Self-Contain (less
than 40%)

Separate facility,
residential,
home/hospital

70

# of children
with IEPS met
category 5-21

15,446

1,151

281

Total # of FFY FFY
children 2021 2021

with IEPS 5- Target | Data

20,454 75.96% 75.96% 75.52%  Did not No
meet Slippage
target

20,454 5.57% 5.57% 5.63% Did not No
meet Slippage
target

20,454 1.67% 1.67% 1.31% Met Target No

Slippage

Slippage | Comments
21

Decreased
by .48%

Increased
by .06%

Decreased
by .03%

01/17/2023
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Feedback and
Questions?

Indicator 6: Preschool
Environments ages 3-5
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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))

What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

Data Source:

» Infinite Campus Least Restrictive Environment - Same data as used for reporting to the Department under
section 618 of the IDEA, using the definitions in EDFacts file specification FS089.

Calculation:

» A. Percent = [(# of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs attending a regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular early childhood program)
divided by the (total # of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs)] times 100.

» B. Percent = [(# of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility) divided by the (total # of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs)] times 100.

» C. Percent = [(# of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs receiving special education and related services in the
home) divided by the (total # of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs)] times 100.
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Historical Data

Misterical Data - 64, 68

Part v 2016 2017 s
A Target >= 21.55 21.65 21.76¢
A Data 2424 333 279 2176
8 626% o 815
5 Data 1425 362 1815
Services in the home, letter C, new in 2020.
Baselines for Inclusive Targets option (A B, C)
Part Baseline Year Baseline Data
A 2020 21.76%
B 815
< 2020 127%

75

FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data - Aged 3 through §

Number of children with

Preschool Environments  1EPs aged 3 through 5
served

395

Total number of children
with 1EPs aged 3 through
5

FFY 2020 Data

FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data

793 1923%

status slippage

Slippage

Percent = [(# of children ages 3,4, and 5 with IEPs attending a regular early childhood program and receiving the majority of special education and related services in the regular early childhood

program) divided by the (total # of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs)] times 100.

B. Percent = [(# of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs attending a separate special education class, separate school or residential facility) divided by the (total # of children ages 3,4, and 5 with IEPs)]

times 100.

C. Percent = [(# of children ages 3,4, and 5 with IEPs receiving special education and related services in the home) divided by the (total # of children ages 3, 4, and 5 with IEPs)] times 100.

76
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Feedback and
Questions?

Indicator 17: State Systemic
Improvement Plan

39



79

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.

MTSS/Data
Dedision Making

Ytroco  GGIP Theory of Action

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

to spring 2026 as measured by the statewide assessment.

Standards of Action

instructional declslon making...

Then...

he state supports LEAS with PO for

emeral and spacial ecucaton teachers

Literacy/nstruction Inthe kmplermentation of evidence
basecfourchtional rescing
estructian

General

speclal education
teachers wil mplement
evidence based foundational
reading instruction for all
students,

Near Result(s)

Students with
disabilities will receive
high quslity

foundational reading
instruction in the core

classroom.

Studants with
diszbilities will receive

car Jpport,

ide TA surrouning
roctces (EBPS)

teachers will effactively
Emplement EBPS in

ranagemens
 Assssamant andstuent cita
* Lessan planringdetwery

those skills...

nformation o a chids progress
Family
i anddscuss how faile cn be
Engagement nvoluect in the deveicpment of

80

athome.

2ccommodstions, and
instruction across
settings.

Families will become
strong partners in the
IEP process and will
support learning st
home.

Far Result(s)

What

does it
el NCOSUree

reading proficiency
rates.

Students with

01/17/2023
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What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

» Data is collected from districts participating in SPDG and MTSS initiatives
» A:SWD in all categories in grades 3-5

» B: SWD in grades 3-5 in the categories of SLD, OHI, and S/L

» Two primary data sources:

> Statewide ELA assessment

» District benchmark assessments (varies by district)

» Comprehensive evaluation plan: data collection and analysis across all areas in Theory of

Action (https://doe.sd.gov/sped/documents/22-23-EvalPlan.pdf)

81

Historical Data

Historical Data

Part Baseline Year Baseline Data
A FFY2021 18.31%
B FFY2021 18.12%
Targets
FFY 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025
TargotA = 18.31% 18.04% 19.56% 2081% 2331%
Target B >= 18.12% 18.75% 19.37% 2062% 23.12%

82
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/documents/22-23-EvalPlan.pdf

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 est
(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

83

84

Feedback and
Questions?
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» What progress are young children with disabilities
: making as it relates to social-emotional and

Essential 8 as} ' ' _

cognitive development, and what systems are in

Question H#4 place to improve outcomes?

o Indicator 7: Preschool Outcomes

Indicator 7: Preschool
Outcomes

43
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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.

88

What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

Data source:
» Battelle Developmental Inventory
» Student data entered by June 30

Calculation:

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.

for 1: Percent = [(# of preschool children reported in progress category (c) plus # of preschool
children reported in category (d)) divided by (# of preschool children reported in progress category (a) plus # of preschool children
reported in progress category (b) plus # of preschool children reported in progress category (c) plus # of preschool children reported
in progress category (d))] times 100.

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.

N for 2: Percent = [(# of preschool children reported in progress category (d) plus # of preschool
children reported in progress category (e)) divided by (the total # of preschool children reported in progress categories (a) + (b) + (c) +
(d) + (e))] times 100.

01/17/2023
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Historical Data

Historical Data

Fart Baseline FFY 18 2018
A 7 Data 71,655 ) 7.7 70.0;
a2 2018 Target>= 84155 Ba.35: 84,35
a2 . Data 81.95 .79 734 7237
8 20 Target>= 2. 8.5 5 e
81 Data 67,978 567 57.74 56
2008 55,963 5796 518
B2 5339 .
] Data 685 5835 60,06 50,78
Q 2018 Targe: 7. 736 3
@ Dot = e - = e

89

Targets — Positive social-emotional skills including relationships -Preliminary

Outcame A Numerator Denominatar FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage

sz 487 70.02% 7. 66,121

90
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Targets — Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills - Preliminary

Outcome B Numerator Denominator FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status. slippage

91

Targets — Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs - Preliminary

Outcome Humeratar Denominator FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status slippage

2 60.78 5835 Did ot meet target Slippage

3
time they turmed 6 years
of age or &
program.

2 1008 63.58

not meet target Mo Slippage

92

01/17/2023

46



93

Indicator 7

Child Outcomes
Summary Form -

POWERBI - SP.008.00-X ~ Child Outcomes Summary Form

expectatons, e percent who substarbaly increased
e ate of grouth by e tene they exted

2 Percent of chidren who were funchonng a1 2 level
comparatie to same-aged peers by the tme they exied

et Summary Statersent 17

Summary statoment | cauabon_(c0)\a+bcd
ormerd 27

Summmary statorent 2 couaton (d-e) 3+becedee)

|

:
]
3
g

In this model, at age Jevel is defined as the 10th percentle score.

#ol | %ot sof | %ot of | %ot
Chitaren | Children| | Crsaren |chisaren| | chadren | chadren|
4 Chidren vihs 96 ol eprove Ancleerg o 000 3| 0303 0.40%)
b Chacren v mmorcved funchornen) bul ot suiceet 165] 16.42%) 15| 3134 22| 2200%)
10 move nearer o funcionin comparatie Io same age
peers
< - Chidren who impeoved fnchoning 15 3 tevel neaser 2 ) 2100%) W e
10 3ame-ap6d peers but i not reach 1t
0~ Chaven who improved Aunchonng 10 reach 3 evel 1950%] 21| 21.00%) [
conparatie to same-aged peers
¢ Cridren vho mantaned huncboneg a2 tevei 18| s154%) 24| 2627%) 6| .30%|
comparatie to same-39ed peers
Totat 1,005] 100 00%| 1.005{ 100 00%) 1,005| 100.00%|
Summary Statements:
NA e e accountitie for the smmary e
T Of ose chicren o entered the program Eeicw age 66.12%) Er
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Feedback and
Questions?
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—

. » Are children and youth equitably referred,
Essential evaluated, and determined eligible without

Question #5 biases?

> Indicator 9/10: Disproportionate Representation

Indicator 9 & 10:
Disproportional

Representation

COMPLIANCE INDICATOR

48
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What does it measure?

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

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.

97

¢ Includes all students on an
IEP by race/ethnic group.

¢ Includes disability categories:
Specific Learning Disability,
Cognitive Disability,
Emotional Disability, Autism
Spectrum Disorder, Other
Health Impaired, and Speech

What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

» Data source:
» |EP teams determine eligibility

Report data to state

| 4
» Child Count number in each disability category by race/ethnicity
>

Membership (Fall Enrollment) count by race/ethnicity

20 3.0

Indicator 9 and 10 20

98
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Indicator 9 & 10:

Calculation

1St
Requirement:
Identified by a
numerical
calculation.

Minimum N
and Cell of 20

Step 1: Risk

¢ Total number of
students with
IEPs in
race/ethnic
group divided

Step 2: Weighted
risk ratio*

* Risk of a
specific
race/ethnic
group divided

by total number by risk of other
of enrolled in groups
race/ethnic * 3.0 Weighted
group Risk Ratio

2"d Requirement:
Review Districts

Policy, Practice
and Procedures

Check for
inappropriate
identification in
policy, practices
and procedures

Historical Data

Indicator 9 and 10:

Average 0 to 3 districts

annually

01/17/2023
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FFY21 Results — Indicator 9

119 districts did not meet 20 n size and 20 cell size
30 districts met the calculation in one or more race/ethnic categories

0 districts met the numerical threshold of 3.0 weighted risk

vV v.Vvyy

0% of South Dakota Districts Identified for Indicator 9

Percent of districts with
disproportionate
representation of racial and
ethnic groups in special
education and related
services that is the result of

Number Number who | Number of FFY 2020 FFY 2021 FFY 2021 Status Slippage

districts with had districts metn | Data Target Data
disproportiona | inappropriate | and cell size

te

101

practices

Met Target No Slippage

Number

102

FFY21 Results — Indicator 10

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

vV v vy

0% of South Dakota Districts Identified for Indicator 10

0 18 0%

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

Number who | Number of FFY 2020 Data | FFY 2021 FFY 2021 Data Slippage
districts with LEL] districts met n Target
disproportion | inappropriate | and cell size
ate practices
0%

Met Target No Slippage

01/17/2023
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Feedback and
Questions?

103

» Are children and youth with disabilities receiving
equitable behavioral support to minimize
disciplinary action?

Essential Are the suspension and expulsion rates equitable
for students with disabilities and for students with

QueStion #6 disabilities by race and ethnicity?

o Indicator 4: Suspension and Expulsion

104
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Indicator 4:Suspension and
Expulsion

106

What does it measure?

MONITORIN

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

01/17/2023
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What is the data source?

Data Sources:

» The data sources for Indicator 4 is data submitted by districts in the data application:

» State discipline data, including State’s analysis of State’s Discipline data collected under IDEA Section 618, where applicable.
Discrepancy can be computed by either comparing the rates of suspensions and expulsions for children with IEPs to rates for
nondisabled children within the LEA or by comparing the rates of suspensions and expulsions for children with IEPs among
LEAs within the State.

» Minimum N and cell size is 10

» Significant discrepancy 5%

107

How is it calculated?

108

4A: Suspension and Expulsions- Percent of local educational agencies (LEA) that have a significant
discrepancy:

» Percent = [(# of LEAs that meet the State-established n and/or cell size (if applicable) that have a significant
discrepancy, as defined by the State, in the rates of suspensions and expulsions for more than 10 days during the
school year of children with IEPs) divided by the (# of LEAs in the State that meet the State-established n and/or
cell size (if applicable))] times 100.

4B: Suspension/Expulsion- Percent of local educational agencies (LEA) that have a significant discrepancy:

» Percent = [(# of LEAs that meet the State-established n and/or cell size (if applicable) for one or more
racial/ethnic groups that have: (a) a significant discrepancy, as defined by the State, by race or ethnicity, in the
rates of suspensions and expulsions of more than 10 days during the school year of 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 IEPs, the use of positive behavioral
interventions and supports, and procedural safeguards) divided by the (# of LEAs in the State that meets the
State-established n and/or cell size (if applicable) for one or more racial/ethnic groups)] times 100

01/17/2023
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Historical Data

» State-level historical data has been between 0 and 33 %, due to the small number of districts
meeting n sizes

» Target remains equal to 0%
» Data is lag year, meaning data for FFY2021 is used FFY2020

» Data is analyzed based on the total provided by the districts or LEAs, due to state policies student-
level information is not collected.

109

» 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 FFY 2021
discrepancy n/cell size Data FFY 2021 Target Data Status Slippage
0 1 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% Met target No Slippage

110
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» 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 1 0.00% 0% 0.00% Met No
¢ target| Slippage

111

Feedback and
Questions?

112
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» In what ways are children and youth with
disabilities participating in statewide assessments
at rates that meet state targets?

Essential In what ways are children and youth with
disabilities meeting grade level academic

QueStion #7 achievement standards?

o Indicator 3: Assessment

Indicator 3:
Assessment

57
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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

115

What is the data source?

Data Sources:
» State-wide assessments in ELA and Math are administered in the spring:
= SD English Language Arts and SD Math (Regular Assessment - grade level achievement standards)

= Multi-State Alternate Assessment/MSAA (Alternate Assessment - alternate achievement standards)

» Data for grades 4, 8, and HS in Reading and Math are reported on the SPP.

Preliminary Data:
» The Indicator 3 data on the following slides is from the 12/16/22 Consolidated State Performance Report (CSPR).

» OSEP will upload this data into the SPP to finalize the reported data. Therefore, the data shared today is considered
preliminary data.

116
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How is it calculated?

3A: Participation Rate percent for children with IEPs equals:
# students with IEPs participating in an assessment / # total students with IEPs X 100
3B: Proficiency Rate percent for children with IEPs in the regular assessment equals:
# students with IEPs scoring at or above proficient / # total students with IEPs who received a valid score X 100
3C: Proficiency Rate percent for children with IEPs in the alternate assessment equals:
# students with IEPs scoring at or above proficient / # total students with IEPs who received a valid score X 100
3D: Gap in proficiency rates between children with and without IEPs in the regular assessment equals:

proficiency rate for all students minus proficiency rate for children with IEPs

117

Historical Data

» State assessments were not administered in FFY2019 due to the federal waiver during
COVID school closures.

» FFY2018 data (and prior) is obsolete because all baselines and targets were updated for
the new FFY2020-2025 SPP package.

» The following slides show that FFY2020 data was used as baselines and targets for FY2021.

118
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» 3A: Participation Rate for
children with IEPs

» During FFY2020 SPP
submission, OSEP required SD
to revise targets to 95% or
higher per ESEA requirements

» FFY2021 targets were met

119

Reading
Number of
‘Children with Number of
Group IEPs Children with | FFY2020 | FFY 2021 | FFY 2021
Name Participating Ps Data Target ata Status
GRADE4 | 1929 1942 9552 9552 | 993
GRADES | 1415 1443 9213 9500 | %81
GRADE HS | 912 958 9328 9500 | 952
Vath
Number of
Children Number of
Group | withEPs | Childrenwith | FFY2020 | FFY2021 | FFY2021
Name | Participating Ps Data Target | Data | Status
GRADE 4 1932 1943 95.20 9520 994
GRADE 8 1414 1443 91.50 95.00 98
GRADEHS | gpg 55 9297 9500 351

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

» FFY2021 targets were met

120

Reading
Number of Children Number of
with [EPs Scoring At | Children with IEPs
or Above Proficientin | Participatingin | FFY | FFY | FFY
Group the Regular the Regular 2020 | 2020 | 2021
Name Assessment Assessment | Data | Target | Data Status
GRADE4 | 426 1929 1851 | 1851 | 221
GRADES | 168 1415 1053 | 1053 | 119
GRADEHS | 178 912 1595 | 1595 | 195
Math
Number of Children Number of
with IEPs Scoring At | Children with IEPs
or Above Proficientin | Participatingin | FFY | FFY | FFY
Group the Regular the Regular 2020 | 2021 | 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data | Target | Data Status
GRADE4 | 451 1932 2058 | 2058 | 233
GRADES | 119 1414 671 [ 671 |84
GRADEHS |71 309 348 [348 |78

01/17/2023
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Number of Children | Number of Children
with [EPs Scoring At with IEPs
or Above Proficient | Participating in the | FFY FFY | FFY
Group in the Alternate 2020 | 2021 | 2021
Name Asse: Data | Target | Data Slippage
GRADE4 | 28 8 3800 | 3800 | 3415
» 3C: Proficiency Rate for
N N ) GRADES | 27 I 1833 |33 | 3506
children with IEPs in the
alternate assessment GRADEHS | 33 76 5632 | 5632 | 4342
Math
Number of Children | Number of Children
» FY2021 data shows with IEPs Scoring At ith IEPS
. . . or Above Proficient | Participating inthe | FFY | FFY | FFY
sllppage n mult|ple Group in the Alternate ftemat 2020 | 2021 | 2021
Name Assessment Assessment Data | Target | Data Slippage
groups
GRADE4 | 51 8 5400 | 5400 | 622
GRADE 8 30 a7 3918 3918 3896
GRADE HS | 33 76 5698 | 5698 | 4342
R
Reading
Proficiency rate for | _Proficiency rate for
children with IEPs all students scoring
scoring at or above | ator above proficient | FFY | FFY | FFY
Group proficient in the in the Regular 2020 2021 201
Name Regular Assessment Assessment Data Target | Data Status
» 3D: Gap in Proficiency Rates GRADE4 | 221 192 2079 | 2979 | 271
between children with and Soes T e s o s
without IEPs in the regular
GRADEHS | 185 ) 4957 | 4997 435
assessment
Math
Goal is for th Proficiency ratefor | Proficiency rate for
children with IEPs all students scoring
> Goalis for the percent to Group | SCoring ator above at or above FFY | FFY | FRY
proficient in the proficient in the 2020 201 201
decrease (reduce the gap) Name | Regular Assessment | Regular Assessment | Data | Target | Data | Status
GRADE 4 233 478 2651 2651 245
GRADE 8
84 374 3288 3288 29
» FFY2021 targets were met
GRADEHS | 74 376 3580 | 3580 | 298

122
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Feedback and
Questions?

123

» What knowledge, skills, and experiences have
youth with disabilities gained in order to complete
postsecondary education or training, to access a
job that matches their individual interests and
skills, to earn a life-sustaining wage, and to be an

Esse ntial active member of the community?

. Indicator 13: Secondary Transitions
Question #8

Indicator 14: Post-School Outcomes
Indicator 1: Graduation

Indicator 2: Dropout

124
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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
o Measurable post secondary goals
o Goals annually updated
o Course of study
o Transition services and/or activities
o Annual IEP goals linked/related to transition services needs
o Student invited to IEP meeting

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

126
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What is the data source and

How is it calculated?

» Data collected during onsite accountability review of IEPs of transition age students (age
16 and above)

» Calculation: Number of files with no compliance findings/number of files reviewed

>
>
>
>

Not all districts every year
Five-year cycle
At least two files for each teacher

Must include all disability groups

128

Historical Data

FFY

2016

2017

2018

2019

2020

Data

90.29%

93.71%

83.97%

87.18%

66.41%

01/17/2023
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129

Number of
youth aged | Number of
16 and youth with FFY 2020 FFY 2021 FFY 2021 status SesEae
above with | IEPs aged 16 Data Target Data
IEPs that met [ and above
compliance
181 228 66.41% 100% 79.39% | P9 notmeett o Sippage

target

130

Feedback and
Questions?
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Indicator 14: Post-School
Outcomes

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.

132
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What is the data source

133

» Independent Contractor used to collect data

» Data collected through a survey
» Sent out to each student one year after leaving high school
» Link in survey to an online version of survey
» Calls made in the summer for those that didn’t respond

» Census collection: meaning all students receive a survey

How is it calculated?

134

A. Percent enrolled in higher education = the number of respondent that were ina 2 or 4
year program at college or university for at least one semester divided by the number of
respondents

B. Percent enrolled in higher education or competitively employed within one year of
leaving high school = number of respondents that were in college or a university and the
number of respondents that were competitively employed divided by number of
respondents.

C.  Percent enrolled in higher education, or in some other postsecondary education or

training program; or competitively employed or in some other employment = number of
respondents that were engaged divided by number of respondents

01/17/2023
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Historical Data

Reaalhe 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%

136

Number of | Number of | cev5550| £ry 2021 | FrY 2021 )
Measure | respondent | respondent Status | Slippage
Data Target Data
youth youth

A. 38 263 11.04% | 11.5% | 1445% | Met | Mo
target | Slippage

B. 191 263 61.96% 63% 72.62% Met . No
target | Slippage

C 212 263 77.30% | 78% g6 | Met | Mo
target | Slippage
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Response Rate Data

FFY 17 - 56%
FFY 18 - 43%
FFY 19 - 43%
FFY 20 - 24%
FFY 21 -34%

vVvyvVvYTVvVyy
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Feedback and
Questions?
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Indicator 1: Graduation

140

What 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:

» 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.

01/17/2023
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What is the data source and
it calculated?

» States must report a percentage using the number of youth with IEPs
(ages 14-21) who exited special education due to graduating with a
regular high school diploma in the numerator and the number of all
youth with IEPs who exited high school (ages 14-21) in the
denominator.

Number of Graduates (annually.
- (Number of graduates + dropouts + age outs

» Asdistricts enter exit data into Infinite Campus, state utilizes the exit
codes for graduation with regular diploma, dropout, and age out for
the federal special education exiting report. This indicator utilizes that
federal reporting numbers to calculate this indicator.

IU wuTarget =—Actual

67.99% 67.99% 68.45% 68.91% 71.84%

73.67%

FY 20 (2019-FY 21 (2020-FY 22 (2021-FY 23 (2022-FY 24 (2023-FY 25 (2024-

2020) 2021) 2022) 2023) 2024)

Indicator 1: Graduation Historical Data

2025)

#00%
80.00%
60.00%
40.00%
20.00%
0.00%
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FFY21 Results &

Overall exiters remain

approximately same I L

Decr‘ease Of graduates by ]_02 Number of Youth Graduate with Regular Diploma 508
| students Number of Youth who Dropout 262
Graduation rate dropped from Number of Youth who Age Out 62

. 75.40% to 61.06%

Decrease of 14.34%

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

75.40% 67.99% 61.06% Did Not Meet Slippage
Target

143

Feedback and
Questions?
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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.

146
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What is the data source and
is it calculated-

147

» Asdistricts enter exit data into Infinite Campus, state utilizes the exit

codes for graduation with regular diploma, dropout, and age out for
the federal special education exiting report. This indicator utilizes that
federal reporting numbers to calculate this indicator.

States must report a percentage using the number of youth with IEPs
(ages 14-21) who exited special education due to dropping out in the
numerator and the number of all youth with IEPs who exited special
education (ages 14-21) in the denominator.

Number of Dropouts (annually)

(Number of graduates + dropouts + age outs)

Indicator 2: Dropout Historical Data

148

27.78%

D oFR 2 D e

FY 20 FY 21 FY 22 FY 23 FY 24 FY 25
(2019- (2020- (2021- (2022- (2023- (2024-
2020) 2021) 2022) 2023) 2024) 2025)
mschool year 0 0 0 0 0 0
EmTarget 19.35% 19.35% 18.38% 17.40% 14.60% 10.70%
—Actual 19.35% 31.49% 27.78%
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FFY21 Results

State decreased

eI 1
e ouveTan

. from 19.35% to
exiter number

31.49% which is [omctten __________fo ]

rema.ined a12.14% Number of Youth Graduate with Regular Diploma 508
approximately

149

proximat increase in Number of Youth who Dropout 262
RS Ju"_':L ~ d.EO outs. Number of Youth who Age Out 62
e Tt moer—ot
students
considered

dropout
incrn—\cnrl b\y: 11E

Number youth with | Number youth who | FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data Status Slippage
diploma exited
262 832

18.17% 19.35% 31.49% Did Not Meet Slippage
Target

Feedback and
Questions?

150
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Essential
Question #9

» Does the state’s dispute resolution system result in
settlement and mediation agreements?

o Indicator 15: Resolution Sessions

o Indicator 16: Mediation Sessions

Indicator 15: Resolution
Sessions

01/17/2023

76



01/17/2023

What does it measure?

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

Description Data
3.1 Number of resolution sessions 3
3.1(a) Number resolution sessions resolved through |

settlement agreements

153

What is the data source and
ic it calculated?

Description
3.1 Number of resolution sessions

3.1(a) Number resolution sessions resolved through ,
settlement agreements

Data Source Calculation

Datais reported to OSEP Percent = (3.1(a) divided by
through a dispute resolution 3.1) times 100.
survey every November

154
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Historical Data

Histarical Data

Baseline Year Baseline Data

FFY

2020

0.00% 00.00%

155

FFY 2021 SPPAPR Data

1ia) Number resolution:
3Htal Number resolutions 3.1 Number of resolutions
sesslons resolved through

! frv anz0pata FFY 2021 Target FFY 2021 Data
settlement agreements sessions

00.00% 33.33%

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

» 3resolutions sessions
» 1 was successful
» 1 was successful then parent rescinded agreement

» 1 was unsuccessful and attempted mediation that was unsuccessful

156
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Indicator 16: Mediations

What does it measure?

» Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements

Description Data
2.1 Mediations held 10

2.1.a.i Mediations agreements related to due process
complaints

2.1.b.i Mediations agreements not related to due process
complaints

158
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What is the data source and

Data Source

Dataisreported to OSEP
through a dispute resolution
survey every November

159

Description
2.1 Mediations held 10
2.1.a.i Mediations agreements related to due process R
complaints
2.1.b.i Mediations agreements not related to due process 5
complaints

Calculation

Percent = (2.1(a)(i) + 2.1(b)(i))
divided by 2.1) times 100.

Historical Data

Historical Dat.
Baseline Ye:

005

FFY 2016

b.00%

01/17/2023
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FFY 2021 SPP/APR Data

2.1.b.i Mediation
agreements not related 24 Number of
to due process. mediations held
complaints

2.1.a] Mediation
agreements related to
due process complaints

FFY 2020 Data FFY 2021 Target

. s o 32.33%

» 1 of the mediations withdrew request as they settled on their own

161

FFY 2021 Data

90.00%

» South Dakota typically has less than 10 mediations per year and was not required to set
baselines and targets historically.

» In 2021-22, there were 10 mediation sessions and now must set baseline and targets

» Recommended baseline year is FFY21 at 90%.
» Suggested Targets

FFY21 90%

FFY22 90%

FFY23 90%

FFY24 90%

FFY25 91%

vVYvyVvVvyy
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Tying it all together:
How do the indicators

relate to student and
family outcomes?

163

Feedback and
Questions?
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https://nam10.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fideadata.org%2Fevents%2Fevent%2F2690%2Fwebinar-using-the-sppapr-to-tell-a-story&data=05%7C01%7CAudrey.Rudick%40aemcorp.com%7Ceaf7040213344fdbfff908daeea2944a%7C7a41925ef6974f7cbec30470887ac752%7C0%7C0%7C638084679492985372%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=qDgM4dDcVOS2Zzy6ZLyUQ8ZEysUpAfCEDiFFOqdz1eE%3D&reserved=0

165

Resources

» DOE Special Programs SPP-APR website

>

>
>
>
>
>

https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SPP.aspx

Reports

TA Guides
Collection Calendar
Indicator webinars

Sped Contact Card - SEP contact for
each indicator

01/17/2023
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https://doe.sd.gov/sped/SPP.aspx

