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APR Templatg Part B (4) Georgia

Part B Annual Performance Report (APR) for 2062010
Overview of the Annual Performance Repddevelopment

Under the leadership of the St&eperintendent dbchoos, Kathy Cox, the Georgia Department
of Educati onds ldds&th®r@tonin impreingostudemnt achievement.
moving toward that goal, GaDQOtas core values of transpacg, honesty, trust, respect, and
collaboratian. The overall vision andalues have been apparent during the development of
Ge o r \nnaabPerformance Report (APBRs we have sought and received broakkstolder
input. The mechanisms utilized for semkinput forall of the indicators are desioed below.

The Divisions for Special Education collaborated with otldsidns within theGaDOE in

order to develop the APR to include: (a) Testifiy School Improvementc) Information
Technology;(d) Standardsind Instruction(e) Career, Bchnology, and Agriculture; (Btudent
Suppori (g) Title I; (h) Safe and Drug Free Schools; (i) Migrant Education; (j) Parent Outreach
and (k) Innovative ProgramsThe various divisions assisted in determiningréugiirements,
creating data elements, mining and organizing datagdeweloping action steps and most
importantly, implementing improvement activities.

The State Advisory Panel (SAP) for Special Educapiavided input as stakeholders during the
devebpment 6the APR. The SARs comprised of the fadwing members
e Parents otthildrenwith disabilities, ages birth through 26
Parent advocates
Individuals with disabilities
Local district educational administrators
Generaland speciaéducation teacher
Local district Special Education Directors
GaDOEofficials who carry out activities under subtiBeof Title VII of the McKinney
Vento Homeless Assistance Act
e Representatives from
o0 The Department of Corrections
o A College/Universitythat prepares speciatiucation and related services
personnel
PartGC Babies Canodot Wait
Private schoolsr Charter schools
The Department of Juvenile Justice
The Department of Labpbivision for Vocational Rehabilitation
(vocation/transition)
0 The Division of Family and Chilén Services

O O OO0

During the development of the APfRe SAP received an overview during a tday meeting
from Divisions for Special Education personmeNovember 2008 The SAP members were
divided into variedvorkgroups to analyze each indicator includithge requirements of the
indicator, the trend performance on the data (when available), and current initiativesactivit
that are being implementéd impact those initiatives. Theorkgroupsreviewed the
requirements of the APRhd made recommendatiotestheState regarding the revision of
targets and activities, as needéd return, each workgroup sharedréeommendations to the
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APR Templatg Part B (4) Georgia

entire SAP, providing an opportunity for further discussion and recommendatenSAP
reviewed the SPP/APR documentritig January 200@nd maddurther suggestions or
corrections.

The GaDOEalso collaborated with dirict administrators during monthitggional Special
Education Leadership meetings. The regional meetings were attended by Directors of Special
Educationfrom local districts as well as other stakeholders (eegipnal education service
providers, professional development providargjpersonnel from institutions of higher
education). During those meetingsch of thendicators state activitiesind bcal activities
were discussed and refined

Reporting

GaDOEr eport annually to the public on the State
targets found in th8PP by providing aopy of its APR and an updated copy of the State

Performance Plaa SPP) on t he d eaviableatment 6s website
http://public.doe.k12.ga.us/ci_exceptional.aspke SPP and APR will be distributedtte

mediaandothe public agenciesin addition to the KRR, GaDOE will report annually to the

public the performance of each local educational agency located in the State on the targets in the
SPP ahttp://public.doe.k12.ga.usThe development of this public repoigi mechanism is the

result of omgoing collaboration between the Divisions for Special Educatiorirdagmation

Technology within th&saDOE. By design, this information is embedded into the priide

has beemprovided during the last several years.

Required Technical Assistance

Georgiabs determination for FFY 2006 was finee
Part B of the | DEAO. Speci fic factors that a
noncompliance for Indicators 11 and 12 witleine year of identification. Thet&e was

required to review available technical assistancet@neport in this APRabout the Technical

Assistance (TA}he Sate utilized and any actions taken as a result. The TA is outlined here and

also reported ithe individual indicators.

For Indicator 11, the timely evaluations completed within 60 dégs3ate utilized the TAof
OSEP6s Memorandum on the timely correction of
meeting (August 2008), the Part B statetaotduring the OSEP verification visiand the

Southeastern Regional Resource Cer@&RRQJ directors meeting to evaluate and resolve the
stateds noncompliance with the completion of
within one year of ideification for any noncompliance identified. The GaDOE provided

written TA to all districts within the state on actions and strategies to resolve issues related to the
timely evaluations. Districts that were noncompliant received individual TA withfgpeci

strategies and suggestions. That8 is working with the Nation&enter for Special Education
Personnebnd Related Service Providensd targeted districts to resolve personnel issues that
impacted ompliance with timelines. Thet&e is able to fort the required data and have

verified that all identified noncompliance has been corrected within one year of identification,

thus meeting the requirements of 34 CFR 300.301 (c)(1).
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For Indicator 12the State participated in requiresthnical assistece byaccesmg the National

Early Childhood Transition Center's (NECTC) powerpoint and timeline for transitioning from

Part C to Part B. Inddlition, GaDOE attended the SERREgional Meeting on Transition for

619 and Part C, held in October 2008. Th&BE Regional Meeting provided the state TA

through the Data Accountability Center (DAC). Both resources were used to collaborate with

Part C on appropriate procedures for transition and referrals. The State contact for Part B from

the Office of Special Ediation Programs also provided technical assistance while on site in
Georgia for a verification visit. The information waovided in writingto all Special Bucation
Directorsand Babies Canodot Wait Coordinat oanse. As a
utilized and the coll aboration khethee®a®OE t he Pa
the State is in compliance with 34 CBR0.124 (bjand the related requirements.

OSEP Verification Visit

OSEP conducted a verification visit in Georgia Asigl821, 2008. In a letter dated November
3, 2008, OSEP reported the results of that verification visit. The letter states under Critical
El ement 3: Dispute Resolution, fABased on a re
interviews with State anldcal personnel, OSEP determined that State has not demonstrated that
it has procedures and practices that are reasonably designed to implement all of the dispute
resolution requirements of IDEA. Specifically, OSEP finds that the State failed to dest®nstr
compliance with requirements regarding thedé® timeline for State complaint resolutions (34
CFR § 300.152 (a)), requirements regarding issuing a written decision to a complainant that
addresses each allegation in the complaint (34 CFR § 300.1&))(and requirements for
granting specific extensions of the-day timeline for issuing final decisions in due process
hearings (34 CFR A 300.515 (a) and (c)) .o
The Required Actions / Next Steps listed in the letter included:
a. The State complies with tB@1 day time limit for issuing a written decision for a

State complaint, and begins the-@8y timeline on the date that the State receives the

complaint.

(34 CFR 8 300.152 (a))

State response: Information is provided in Indicator #16 of the Georgia APR

regarding the procedures that have been revised or implemented in order to make

required correction of noncompliance. In addition, under separate cover, examples

of complaints invesgatedin the FFY 2008 year have been provided documenting

that each allegtion is addressed in the State complaint.

b. The State issues written decisions to each complainant that adskeest allegation
in the State complaint. (34 CFR 8§ 300.152 (a) and (5))
State response: Information is provided in Indicator #16 of the Geor§RR
regarding the procedures that have been revised or implemented in order to make
required correction of noncompliance. In addition, under separate cover, examples
of complaints investigated in the in the FF2008 have been provided to
documentingthat each allegation is addressed in the State complaint.
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c. The State ensures compliance with the requirements that hearing officers grant
specific extensions of the-dfay timeline for issuing final decisions in the due
process hearings at the request ofaaitp that specify either the length of the
extension or the new date by which the hearing officer must mail the decision to the
parties. (34 CFR § 300.515 (a) and (c)).

State response: Information is provided in Indicator #17 of tBeorgia APR of the
actions the Sate has taken to correct the identified noncompliance as it related to
the extension of due process hearings. Under separate cover, examples of timeline
extensions for due process hearingave been provide that document compliance
with the requirements that hearing officers grant specific extensions of thedty
timeline for issuing final decisions in the due process hearings at the request of a
party that specify either the length of the extension or the new date by which the
hearing officermust mail the decision to the parties. (34 CFR 8§ 300.515 (a) and

(©)).

The Sate reviewd and utilized available TArovided byCenter for Appropriate Dispute

Resolution for Special EducatioBADRE), the Southeast Regional Resource Center and by our
stake contact with thenonitoring division of OSEP. The State lasefullyreviewed all
requirementsutilized technichassistance, revised procedurasded procedures anaket with

the agency that conducts due process hearingadorgia. he Sate hasiow corrected its
noncompliance for 34 CFR 300.515 and 34 CFR 300.152 and has the procedures and practices in
place that are reasonably designed to implement all of the dispute resolution requirements of the
IDEA.
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Development of the Annual Pesfmance Report

Local District Georgia
.. Department of

Administrators Ed i

through 18 ucation

regional e Cabinet
meetings e Divisions

State Advisory Panel
for Special
Education
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) féiEY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report DevelopmeRieasesee the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 1: Percent of youth with IEPs graduatopfrom high school with a regular diploma.
(20 U.S.C. 1416 (a)(3)(A))

Measurement:
Measurement for youth with IEPs should be the same measurement as for all youtt
Explain calculation.

The graduation rate calculation is the same for students withviimalit disabilitiesThe
actual graduation rate calculation is a proxy calculatiime currentack of unique
statewide student identifiers does not allow for tracking of individual students acros
four high school year®lans are in place to tratisn to a unique identifier over the nex
several years that will allow tracking by individual students in the fullve.graduation
rate reflects the percentage of students who entered ninth grade in a given year an
in the graduating class fourases laterHere is arief description of how the graduation
rate forFFY 2007is calculated.

1. Sumofthe 9thgrade dropouts i20042005 the 10thgrade dropouts iR005
2006 the 11thgrade dropouts i20062007and the 12thlgrade dropouts 2007
2008for a fouryear total of dropouts.

2. Divide the number of students receiving regular diplomas by theyfartotal of
dropouts plus the sum of students receiving special education diplomas plus
number of students receiving certificates of attendancetprinumber of
students receiving regular diplomas.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 36%of youth with IEPs graduating from high school witlegular diploma
(20072008
Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 8
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Actual Target Data for (FFY2007):

During FFY 2007, 37.74% (4,172 of the students with IEPs graduafeaim high school with a
regular diploma. This calculation is based on a graduation class dizg@66Students with
Disabilities (SWD). The Statamet its FFY 2007 target
(36%)for the percentage of SWD wtearned a regular high
school diploma anchadeprogress (4.81%)from theFFY
4,172youth with IEPsgraduating with a 2006 data 82.93%.
regular diploma
Divided by
11,055youth with IEPsn graduation
class
Multiplied by 100
Equals
37.74% of youth with IEPs graduating
from high school with a regular diploma

Graduation Indicator
FFY 2007 Target (%)

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slippage that
occurred for (FFY 2007):

The Stateexceededhe target oB6% of studentsvith IEPs graduating from high school with a
regular diplomaGeorgia has demonstrated a steidyease in théhreeyeartrend datawhich
reflects consistent progress improvingthe regular diploma rate.

Graph 1.Three-Year Trend Datdor SWD Graduating with aDiploma

Regular Diploma Rate

2007-08
2006-07

2005-06

T T T T T
28.00% 30.00% 32.00% 34.00% 36.00% 38.00%

Percentage of Students with Disabilities in Graduation Class
Graduating with a Regular Diploma

Innovative High School Opportunitieghe Georgia Department of Education (GaDOE)

develoged a course of action for théa®eto increase graduation rates and decrease dropout rates
for all studentswhich is reflectedn its Innovative High School Opportunitiega) The High

School Redesign Advisory Panel, (b) Innovative High School Programs, (c) Georgia Virtual
High School, (d) Performance Learning Centers, and (e) Alternative High School Progizns.
High School Rdesign Advisory Panel hosted focus groups in every region throughout the State
in order to identify/analyze current programs and evaluate needs for the future of high schools.
Special education representatives were included in the focus groapsf2anetompiled all

data from the focus groups and presented a summary report to the Georgia Board of Education.
This activity was completeduring the2007-2008school year

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 9
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Local districts have initiatesbtherinnovative High School Programs such as the M&lools
Initiative, High Schools That Work, and Project GRAD (Graduation Really Achieves Dreams) to
improve high school graduation rates. SWD are included in each of these innovative programs.

Middle and High School Graduation Coached-unding for gradwation coachesvas made
available to all high anthiddle schod. For the2007%2008school year, 398 graduation coaches
served Georgia high schools, 424 graduation coaches semedi®& middle schools, four
graduation coaches served both Georgia middtidhigh schools, and twgraduation coaches
served Georgia schools with- 12 configurations. All graduation coaches hired during2®@r -

2008 school yeamwere required to meehinimum stateemployment qualificationsncluding
possession of a Professional @8 ndar ds Commi ssi on (PSC) issued
from a regionally accredited fowear institution, andat leastthree years of successful
experience working with studeniBhe purpose of this coach is to work withrisk students and
remove possible barriers to earning a diploffilae graduation coach utilizes the components of a
profile of characteristics of potential dropouts developed by the National Dropout Prevention
Network (NDPN) to identify middle anfligh school students who areresk of dropping out of

high school.

For the 20072008 school year78.26% (13,156) ofeniors served by graduation coaches
completed high schoolSince 2002 0 0 4 , Georgiabs graduation r at
From 20062007 to 20072008 a 3.1%increasein graduation rate was accomplished. As a

result of this increase, 8,277 additional Georgia students graduated from high school

In 20072008 graduatiorcoaches delivered motilean 282400interventions on behalf of -aisk
students.General academic tutoring and mentoring represent the most common types of
interventions utilized.Graduation coacheeseported 194,464 individual studesdgrvice sessions,
55,087 smatbgroup student service sessions, 20,813 laggmup student service sessioasd
4,765 wholegroup student service sessiodgmost 75% of the service sessions were delivered
to individual atrisk studentsncluding SWD The State was unable to disaggregate the data to
determineinterventionsbutcomes solely for SW[but the gradation coaches appear to have a
positive impact on SWD

Georgia VirtualSchool- The Georgia VirtuaSchool(GAVS) offers aull high school

curriculum with Advanced Placement and College Prep level coutsetng FFY 2007 SWD
received 304 segments ofstruction in GAVS courses. h€ Divisions for Special Education are
working with the Georgia Virtual Highchool to expand usaged the Georgia Virtual Schodbr
SWD.

The Credit Recovery Program is operated by Georgia Virtual School and offers phbbt s
students the opportunity to retake a course they were previously not successful in. These online
courses are fully aligned with the Georgia Performance Standards and are self paced. There is
no cost for the courses which are available on-ad# lasis. Credit recovery courses are
particularly appealing to SWD because the students can move at their own pace.

Performance Learning Center$erformance Learning Centers (PLCs) were designed-faskat
students who are referred by their local leghools. PLCs are small, neraditional high
schools geared toward students who are not succeeding in a traditional school Beflieg.

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 10
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create a businedike learning environment where students complete assignments using online,
computerbased curricuim with the assistance of learning facilitatof$ie PLCs also utilize
projectbased learning, service learning, job shadowing, internships, mentoring, and dual
enrollment with technical and fowyear colleges. In th2007#2008school year, there were 29
PLCs in Georgia. These centers are open to SWD.

New Graduation RuleThere has been an emphasis on secondary programs as noted above. In
addition, the State Board of Education has adopted a new graduation rule, effective with the
incoming freshma in the fall of 2008, with amtipated graduation in 2012The Gaduation

Rule Committee incorporaté€dlaDOE staffe.g.,special educatin staffyand other individuals
from agencies such as the Departnadritabor, colleges and univetigis, and employer3his

rule includes a provision fotidents with the most significant cognitive disabilif\io access
theGeorgia Performance Standar@PQ at anentry or prerequisite levelo have gath to a
general education diplomadn order to meet this mandatee GaDOE has identifiedccess
courses that align witlhe GPSand meet requirements for high school diplora.a result of

this new rule, it is anticipated that the number of SWD graduating with a general education
diploma will increase This increae should become evident in 20&Ben the first students
impacted by this new rule should graduate.

Georgiabs State Per son nidkorglecvewddadquitoaalfundityyr ant (
from the Office for Special Education Programs (OSEP) for a SPi2Gliee September 1,

2007 for a five year cycle. A major focus of the SPD@ isnprove graduation rate§saDOE

worked directly with the National Dropout Prevention Center for Students with Disagbiliti

(NDPGC-SD), to providdistricts with indepth traimg in proven research based strategies to

decrease dropouates and increase graduation rateéaDOE selected 34 schools from 15

school districts across the state. Of these schools, 18 were middle sahddl§ were high

schools. Eleven of the highs@m 0l s and 9 of the middle school s
status. At the time of their selection, data indicated that the pegeenit®&WDgraduating with a

general education diploma in these schools ranged from 5.0% to,4hd%he dropout ratfor

SWDin these schools ranged from 5.1% to 16.34%.

Thepatrticipatingschools receivettainingfocused orthe following areas(a) use of a dta
probe for data analysify) academic performancé;) behavior and social skillsind (d)
transition planningvocational assessment and family engagerfoerSWD. Eachschool was
required to send a leadershgainto include a school administratgeneral ducation teacher,
special education teach&areer Technical and Aguiltural Education teacher, special
education directoparen of a SWD, and Graduation Coaiththe trainings.There were four
trainings atvarioussites around the statdth 270 persons participating @ach training.

In additionto the SPDG trainings, districts receiedding forhdf-time SPDG Collaboration
Coacles; 15 out of th&7 Georgia Learning Resources System (GLRS) regieasred coaches
The coaches were trained by the ND8Dto provide supportdr the leadership team in
effective implementationf selected strategies @ach school allowing for egoing capacity
building. Each coach participated in an additiof@ldays of required training, as well as,
webinarson varied topics (i.eDropout Prevention from the NDPED, Content Enhancement,

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 11
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Positive Behavior SupportsecTac her s 6 as Advi sor s, Student Eng
analysi3.

Based upon a comprehenstlea analyis, each schodubmited anaction plann June 2008

for FFY 2008 The State will determine appropriataitingtopicsas determinetly needs

analyss conducted ahe schools and submitted in the action pl@uwsches will follow up with

onsite school visits to coach fidelity of implementation. Year 2 data will be reported based on

the 20082009 school year.

Revisionswith Justification, to Propogd Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for (FFY2008:

No target changeare proposetbr this indicabr. The GaDOEwill discontinuelisting the

following improvement activities but may continue to implement the activities within the

structure of GaDOE. They are discontinued because data regarding the impact of these activities
cannot be disaggregated fadividual subgroups to include SWDhdwill updatethe State
Performance Plarto reflect the changeq1) Innovative High School Opportunitie) Georgia
Continuoudmprovement Monitoring Process (GCIMR3) Student Information System (SIS),

(4) Environment Project(5) Professional Learning f@PS,(6) Georgia Transition Action Plan,

(7) End of Course Tests (EOCT), af8) Highly Qualified Teachers

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 12
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Perfanance Report DevelopmentPlease see the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 2: Percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school.

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

Measurement: The dropout rate calculation is the same for students with and without
disabilities. The calculation is the numloéiStudents with Disabilities (SWD) in grades

9-12 with a withdrawal code corresponding to a dropout divided by the number of SWD in
grades 912. Withdrawal codes corresponding to dropout are as follows: Marriage, Expelled
Financial Hardship/Job, Incamated/Under Jurisdiction of Juvenile or Criminal Justice
Authority, Low Grades/School Failure, Military, Adult Education/Postsecondary,
Pregnant/Parent, Removed for Lack of Attendance, Serious Iliness/Accident, and Unknows

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2007 5.6%o0f youth with IEPs dropping out of high school.
(20072008)

Actual Target Data for (FFY 2007):During FFY 2007, 5.27%{3,141)of students with IEPs
dropped out of high school. This calculation was based em@atiment of 59,642 stuehtswith
IEPs in gades 912. The Statemetits FFY 2007 target(5.6%) andmadeprogress(-.5%) from
theFFY 2006data(5.77%)

Dropout Indicator
FFY 2007 Target (55%)

3,141youth with IEPdropping out
Divided by
59,642youth with IEPsenrolled
Multiplied by 100
Equals
5.27% of youth with IEPs dropping out

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 13
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slippage that
occurred for (FFY 2007):

The State made progress and exceeded the target of 5.6% and has demonstrated steady growth
over a threeyear period. Please see the graph below.

Graph1l.Geor gi ads Percentage of Stwudents Dropping

Dropout Rate
2007-08
2006-07
2005-06
4.00% 5.00% 6.00% 7.00%

Focused Monitoring During spring 2007, the State Advisory Panel (SAP) recommended that
the Division for Special Edation monitor difricts basean the dopout rate for SWD. During
20072008, the Division developeahd implementethe process of monitoringjstricts with

high dropout rategiloted the process threedistrictsand provided the districtsith
comprehensive repartha addressetDEA compliancdindings andecommendations.

In response to thedéused Monitoring report, thelistricts developed &orrective Action Plan
(CAP)to address the causes the high dropout rates. The Division monitored the CAPs three
timesduring the school yeaiThe followinglist represerd some of the goals that were
represented in the CAPQ) Trackattendance to decrease absenteg{@&nReviewpolicies to

track attendance and meeting widwrents, (3) &cilitate student, family, ancbommunity
involvement (4) Add a parentnentor and(5) Useparent mentato work collaboratively with
schools tgrovideoutreactto parentof SWD. Data from the three targeted districts will be
reported in the FFY 2008 APR.

Consolidated Applicationh Each yeardistricts write their oerall improvement plan to address
performance and progress for all studerdsstricts thatdidn ot meet Geor gi ads t a
dropout rate of SWD developed action plans to improve the d&iese activities listedhithe
Consolidateddpplication helpeddistricts focus on the preventiori dropout of SWD

Georgiabs State Per sonn-6&éorgibeceigdd additmoeahfandirgr ant  (
from the Office for Special Education Programs (OSEP) for a SPDG eff&gptember 1,

2007 for a five year cycle. A major focus of the SPDG is dropout prevention. GaDOE worked
directly with the National Dropout Prevention Center for Students with Disabilities (NEIPC

to provide school districts with idepth training in preen research based strategies to decrease
dropoutrates and improve graduation rat€3aDOE selected 34 schools from 15 school districts
across the state. Of these schools, 18 were middle schools and 15 were high schools. Eleven of
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the high schools and®f t he mi ddl e schools were in fANeeds
their selection, data indicated that the peragmtat SWDgraduating with a general education

diploma in these schools ranged from 5.0% to 42at% the dropout ratfor SWDin the®

schools ranged from 5.1% to 16.34%.

Thepatrticipatingschools receivettainingfocused orthe following areas(a) use of a data
probefor data analysig(b) academic performancé;) behavior and social skillsind (d)
transition planningyocationalassessment and family engagetrfen SWD. Eachschool was
required to send a leadershgainto include a school administratgeneral ducation teacher,
special education teach&areer Technical and Aguiltural Education teacher, special
education deector,paren of a SWD, and Graduation Coaiththe trainings. There were four
trainings at variousites around the statattv270 persons participating @ach training.

In additionto the SPDG trainings, districts receifedding for halftime SPDGCollaboration
Coactles; 15 out of th&7 Georgia Learning Resources System (GLRS) regeasred coaches
The coaches were trained by the NDBDto provide supportdr the leadership team in
effective implementationf selected strategies in each schaltdwing for orgoing capacity
building. Each coach participated in an additiod@ldays of required training, as well as,
webinars on varied topics (i.®©ropout Prevention from the NDPED, Content Enhancement,
Positive Behavi or Ad8sorp, stodert Engageinerd antl data prébe a s
analysi$.

Based upon a comprehensieta analyis, each schodubmited anaction plann June P08
for FY 2009. The State will determine appropriataringtopics by the needs analysis
conducted by the Bools and submitted in the action plansea€hes will follow up with ossite
school visits to coach fidelity of implementatiddased on the 2008009 school year, Year 2
data will be reported

Middle and High School Graduation Coached-unding for graclation coachesvas made
available to every high school and middle school in the Skatethe2007%2008 school year,

398 graduation coaches served Georgia high schools, 424 graduation coaches serged G
middle schools, fougraduation coaches servedtlh Georgia middl and high schools, and two
graduation coaches served Georgia schools witt? Kconfigurations. All graduation coaches
hired during the20072008 school yearwere required to meeaninimum state employment
gualifications including possessn of a Professional Standards Commission (PSC) issued
credenti al , a bachel or 6s d e-yparenstitutiom, andat least r e gi o
three years of successful experience working with studéhéspurpose of this coach is to work
with atrisk students and remove possible barriers to earning a diplBmeagraduation coach
utilizes the components of a profile of characteristics of potential dropouts developed by the
National Dropout Prevention Meork (NDPN) to identify middle andligh sclool students who

are at risk of dropping out of high school.

For the 20072008 school year78.26% (13,156) ofeniors served by graduation coaches
completed high schoolSince 20032 0 0 4 , Georgiabs graduation rat
From 20062007 to 20072008 a 3.1% increasen graduation rate was accomplished. As a

result of this increase, 8,277 additional Georgia students graduated from high school.
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In 20072008 graduatiorcoaches delivered motiean 282400interventions on behalf of -aisk
students.General academic tutoring and mentoring represent the most common types of
interventions utilized. @aduation coacheseported 194,464 individual studes#rvice sessions,
55,087 smatbgroup student service sessions, 20,813 lgrgep studenservice sessions, and
4,765 wholegroup student service sessioAgmost 75% of the service sessions were delivered

to individual atrisk students. The State was unable to disaggregate the data to determine
interventions/outcomes solely for SWD.

Revisbns,with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Immpvement Activities /Timelinds
Resources for (FFY 2008):

No target changesire proposetbr this indicator.The GaDOEwill discontinuelisting the

following improvement activities but may continue to impknt the activities within the

structure of GaDOE. They are discontinued because data regarding the impact of these activities
cannot be disaggregated for individual subgroups to include SW vl updatethe State
Performance Plarto reflect the change(1) Professional Learning for GPS, (2) Georgia

Transition Action Plan, (3) School Improvement Division Completion Activities, (4) State
Attendance Policy, (Sframework for Impacting the Achievement of SWD, and (6) New

Graduation Rule.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) feiEY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmepiease see the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 3: Participation and performance of children with disabilities statewide
assessments:

A.

Percent of di stricts that have a disabi

Ssize meeting the Stateds AYP objectives

B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in a regular assest with no
accommodations; regular assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against
grade level standards; alternate assessment against alternate achievement standards.
C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standadtialternate
achievement standards.
Measurement:
AL Percent = [(# of districts meeting the Statebds AYdlvidedb j
by the (total # of districts that have a disability subgroup that hebte St at eds mi ni mum fAnodo si
B. Participation rate =
a. # of children with IEPs in assessed grades;
b.  # of children with IEPs in regular assessment with no accommodations (percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100
c. # of children with IEP$n regular assessment with accommodations (percent = [(c) divided by (a)] times 100);
d. # of children with IEPs in alternate assessment against grade level achievement standards (percent = [(d) divid|
times 100); and
e. # of children with IEPs in alteate assessment against alternate achievement standards (percent = [(e) divided K
times 100).
Account for any children included in a but not included in b, c, d, or e above.
Overall Percent = [(b + c + d + e) divided by (a)].
C. Prdiciency rate =

a. # of children with IEPs in assessed grades;

b.  # of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above as measured by the regular assessmen
accommodations (percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100);

c. # of children withIEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above as measured by the regular assessment
accommodations (percent = [(c) divided by (a)] times 100);

d. # of children with IEPs in assessed grades who are proficient or above as measured by the atss@tenaggainst
grade level achievement standards (percent = [(d) divided by (a)] times 100); and # of children with IEPs in ass
grades who are proficient or above as measured against alternate achievement standards (percent = [(e) dividg
times 100).

Accountfor any children included inbaut not included in b, c, d, or e above.

e. Overall Percent = [(b + ¢ + d + e) divided by (a)].

Measurable and Rigorous Target
3a.Percent of districts that have a d
Aino neeieztee ng t he Statebds AYP objecti

FFY2007 (74. 34% of districts meet iogrgssforihe St
(2007%2008) | disability subgroup
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Actual Target Data for (FFY2007):

3A. During the20072008school year173of the185districts met the minimum size

requirements for reporting student progress data for AX¥IP44%(89 out of 173districts) of

disr i cts met the Stateds Adequate Yearly Progre
subgroupThe Satedid not meet the FFY 2007 targétf4.34%)andshowedslippage(-1.16%)

from the FFY 2006data (52.60%)

Tablel. Indicator 3A: Percentage Districts Making AYP

Number of Local Districts 185

Number of Districts with a Disability Subgroup who Met the 173
Minimum Size Requirements

Number of Di stricts who Met 89
for the Disability Subgroup

Percentagedi stricts who Met the 51.44%
Progress for the Disability Subgroup

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
3b. ParticipationRate

FFY 2007 98.54%participation rate for students in RELA
(20072008) 98.53% participation rate for students iatirematics

Actual Target Data for (FFY20079):

3B.Ge o r gart@igason ratefor RELA was99.14% for FFY 2007 104016 students with
Individualized Education ProgratEPs)were enrolled during the testing windpoand103,122
students witHEPs participated in tesi. The Statemet its target 98.54% for FFY 2007and
maintainedthe same datasFFY 2006data (99.14%)

Ge o r gartzigason ratefor mathematicsvas99.11%for FFY 2007. 104,127students with
IEPs were enrolled durinthe testing window, and 103,26®idents with IEPparticipated in
testing The Statemet its target (98.53%pr FFY 2007buthad slippage {01%)from the

FFY 2006 data (99.12%)
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Table 2 Indicator 3bParticipationMeasurement

Reading/English Language Arts Participation Measurement Table

Georgia

d. # of e. #of
b. #of c.#of children children
children children with IEPs in with IEPs in
with IEPs in with IEPs in alternate alternate
Grade a. #of regular regular assessment assessment # of Overall
children assessment [(percent = |assessment |(percent = |against (percent = |against (percent = |children Percent =
with IEPs in |with no [(b) divided |with [(c) divided |grade level [[(d) divided |alternate [(e) divided |with IEPs [(b+c+d+
assessed accommoda [by (a)] times Jaccommoda |by (a)] times |Jachievemen |by (a)] times |achievemen |by (a)] times |assessed (b |e) divided
grades; tions 100); tions 100); t standards [100); t standards |100) +c+d+e) |by(a)]
3 17030 7081 41.58Y 8927 52.429 0 0.009 934 5.48Y 16942 99.489
4 16700 5714 34.23Y 9977 59.749 0 0.009 936 5.60% 16629 99.579
5 16373 4374 26.729 10787 65.889 0 0.00¢ 1135 6.939 16297 99.549
6 15537 3280 21.119 11015 70.909 0 0.009 1137 7.329 154323 99.329
7 14771 2986 20.229 10434 70.64Y 0 0.009 1224 8.299 14644 99.149
8 14801 2919 19.729 10337 69.849 0 0.009 1429 9.65Y 14685 99.229
11 8804 1732 19.679 5589 63.489 0 0.009 1172 13.319 8493 96.479
Total 104014 28089 27.009 67066 64.48Y 0 0.009 7967 7.669 103124 99.149
Math Participation Measurement Table
b. #of c. # of d'.#Of e.#of
children children el chliREn
a. #of . . . . _ |with IEPs in _ |with IEPs in _ # of Overall
. with IEPs in — p{with IEPs in |(percent = (percent = (percent = . _
children reqular (percent =[(b reqular [(©) divided alternate [() divided alternate [(€) divided children [Percent =
Grade with IEPs in 9 divided by (a) 9 X assessment . assessment X with IEPs |[[(b +c +d +
assessment |.. . “Jassessment [by (a)] times . by (a)] times - by (a)] times -
assessed X times 100); X X against i against assessed (b|e) divided
i with no with 100); 100); 100)
grades; grade level alternate +c +d +e) by (a)].
accommoda accommoda - .
-, ev—. achievemen achievemen
t standards t standards
3 17029 7072 41.53% 8934 52.46% 0 0.00% 933 5.48%) 16939 99.47%
4 16699 5688 34.06% 9988 59.81% 0 0.00% 940 5.63% 16616 99.50%
5 16372 7632 46.62%)| 7525 45.96% 0 0.00% 1132 6.91%) 16289 99.49%|
6 15537 3183 20.49% 11114 71.53% 0 0.00% 1135 7.31%) 15432 99.32%
7 14771 2887 19.55% 10528 71.27% 0 0.00% 1224 8.29% 14639 99.11%
8 14800 5285 35.71% 7975 53.89% 0 0.00% 1417 9.57% 14677, 99.17%
11 8919 1787 20.04% 5647 63.31% 0 0.00% 1176 13.19% 8610 96.54%
Total 104127 33534 32.20% 61711 59.27% 0 0.00% 7957 7.64%) 103202 99.11%
FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
3c. ProficiencyRate
66% proficiency rees for RELA
FFY 2007 53.77% proficiency rate for Mathematics

Actual Target Data for (FFY2007):

3C.Ge o r grofiiénsy ratefor RELA was 65.73% 104,016 students with IERgere
errolled during the testing windqvand68,369studentsvith IEPsscored profieent and above
The Statadid notmeet its target (666) for FFY 2007, howeverdemonstrated progreg4.14%)
from FFY 2006 data (64.5%).

Ge o r grofeiénsy ratefor mathematicswas45.56% 104,127 students with IERgere
enrolled during the testingimdow, and 47,445tudentscored proficient and abov@he State
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did notmeet its target (53.7%) for FFY 2007anddemonstrated slippage6.01%) from FFY
2006 data $1.5®0).

Table 3 Indicator 3C: Proficiencirate

Reading/English Language Arts Proficiency Measurement Table

Grade a. #of b. # of (percent = [(b]c. # of (percent = [(c]d. # of (percent = [(d]e.# of childrer|(percent = [(e] # of children|Overall
children with |children with [divided by (a)]children with [divided by (a)|children with |divided by (a)|with IEPs in |divided by (a)] with IEPs in|Percent = [(b
IEPs in IEPs in times 100); |IEPs in times 100); |IEPs in times 100); |assessed times 100) assessed [+ c+d+e)
assessed assessed assessed assessed grades who a grades who a{divided by
grades; grades who ai grades who ai grades who a proficient or proficient or |(a)].

proficient or proficient or proficient or above as above(b + c 4
above as above as above as measured d+e)
measured by measured by measured by against
the regular the regular the alternate altemate
assessment assessment assessment achievement
with no with against grade standards
accommodati accommodati level
ns ns achievement
standards
3 17030 6228 36.579 5409 31.749 0 0.009 764 4.499 12397 72.809
4 16700 4809 28.809 5035 30.159 0 0.009 748 4.489 10592 63.43Y
5 16373 3857 23.569 6515 39.799 0 0.009 921} 5.639 11293 68.979
6 15537 2710 17.449 6350 40.87Y 0 0.009 9124 5.879 9972 64.18Y
7 14771 2390 16.189 5806 39.319 0 0.009 1007 6.829 9203 62.309
8 14801 2429 16.419 6346 42.889 0 0.009 1168 7.899 9943 67.18Y
11 8804 1213 13.789 2824 32.089 0 0.009 932 10.599 4969 56.44Y
Total 104014 23634 22.729 38281 36.80% 0 0.009 6452 6.209 68369 65.73Y%

Math Proficiency Measurement Table

a. #of b. # of (percent = [(b]c. # of (percent = [(c)d. # of (percent = [(d]e.# of childrer|(percent = [(e] # of children |Overall
children with |children with |divided by (a)]children with |divided by (a)]children with |divided by (a)|with IEPs in |divided by (a)jwith IEPs in |Percent = [(b
IEPs in IEPs in times 100); [IEPsin times 100); [IEPsin times 100); |assessed times 100) |assessed +c+d+e)
assessed assessed assessed assessed grades who al grades who afdivided by
grades; grades who al grades who al grades who al proficient or proficient or |(a)].
proficient or proficient or proficient or above as above(b + ¢ H
Grade above as above as above as measured d+e)
measured by measured by measured by against
the regular the regular the alternate alternate
assessment assessment assessment achievement
with no with against grade| standards
accommodati accommodati level
ns ns achievement
standards
3 17029 4940 29.01% 2493 14.64% 0 0.00% 791 4.65% 8224 48.29%
4 16699 3872 23.19% 2724 16.31% 0 0.00% 768 4.60% 7364 44.10%
5 16372 4571 27.92% 3418 20.88% 0 0.00% 921 5.63% 8910 54.42%
6 15537 1885 12.13% 3065 19.73% 0 0.00% 942 6.06% 5892 37.92%
7 14771 2009 13.60% 4063 27.51% 0 0.00% 1009 6.83% 7081 47.94%
8 14800 2688 18.16% 2892 19.54% 0 0.00% 1145 7.74% 6725 45.44%
11 8919 859 9.63% 1427 16.00% 0 0.00% 963 10.80% 3249 36.43%
Total 104127 20824 20.00% 20082 19.29% 0 0.00% 6539 6.28% 47445 45.56%

Discussion of Improvement Actities Complete@nd Explanation of Progress or Slippage that
occurred for (FFY 2007):

The State experienced batlippage and progress in thesassment indicators.

3a.The GeorgiaDepartment oEducation (GaDOEgstablished a target tha4.34% of the

districtswitha di sabi |l ity subgr oupfind dAsidadeedinthene St at e
accountability workbooksubgroup meets the minimum number of 40 students or 10% of

students enrolled in AR grades, whichever is greaterth a 75 studentap would meet the

AYP objectives for progress for the disability subgroup. AYP in Georgia isllmasstudent
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performance on th€riterionReferenced Competency TesRCT), Georgia High School

Graduation TestGHSGT) and theGeorgia Alternate Assessmef@AA). On the CRCT, the

content areas dRELA and nathematics are assessed in gramesthrough eight to measure
student achievement on ;hdwever§radasttheeé thhroughueightare ul u m
used to measure AYPTheRELA and nathematics pdions of the GHSGT are also used to

measure AYRn grade 11 For students with significant cognitive disabilitie @AA is used

to determine AYP in the same content areas assessed on the CRCT and iG @& three

through eight and eleven

During FFY 2007, 51.44% of districts thhad a disability subgroupegtingt he St at ed s
mi ni mum Ano dortheadisamibtydsebgraugHdur additional districtdid not meet

the targefor the disability subgroum FFY 2007 as compared EFY 2006 A review of the

data for districts that did not meet in FFY 2006 and/or FFY 2007 reveals the following trends:

FFY 2006, 82 districts did not me&YP.
e 30districtsmetAYP in FFY 2007.
e 17 districtsdid not meet solely due to the subgroupSovD.
o In FFY 2007, 8 of thesdistrictsmet AYP forSWD
o In FFY 2007, 6of these districts continugtbtto meet forSWD and other
subgroups.

FFY 2007, 86 districts did not me&YP.
e 34 districts met AYP in FFY 2006.
e Only 12districtsdid not meet solely due to the gwbup ofSWD.
3 did not meet CRCTRELA
2 did not meet ilCRCT mathematics
1 did not meet in CRCT mathematics and attendance
3 did not meet in CRCT RELA and mathematics only (meet GHSGT)
1 did not meet in GHSGT mathematics and graduation
2 did not meefor a combination of AYP criterieelated to CRCT/GHSGT
RELA and mathematics

O O0OO0OO0OO0Oo

3b. During FFY 2007, Georgia continued to have a very high participation rate of SWD in
statewide assessments. The rates of 98 fbt mathematics and 99.14% foERA refled a
commitment by GaDOE to ensure that SWD are assessed in the same content areas and at the
same grade levels as required by tl&l B. Staff from the Divisions foSpecial Educatioand

the Division ofAssessment hagorked collaboratively with districesting coordinators and

directors of special education to addressagmessment requirements WD throughvaried

formats (e.g.faceto-face, online workshopsdevelopment and publication of information in
published iters, andndividual questions fnm the field.

3c. During FFY 2007, the State did not meet its target for studefitipncy in the area of
RELA. Based on an analysis of testing dé&t 736 of the SWD were determined to be
proficient and above in the areaRELA as compared to a @gat of 66%. However, there was
an increase in the reading proficiency rate fieflgY 2006, which stood at 64.59%his increase
may be attributed to the continued instruction in the more rigorous GPS, as,\adlbass on
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increasing stuent performancenireading via Focused daitoring visits conducted by the
Divisions for Special Education.

During FFY 2007, the State did not meet its target forestugroficiency in the area of
mathematics. Based on an analysis of testing data, 45.56% of SWD wenginniedeto be

proficient or above ithe area of mthematics compared to the target of 53.77%. There was a
decrease in the percentage of students determined to be proficient or above from the FFY 2006
targetof 51.57%.

This slippage is attributed to seakfactorsThe CRCT was revised inathematics for grade

eight during FFY 200.7The mathematic$seorgia Performance Standar@PQ, with increased
rigor, wasalso instituted in grades three through five. Therefore, the performance of third,
fourth, fifth and eighttgraders reflectethe changéo a more rigorous curriculum and
assessmenfThe FFY 2007 administration of the CRCT indicated relatively high levels of
students who dichot meet standards in both the students with disabilities and studérdsitwi
disabilities populations in those grades in which the mathematics GPS was rolled out. The
mathematics GPS is now the curriculum for all grades kindergarten through eight. In addition,
students taking the CRCT in 20@809 will have at least 2 yesof instruction in the GPS, so it

is expected that proficiency rates will increase in theadegg. The Quality Core Curriculum
(QCCQC) isstill in place for students participating in the GHSGT. This test will not reflect the GPS
for high school mathematscuntil fall2010.

Focused Monitoring To assist district thatwere low performing in the area$ RELA and
mathematiceind/orwho also may not have met AYRgt Divisions for Special Education

continued to conduct compliamenonitoring in selectedistricts. This initiative, referred to as
Focused Monitoring, targeted school districts that were the lowest performing for SWD in one of
five size groups in RELA&Nnd mathematics. Following an esite review, Divisions for Special
Education staff assistedstiict teams in developing@an to address deficit areas: (trass to

grade level curriculum(2) appropriate materialand assistive technology and if&truction in

the least restrictive environme(tRE).

Five of the 1@listrictsFocused Mnitored during theFFY 2005school year moved from not
meeting AYPin FFY 2006 tameeting AYPin FFY 2007 Other data frondistrictsthat were
monitoredin the 20052006 school yeashowed great improvementyhich indicatedhat
FocusedVonitoringwas an effecire tool for compliance and performance.

Table 4.Districts Focused Monibred during FFY 2005

District | Subject [ 6 04 S®B| 608 S#&M3| Gain/Loss
and Exceeds and Exceeds
A Math 12.1 36.0 +23.9
B Math 20.2 31.1 +10.9
C Math 25 27.8 +2.8
D Math 24.8 31.2 +6.4
E Math 27.1 35.7 +8.6
F Math 24.8 37.5 +12.7
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District | Subject [ 6 04 S&B| 608 S&B| Gain/Loss
and Exceeds and Exceeds

G Math 234 42.5 +19.1
H Math 29.6 38.6 +9

I Reading 16.9 44.8 +27.9
J Reading 18.7 54.4 +35.7
K Reading 29.1 50.9 +21.8
L Reading 41.2 48.9 +7.7
M Reading 43.7 58.3 +14.6
N Reading 21.8 60.1 +38.3
O Reading 19.7 66.9 +47.2
P Reading 37.1 62.5 +25.4

Collaboration with other Divisions The Divisions for Special Education worked with other
divisions to enhance access to the general educatigoutum for all SWD. Personnel from the
Divisionsfor Special Educatioparticipated with staffrom the Division for Curriculum and
Division for School Improvement to conduct a series of trainings for teachers from Needs
Improvement (NI) Schools around tete. This effort, called Raising Standards, focused on
providing information on effective practices for including and facilitating the learning of all
stucents. The targeted audience included general education and special edeaaliers of
RELA, mahematics, andcsence from middle and high schoolghich wereNI 7 or higher.
Eachteam included aontent implementation specialist, a representative from the Divisions for
Special Education, and in the casdr&LA, personnel from the Division f&chal
Improvement. The GaDOpgersonnel developed training that focused on teadhmgse of
effective practices in content standards, the components of-teadung modelifferentiation
of instructionto meet the needs of diverse learners, and theawah of student learning
through formative assessment$he structure of the training faedchersonsisted of
participants observing the content teams modeling the informa@otcipatingin relevant
activities,anddevelging lessons and matergathat incorporated the effective practices.

GeorgialLearning Resource System (GLR$Wwo GLRS Centers had Response to Intervention
(RTI) projects with a reading focus for a total of four schools participating in the projects. One
of these schools madAYP this year after having not made it last year. Three schools had
reported increases in tI’RRCTin English/Language Arts scores. A third RTI project, targeting
two school districts in south central Georgia, reported increases in the CRCT scaedefiotss
with disabilities inRELA and increases f@WD on theGHSGTIin the same area.

An additional seventgeven schools across six GLRS regions participated in RTI projects in
both reading and math. Seven of these schools met AYP that had not doaeear before.
Seventeen schools improved their math scoreSWéb and twentynine schools improved
RELA scores folSWD at middle or high school level.

All seventeen GLRS Centers statewide completed projects focusing on schools that were in
Needs Impovement or Contrad¥lonitored status or did not make AYP for the first time the
previous year. A total of sevenrtyur schools had capacitilding projects with training and
coaching for implementation in a variety of resedreled strategies determihgrough
collaboration with the targeted school. These includath and reading strategies SVaibd
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struggling students, e®aching, and standariased classroom instruction among others.
Twenty-nine of the schools had increases over the previousry&&L A on theCRCT or
GHSGTwith another 26 increasing math performance over the previous yeaWior The

math improvements are notable in year in which the new and more rigeR&resulted in
widespread decreases in math scores. Twenty four sghentisipating in an AYP focused

GLRS professional learning project that had not made AYP the previous year made AYP this
year.

Six GLRS Centers completed professional learning projects with a focus on instructional
strategies for improving the math pemhance oSWD and struggling students. Twerityree
schools participated. Two schools met AYP that had not done so the previous year. Four
schools had increased math performance over the previous year on tnesstdsted CRCT
targeted grade leveldwelve schools improved their overall math performance on the CRCT or
GHSGT compared to the previous year.

Georgia Project for Assistive Technologyhe GPAT, a special project funded by the Divisions
for Special Education, developed and delivered attlesy professional learning course in

reading (77 participants), a three day course in writing (14 participants) and a one and a half day
course in mathematics (83 participant8)summer institute was conducted in June 2008 with
over 250 educators leang how to support student achievement in reading and math through
assistive technologyln each of these courses, teachers learned how to integrate the use of
assistive technology devices and software into standesisd instructional activities. Resceir
charts were developed linking the use of assistive technology to the nevid&de8.on these
activities, teachers have reported that they are more successfully and consistently integrating
assistive technology into their classroom instructional progrdmgjectstaff selectedhree of

the districtyepresented in the training to participate in Supported Classrooms during the 2008
2009 school year. Student and teacher outcome data for these schools will be reported in the
FFY 2008 APR.

Special Educatin Testiig Supports The Divisionsfor Special Educatioalso collaborated with
theTesting Divisionto address the participation and proficiency of SWD in statewide testing.
Staff from the Divisions worked with thEesting Divisionto develop and deliveprofessional
learning and supplemental resources to educators woskingsWD. During FFY 200,7staff
from the Division of Assessmeand Dvisions for Special EducatiomvisedtheSat e 6 s
Accommodations Manual tguide theselection, administratiomyvaluation, andise of test
administration accommodations for SWDhis manuals available on th&aDOEwelsite
Moreover, presentations were made on the identification and documentation of appropriate
accommodationfor SWD. Two additional ofline tranings focused solely on accommodations
were also presentexhd archived for review

In addition to supporting direct training, personnel from GPAT also workedpargonnel from

the Divisionof Assessment to providdatemandated assessmergsy(,CRCT, End of Course

Tests EOCT9, GHSGT, etc) in accessibledigital formats Kurzweil 3000 and PaperPort

Deluxg to maximize student performance. Districts submitted requests for these assessments to
the Division for Assessment in accessible formats amsgmnel from GPAT converted the
assessments into the appropriate format for the individual students.
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During FFY 2007, the following tests were proddice accessible digital formatBuring the
20082009 school year, staff will track test performancetofisnts taking their tests in
accessible formatsnd will be reported in the FFY 2008 APR

1. CRCT- Formattedgradelevels2 through &or 14 schoolsX7 students During the
summer, there were 2 retests for Grade 2

2. EOCT- Formatted 7 tests for 2 schisq29 students

3. GHSGT- Formatted 9 testor 7 <hools.

Georgia Instructional Materials Cent¢GIMC) - During FFY 2007, th&IMC produced

textbooks in accessible formats for students who are blind or other print disabled. These formats
included braike, large print and digital. In FFY 200Z,289studentsvere registered to receive
materials through the GIM@ver 3,500 textbooks were provided to students in accessible
formats. Having access to textbooks and other core instructional materialsropapfe

accessible formats is critical to students being able to access the general education curriculum
and to demonstrate higher levels of academic achievement.

Georgia was selected to participate in the AIM Consortium, a group of 14 states working
collaboratively to development statewide systems for the provision of accessible instructional
materials. The GIMC coordinates AIM initiative in Georgiihe GIMC greatly expanded its
information management system to allow fodepth information on studentitilizing

accessible instructional materials. This information will be providede FFY 2008 APR.

Supports for Students with the Most Significant Cognitive Disabiifié® Divisionsfor Special
Educationalso providedyuidance, materials, and itnang for those teachers who were
participating in the statmandated assessments via the GAA. During 208, a teacher on
specialassignment was funded by the Divisidas Special Educatioto provideprofessional
learning opportunities for distrietducators on a regional basibhis regional suppo#ssiseéd
district teachers talign activities and instruction that studemigh significant cognitive
disabilitiesreceive with the gradievel standardasoutlined in theGPS. The teacher apecia
assignmen(TOSA) continued to provide training to a statewide support network of educators,
the Core Access Teachers (CATS)intcdludementoring and coaching. Training and support
were provided to more teachers from districts in the process of devglpined activities,
implementing appropriate instruction, and providing documentation of student work and
progress through a series of wiedised information sessions. lidéion, training and support
wereprovided to teachers around the state via actEinic Resource Boardlhe TOSA as well
asteachers from around the stdtaye developed standarddased instructional activities that
wereposted on th&lectronicResource BoardDuring FFY 2007 pver 3500 educators were
registeredvith the GaDOE t@ccess the aligned activities on the ResoBaardwith an
average ofL37 teachers per mon#itcessing thBoard.

In addition, the TOSA and Core Access Teachers produced a collection of books aligned to the
GPS in accessible formats. During FFY 200/&ral600 books were disseminated to Georgia
teachers in a variety of accessible formats. These books provided students who weaslen

or beginning readers with access to content informati@m accessible format
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To support teachers who wereglamenting aliged activities andlocumenting evidence for the
GAA, a series o$ix webinarswere conducteslia Elluminate Each training included

information on implementing appropriate access to the curriculum within the classroom and
documenting and &mitting evidence of student learning in that curriculum through the GAA.
As a result of the continued support of teachers and students, instructional programming for
students with significant cognitive disabilities has improved significantly, and thimiathation

of the GAA indicated a large percentage of students in tHejer range with a low numberf
nonscorable entriedDuring FFY 2007, 89.3% of the GAA portfolios submitted by Georgia
teachers were rated as scorabfeaddition, during tts second year of the GAA, more students
moved from the fAmeetDBuingFRY 200k 8438% ef disdéentsc at egor y.
participatinginthe GAss cor ed fAEstablishedo orscoExt ended?o
AEst abl i shedioMahemafick xt endedo

Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed d@rgets/ Improvement Activitiesimelines /
Resources for (FFY 2008):

No target changeare proposetbr this indicator. The GaDOE witliscontinue the following
improvement activig andupdatethe State Performance Plato reflect the change

Raising StandardsDue to restructuring of support provided to schools identified as Needs
Improvement, the Raising Standards activity will not be implemented in theZZ@®school

year. The focus will move from providingaserie o f-sione acti vities to pr

directly to teachers and other school personnel throughletegiesupport staff currently
involved in school activities.

The GaDOE willrevise the following improvement activitiesdupdatethe State Pedrmance
Planto reflect the changes.

GPAT Trainingi During FFY 2008, districts wil send a team to one of the Educaal
Technology Centers (ETCs) to participate iiredt training, originating from ongentral location
and linking the ETCsia distane training technology. The training will focus different
aspects of identifying and incorporating assistive technology into the instratSWD
Between direct training opportunities, each team will have accesslitteanformation on
assistive telanology. It is anticipated that building strodgtrict-level teams of personnel who
are familiar with and can incorporate appropriate assistive technology within instructional
programs will help ensure th&WDs not only have access to academic instoandbiut are able
to interact with material® demonstrate gradevel mastery

Georgia Instructional Materials Cent¢GIMC) Relocatiori GIMC relocatedduring the 2007
2008 school year and is now housed at the Georgia Academy for the Blind in MacanaGeor
During 20082009 the GIMC will support locadlistricts in their implementation of the National
Instructional Materials Accessability Standard (NIMAShe Center will focus onrpcesses to
streamline the request, development, and receipt of aclees®kerials in a timely manne

Core Access Teachers (CAT®)uring 20082009 personnel in the Division for Special
Education Services will maintain (fl)e Access to the GPS Resource Bogjoversight of the
CATs, and(3) support for the developmeand distribution of materials aligned to the GPS and
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adapted for students with significant cognitive disabilities. There will not be-ardl Teacher
on Special Assignmenalthough contract work will besed as needed

Development of the 2% Assewt- To ensure tat all SWDare assessed appropriately on state
mandated assessmertteeDivision of Assessmemill field test an assessment tkaigets those
students who canndemonstrate learning on traditiorssessmentiowever, can mastére
general curriclum. These students are not candidates foGRA.

The field test will be one aspect of a General Supervision Education Grant applied for and
received by the GaDOE. The Divisions for SpeEducationwill be supporting this field testyb
participating in focus groups, item development, analysis of field test data, development of
standards, and development of test participation guidelines. It is anticipated that the alternate
assessment based upon modified achievement standards wiplaearfor the CRCT and

GHSGT administration ispring2010. With the development and implenagian of this new
assessment, students who have traditionally struggled with showing progress on the regular
assessmestwvill have another avenue for showingith@roficiencyin gradelevel content

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 27
(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 08-31-2009)



APR Templatg Part B (4) Georgia

Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report DevelopmeRiease see the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 4: Ratesof suspension and expulsion:

A. Percent 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.

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a) (3)(AL412(a)(22))

Measurement:

A. Percent = [(# of districts identified by the State as having significant discrepancie
the rates of suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater thg
days in a school year) divided by the (#ddtricts in the State)] times 100.

Significant Discrepancy: The rate of suspensions and expulsionstuwdientavith
disabilities(SWD) for greater than 10 days in a school y&as defined as: (1) a
suspensi on IR)asusgeesiortlexplbiamsk @40.

Suspension and Expulsion Relative RisH{(Focus District # of SWD with greater than
10 days ISS and/or OSS) Divided by (Focus District Total SWD Age 3/21))

Divided by
((State # of SWD with greater than 10 days ISS and/or OSS Minus Fodtst Bisf

SWD with greater than 10 days ISS and/or OSS) Divided by (State SWD Age 3/21
Focus District SWD Age 3/21))]

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 3.8 of districts having significant discrepancies in the ratessigpensions an(
(2007-2008) | expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school y,

Actual Target Data for (FFY 20@): .54% (1485 district3 wasidentified assignificantly
discrepantn the rate of suspensions and expulsionSWD for greater than 10 days in a school
year. The State met theFY 2007 target (3.83%andmade progress-4.35%)from theFFY

2006 data (4.89%)
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Significant Discrepancy Indicator  Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd
0, . .
FFY 2007 Target 3.83% Explanation of Progress or Slippage that occurred for

1 districtidentified as having significant (FFY 2007):

discrepancy The State discontinudtie previous calculation for
Divided by 185 districts significant discrepancycomparing districts in size
Multiplied 100 groups and_now compares district to _aII_ot_her districts.
Equal.54% of districts having significant Statessubmitted(Table 5)FFY 2007 discipline datto
discrepancies the Office for Special Education Programs3eP

during FFY 20@ (November 1, 2008).his change was
made because analysis demonstrated there was minimal difference calculating the data either
way. Removing the size comparison makes the data morérigsetly.

The State identifiedl district as having significamiscrepancyased on the FFY 2007 data. The
district with significant discrepancy will complete a SA$sessment Monitoring Protocol to
conduct a review of policies, practices, and procedures relating to the development and
implementation of IEPs, the usépositive behavioral interventions and supp¢PBIS), and
procedural safeguds to ensure compliance. The State will revilb& protocoand make the
compliance determination regarding the related requireméfrttse district is identified as
havingnoncompliance, it will be notified appropriately and expected to correct this
noncompliance wvihin one year of identification.hle State will report on this information during
the FFY 2008 APR.

During FFY 2006the State identified 12 districés havng significant discrepancy based on

FFY 2005 data. The Stateviewedthe 12 district8policies, practices, and procedures relating

to the development and implementation of IEPs, usd3t Pand procedurakb$eguards and
determined that 2 of thE2 districts were noncompliant with requirements related to discipline.
The State notified these 2 districts of their noncompliance and obligation to create a corrective
action plan and correct the noncompliance within one year of identificafioam State proded
technical assistance to these districts and correction of noncompliance within 1 year on
notification was verified through a review of policies, procedures and practices for those
districts.

The State identifiefl districts as having significant diepancy based on the FR2006 data.

The Stateeviewedthe 9 districtépolicies, practices, and procedures relating to the development
and implementation of IEPs, use @IB, and procedural safeguamsd determined thail 9

districts were in compliarcwith the related requirements.

Professional Learning Modules for Significantly Discrepant Distridisstricts identified as
Significantly Discrepant, were offered welsed coaching in FBA and muitay site based

training. Significantly discrepantsiricts took advantage of this opportunity. FBA training was
extended first to prioEffective Behavioral and Instructional Supports (EBi€hools of which

one was identified as Significantly Discrepant. Five additional districts participaBsatan
Districtstechnical assistance modules to improve capacity to analyze behavior data and address
discrepancy.The Divisionsdevelogd and delivered webasedorofessional learning modules

on conducting Functional Behavioral Assessments (FBAS), writing arging Behavioral
Intervention Plans (BIPs), discipline rules, data analysis, and altes&b suspension. Staff
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usel the learning modules to provide ongoing technical assistance for districts with significant
discrepancy

Significantly Discrepanbistricts Forums- The Statgrovided ongoing technical assistanoe f
districts determined to be significantly discrepafhhesdlistricts attended state forum (March
2008 to engage in meaningful collaboration about the-8sfessment Monitoring Protols.
After the foums, the districts developed action plansl included information for correcting
noncompliace practices in thegonsolidated application.

PBS Statewide InitiativeStaff from the Divisions for Special Educatjamder the direction of

the National Technical Assistance Center for Positive Behavior Support (PBS), created a State
PBS Leadership Team and developed a State PBS Action Plan with the goal of PBS presence in
schools in everiRegional Education Service AgendyESA) region in theState. The State

provided overview presentations on PBS implementation to approximately 20 school districts,
including significantly discrepant districts. Districts were offered the opportunity to receive
training and support for the implementation of3?B

Staff from the Divisions for Special Educatiprovided training on the implementation of PBS

in the home and the critical followp communi cati on with their chi
training was attended liie GaDOE funde&arent Mentors and theirgective district

directors of special education.

Divisions for Special Education staféveloped and delivered a series of classes to

approximately 250 teachers from six districts in the Teacher Alternative Preparation Program
(TAPP) in collaboration witlthe Learning Academy of Middle Georgia RESA. The

professional learning focused on effective behavior management techniques and using discipline
data to make positive behavior change.

Divisionsfor Special Education staffcilitated the development &dur regional behavior

specialist consortiums to meet quarterly and share best practice in behavior management and
alternatives to school suspension. Regional consortiums established leadership and calendars to
meet three times per year. Approximately bebavior specialists formed the consortiums.

Staff from the Divisions for Special Educatiprovided technical assistance in the collection and
analysis of discipline data and designing effective strategies and interventions to three districts
who received Contract Monitored designation through the School Improvement Division. One
district reduced office discipline referrals by 25%. All three districts made AYP following the
year of technical assistance.

The State provided multiple professional learrapgortunities inJsing Discipline Data to

Make Positive Behavior Chan@faroughout the state. These sessions were well attended by
members of the Georgia Association of Educational Leaders (GAEL), the Georgia Council of
Administrators of Special EducatidGCASE), the Student Support Team Association of
Georgia Educators (SSTAGE).
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Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets/Improvement Activities/Timelines/
Resources for (FFY 208):

No target changesare proposetbr this indicator. The GaDOE Wiaddthe following
improvement activityandupdatethe State Performance Plato reflect the change.

PBS Targeted Assistane®ivisions for Special Education staff will provide professional

learning and ofgoing coaching and support to targeted schiticts and schools to promote

the implementation of PBS. Data will be collected in each of these schools and will be reported
in the FFY 2008 APR.

PBS Overview Presentation¥he PBS unit will offer regioal overview presentations to all
Georgia digtictsto include those identified agysificantly discrepant. The regional trainings
will include technical assistance on steps to become a PBS district, imp¢omeidelity and
maximizing thereductions of suspensions. Distsietill be provided st@by-step processes of
what actions are required to reduce severe discrepant status.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmepiease setheinitial section.

Monitorin g Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 5: Percent of children with IEPs aged 6 through 21:
A. Removed from regular class less than 21% of the day;
B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or

C. Served in public or private separate sais, residential placements, or homebound or
hospital placements.

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

Measurement:

A. Percent = # of children with IEPs removed from regular class less than 21% of the
divided by the total # of students aged 6 through 21 wilts ltfmes 100.

B. Percent = # of children with IEPs removed from regular class greater than 60% of
day divided by the total # of students aged 6 through 21 with IEPs times 100.

C. Percent = # of children with IEPs served in public or private sepaniab®ls, residentia
placements, or homebound or hospital placements divided by the total # of studer
6 through 21 with IEPs times 100.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

A= <21% B =>60 % C= Separate Schools
2007 ° ° P

(2007-2008) | 5994 8% 9%

Actual Target Data

FFY
A= <21% B =>60 % C= Separate Schools
2007
(20072008 | 60% 16.7%6 1.91%
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During FFY 2007, 609102577 of 107,970 of Students with DisabilitiesSWD) were
removed from the regular class less than 21% of the @hg Statenet its targefor FFY 2007
(59%)andmade progres$4.57%)compared tdhe FFY 2006 data%5.43%).

Regular Class < 21% Calculation
FFY 2007 Target59%

102,577 SWD in regular class < 21%
Divided by
170,970 SWD
Equals
60.0%Removel < 21%

During FFY 200@, 16.7%(28,5470f 170,970 of SWDwere remwed from the regular class
greaterthan 60% of the school dayhe Statemet its targebf 18%andmade progres$-2.96%)
as compared tthe FFY 2006 data {9.66%).

Regular Class > 6@ Calculation
FFY 2007 Target19%

28,547 SWD in regular class >60%
Divided by
170,970 SWD
Equals
16.76 Removed> 60%

During FFY 200, 1.91% (3,2580f 170,970 of SWD were served in public or private separate
schools, residential placements, onteboun or hospital placement§he Statalid not meet
the FFY 2007target(.9%)anddemonstrated slippage31%)from theFFY 2006 data (1.6%)

Public or Private Separate Placements
Calculation
FFY 2007 Target0.%%

3,258 SWD in Public or Private Separat
Placement
Divided by
170,970 SWD
Equals
1.91% Public or Private Separate Placement
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slippagéat
occurred for(FFY 2007):

As of December 1, 200Ge o r g i adilectedpragreas Indicators 5a and 5b and slippage for
Indicator 5¢ howevert he St at eds ttademodstradedampeovementotenen u e

The graph below indicates the significant progress the State has made in educating children with
disabilitiesin general education settings.

Graph 1. Students Served in General Education Setting

Students Served in General Education Setting
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LEA Improvement PlansThroughout2007-2008, the Georgia Department of Education
(GaDOE)continued an emphasis on the goal of indrepthe percentagef &WD who are
educated in general education selingn f act , o Peformance Geals is p inaease
the percentage dime SWDare educated in general education settings with agptep
supportsMostdistricts induded aLRE goal in their district LEA Improvement Plans with
specific targes. TheDivisions forSpecial E u ¢ a tdistochli@isons provided technical
assistance on LRE during the month of November 2007 and March @Q0&if respetive
districts throughouthe gate.

Georgia Performance Standard (GPS) Trainiibhe GPStraining continued to take place
during the school yeawhich stressed differentiation ofstruction for all studentsThe GPS
training wasofferedsimultaneously to general and spec@ieation teachers to enhance the
ability to support an increased percgigaf SWDin the general education settings.

Georgia Continuousmprovement Monitoring Proces$-or the 20072008 schooyear, 20
districts were Focused dhitored. Of these, 10 wecited for compliance issues related to
placement in the least restrictive environment. 100% of ttlissdcts cited have submitted
Corrective Action Plans addressing the LRE issue. In-2006, 16school districts were
Focused Mnitored. Of these, @ere cited for compliance issues related to LREreection of
the compliance issues related to LRE within one géatentificationhas beewerified for all 6
of the districts with LREEitations

The Georgia Performance Standards (GPS) and StuderitgheitMost Significant Cognitive
Disabilities- Training is beingorovided on assisting students with the mgighificant cognitive
disablities to access the GPJ his will enable some students to receive more of their instruction
in general educatiosettings.

Part B State Annual Performance Report for (FFY 2007) Page 34
(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 08-31-2009)



APR Templatg Part B (4) Georgia

The Georgia Learning Resources Systdiime GLRS Centers had professional learning
projects providing training in eteaching and differentiation of instruction with support for
implementation in the classroorPersonnel fronfrifty-nine schols, representing 22 districts,
were involved within 22istricts. Fifteen of the twertiyvo districts improved the percentage of
SWDremoved from th@eneraleducation setting < 21%f the school day. Thirteen of the
schools improve the performance @WD onstatewide required assessmeRE_A; three
schools improved ma¢imaticsscores for SWD; and eight schools improved scoreSWYéD in
bothRELA and matlkematics

A Framework for Impacting the Achievement of SWDEtdnsion of the LRE Projecthe
Student Achievement in the Least Restrictive Environr{@AtLRE) project wasa part of the
earlierState Improvement Grariduring the final necost extension yea?007%2008, the
GaDOE worledwith four districts thatwere selected for not meeting thatsd target. These
schools receiwintensivetraining in the basic principles of ¢eaching and the variations of
teaching styles and d@eaching practicealong with weekly coachin@.hree of the four targeted
districts improved the percentage of SWiHo wereremoved from thgereral education setting
<21% ofthe sclool day. Two of the four distristexceeded the state target. One of the four
districtsimproved the percentage of SWiho were removed from thgeeneral education setting
<21% of the schal day but did not reet the target. fle data for the four districts are
summarized below.

Table 1. Four School Districts Participating in the LRE Project

<21% StateTarget District A | District B District C District D
20062007 57% 50.9 % 31.8% 53.2% 58.9%
20072008 59% 48.2 % 69.3 % 57.2% 66.8%

Information gained fronthe SALRE projectregarding effective cteaching strategiesas
shared with administrators and educators in all Georgiaatissttia Elluminate Livean online
presentation system e by the departmenn addition, four comprehensive tmang manuals

for coteaching were posted on the GaDOE sveh There is also a multimedia presentation of
effective ceteaching practices in Georgia schools posted in the same locations.

Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for (FFY 2008):

No target changesare proposetbr this indicatorThe GaDOEwill discontinuelisting the

following improvement activities but may continue to impletne activities within the

structure of GaDOE. They are discontinued because data regarding the impact of these activities
cannot be disaggregated for individual subgroups to include SWDvéi updatethe State
Performance Plano reflect the changeq1) Highly Qualified Requirement$§2) District
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Liaisons (3) Annual Recognition of Local Districts, (4) Professional learning for the Georgia
Performance Standards, and (5) Additional Resources.

Here are additional improvement activities thadll bedeletal in the SPPas well.

Revisions of the Education Funding Mecharnisimvesting in Education Excellence, the
Governor 6s Educat iconoludédutswebik anghcludied repkesehtationdrem
special education stakeholders. To dateethewve been no recommendationkich impact
special education funding.

Progress Monitoring This activity was intended to support a decrease in the ewuaits\WD

placed in separate private schools, residential placements, or hospital/homebound m@acement
Careful analysis of the data for separplacements indicates that the data Hmeanrelatively
stablefor two years.

Coteaching Video The Statehascompletel a multimedia presentation withideo examples of
effective ceteachingpractices in Gergia schoolsCopies of this presentation have also been
madeavailableon DVDsto GLRS Centers andistricts
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmedpiease se the mitial section.

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE

Indicator 8: Percent of parents with a child receiving special education services who report

that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of improving services and results for
children with dsabilities.

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

Measurement: Percent = [(# of respondent parents who report schools facilitated parent
involvement as a means of improving services and results for children with disabilities) di
by the (total # of respondent pats of children with disabilities)] times 100.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 36% of parents with a child receiving special education services who report
(20072008) | schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of inmyeervices and
results for children with disabilities.

Actual Target Data for(FFY 2007): Twenty-seven percer(iL,707 out of 6,323)f parents with
a child receiving special education services reported that schools facilitated parent involvement
as ameans of improving services and results for children with disabilifibs. Statalid not

meet its FFY 2007 target (36%nd thisdata represent slippage3.0%)from theFFY 2006
data (30%)

Parental Involvement Calculation
FFY 2007 Target36%

1707 parents who reported favorable
responses
Divided by 6,323otal respondents
Multiplied by 100
Equals
27.0% Parents reporting their distsct
facilitated parental involvement
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progres®r Slippage that
occurred for (FFY 2007):

Georgia used the survey validated as reliable by the National Center for Special Education
Accountability Monitoring (NCSEAM.) In FFY 2005, Georgia used census data with a baseline

of 32% of responding parentsporting that schools facilitated parent involvement as a means of

i mproving results. FFY 2006 was the first ye
sampling plan was approved in an earlier SPP.

During FFY 2 Oetuth ratddr paeentsbrvegstwadil 4% (5,677 retued surveys
out of 51,255). FFY2007, the return rat@as 19.7 % (6,323 returned surveys out of 32,062).
Therewas an increase of 8.6 %.

Georgia compared the survey return representation dathte St at eds dMhileogr aphi
carefully considering all ethnic groups, the Black population demonstrated the largest

discrepancy between representation in the State and returned surveys. There were a significant
number (1159) of surveys for which the ethnicity of the resporvdessunknown. Either the

ethnicity was left blank or the respondemarked more than one ethnic category

Graph 1. State Demographics Data vs. Survey Return Representation Data

Parent Survey Response by Racial Representation
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The State reviewed the survey information to compare representasivadrstate demographics
by disability categories versus the return rate of surveys for that particulafkineagh

specific learning disability represents the latgescentage of SWIages 621), a significant
percentage of the returned surveys wearerepresented in a particular disability categ
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Graph 2. Parent Survey Response by Disability Representation
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Public reporting of this indicator and each d
on the GaDOE web siteAll districts reported daten FFY 2005 and FFY 2006; districthat

were not included in the sample will have their data carried forward from the baseline as their
performance toward the state target.

Parent Mentor PartnershipThe State continues to pritize parent involvement in order to
increase student achievement . -ye@&atvgei adbs Par e
supported by the Divisions for Special Education, increased to 66 parent mentors in 57 school
districts in 20072008. Guided byhe National PTA Standards on Family Engagement and the
Statebés School Keys on Student, Family and Co
300 family engagement activities as part of the local improvemert. plan

Oneof G e o r gareatdnentaptargeted theeturnsurveys as one of his improvement
initiativesin 20072 0 0 8 . Because of t hthesounpyeafrepreséntatioe nt or 6 s
reported a 33 percergturn rateyhich was significantly higher than the state average.

Although not spefdically measured by this indicator, the presence of parent mentors had a
positive impact on parent attendance at IEP meet®digthe 54 activeistrictswith parent
mentors iNFFY 2007 total parent attendance at ialtlEPS and annual IEPS wé2.88%
compared tb6.0%96 for the state total.

Collaboration between parent mentorsandtheBBOE 6 s Par e nt enGued eligkdec h  Of f
students tooladvantage of the Supplemental Education Services (SES) availdddal

districts In addition, parent meaits partnered with Title | in workshops, action team committees

and assisting individual families.

Circles of Adults Focusing on Educatig@AFE) T CAFEs continued in FFY 200for use by

parent mentors and other family engageneatlers. Parent Men®ran CAFE surrounding

local issues to encourage collaborations between educators, community members and parents.
The st at eaiag Ifoenmateom Centdr (PTran several CAFEs on local medical/health
issues including transitioning into adulthoedh a developmental disability.
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State Personnel Development Grant (SPD@&Ilso during 2@7-2008,SPDG targeted Latino

families with a statewide project aimed at increasing participation of Latino families and making
school s mor e 0 we loimuedithe garkdothe initibl 8tateglmpaorement

Grant, which also contracted with a Latino Family Outreach Liaison who paréidipa
monitoringdistricts for the Divisios for Special Education and ESOL. The Parent Outreach for
Latino Families provide information on the special education process to families and taught
educators how to make schools more welcoming. The parents not only became better equipped
to participate in the education process, including IEP meetings, but they were required to
volunteer at a school in exchange for the classes.

In 20072008, the SPDG targeted dropout issues and transition for youdgeahand older
students and formed middle and hgghool team$or training purposesAll teams included a
parent ofa student who was at risk fdropout The Divisions foiSpecial Educatiopartneed

with the Parent Leadership CoalitigaLC), a statewide collaboration of organizations aimed at
increaing information to families. During 2006, the RiL@&embership criteria expanded to
include organizations represang students under age 8 who wateisk. The PLC in 2007,
developed, trained and supported 45 Navigation teams in local cornenuaisipport these
students awell as SWDs ages ® 22.

Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Eimes /
Resources for (FFY 2008

No target changeare proposetbr this indicator. The GaDOE witkevisethe following
improvement activiesandupdatethe State Performance Plato reflect the change.

Revised Survey Procedurie$he State continues to evaluate its survey distribution/return

procedures In addition, schools will receive the survey in Janwétly awindow closing May

31, 2009 This change wil/l not i mpact the Stated
districts to execute diversified plans to meet their needs (e.g., distribute surveys at IEP meetings,
sponsor a time with parent mentors to assist this effort, or send surveys home it

incentives for returningParent Mentors will help target the process in their work.

Use of Community ResourceBistricts and prert mentors willuse communitypased resources

such as local Parent Teacheis@siations, Navigator Teams)@Parent to Parent of Georgia
(theParenfTraining Information Centgrto facilitate the return of th&urveys. Parent emtors

will target getting Parent Surveys back to the schools and continue its work on making schools

mor e Awel comingod to families \wduocatiotoftkedi ti onal |y
children.

The parent mentors will develop best practices in increasing attendance at IEPs as another
marker for family satisfaction and engagement. The State Advaongl appointed a
committee taeenhance family engagemeithe results for the 2062008 attendance dathasved
56% of parerdattenctdt hei r ¢ hi | d ®hssis hdaPindoate tequesigdut the
State believes it can show additional evideattamily leaders assistingjstrictsto increase
parent satisfaction.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmepiease ae the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: Disproportionality

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

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

Measurement:

Percent = [(# of disicts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic group
special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate identification
divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100.

Describe how the State determinbdttdisproportionate representation of racial and eth
groups in special education and related services was the result of inappropriate

identification, e.g., monitoring data, review of policies, practices and procedures undg
618(d), etc.

The State defiies disproportionate representation by usinly aizeO  an@ the weighted
risk ratio of 4.0 and abowvigacial and ethnic groupgo include Black, White, Multi
Racial, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, and Alaskan/American Indiam special
education and related servicesThe State provided for a reviewpdlicies, practices, ang
procedures of districts with disproportionate representation by administering the Self
Assessment Monitoring Protocol that was developed in collaboration with broad
stakeholderso determine if the disproportionate representatias the result of
inappropriate identification.

The State defines disproportionate representation for tegegsentation by using &h
s i z e an@thew@ighted risk ratio of .25 and below (racial and ethnic groups in spe
education and related services).

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2007 0% of districts with disproportionate representation of racidl @nic groups
(2007-2008) | in special education and related services that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
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Actual Target Data for (FFY 200Y.

The Statedentified 1district out of 185 districts in the statéth disproportionate representati
based upon Ge oGegrgiadadireddidpeopartionate nepresentatidor
overrepresentatioby using arN sizeO  an@ the
Disproportionate Representation of Racialyyejghted Risk Ratio.® and above as defined by the

and Ethnic Groups in Special Education : . ;
FEY 2007 Target0% OSEPYWestatweighted rsk ratio.

0% (O districtshad dispropdronate representation of
racial and ethnic groups in special education and related
services that was the result of inappropriate
identification The Statenet its FFY 2007 target (0%)
Divided by185total districts andmaintained its data from FFY 2006 (0%]) he
State providec reviewof policies, practices, and
proceduregor the district with disproportionate
Equals0% representation of racial and ethnic groups in special

education and related servidesadmnistering aSelf

Assessmenrotocolto determine ithe
disproportionate representat was the result of inappropriatéentification

0 districtswith disproportionate
representation that is the result of
inappropriate identification

Multiplied by 100

The State definedisproportionateéepresentation for undeepresentation by using &hsizeO

20 and the weighted riskatio of .25 and below (racial and ethnic groups in special education and
related services)0 districts met the definition for disproportionate representation for under
representation of racial and ethnic groups in special edtion and related services for FFY

2007,

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slipage that
occurred for (FFY 2007:

During FFY 2007, the State met the target of 0%. No districts had disproportionate
representatiodue to inappropriate identification for FFY 2005, 2006 or 20@léase see the
discussion of improvement activities in Indicator 10.

Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for (FFY 208):

No changes in targets or improvement activitig® suggestefr this indicator.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR)IfEEY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmd?Piease ase the initial section.

Monitoring Priority: Disproportionality

Indicator 10: Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic

groups in specific dability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification.

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

Measurement:

Percent = [(# of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groy
specific disability categories that is the resiflinappropriate identification) divided by the
(# of districts in the State)] times 100.

Il nclude Statebs definition of Adisprop

Describe how the State determined that disproportionate representation of racial and
groupsto include Black, White, MulttRacial, Hispanic, Asian/Pacific Islander, and

Alaskan/American Indianin specific disability categories was the result of inappropriat
identification, e.g., monitoring data, review of policies, practices and procedures unde
618(d), etc.

The State defines disproportionate representation by usiNgsaeO  an@ the weighted
risk ratio of 4.0 and above (racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categoFies)
State provided for a review of policies, practices, and procedures of districts with
disproportionate representation by administering #é&Assessment Monitoring Protocol
that was developed in collaboration with broad stakehotdedetermine if the
disproportionate representation was the result of inappropriate identification.

The State defines disproportionaépresentatiofor undefrepresentation by using &h
sizeO 2and the weighted ristatio of .25 and below (racial and ethnic groups ircge
disability categorigs

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target
2007 0% of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groy
(2007-2008) specific disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identificatio
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Disproportionate Representation of Racial
and Ethnic Groups in Specific Disability
Actual Target Data for(FFY 2007): Categories

. - L - : FFY 2007 Target0%
The Statedentified 24 districts with disproportionate argetse

representation of racial and ethnic groupspeciic 2 districtswith disproportionate
disability categorieb ased upon Geor gi representation thas the result of
Georgiadefineddisproportionaterepresentatiorfor inappropriate identification

overrepresentatioby using arN sizeO  an@l the

Weighted Risk Ratio.® and above as defined by the Divided by185total districts

OSEPYestatweighted rsk ratio. The Statmade the Multiplied by 100
determinations of inappropriate identification by
administering a SelAssessment Monitoring Protocol Equals1.08%

(review of policies, practices, and prdoees).

1.08% (2185 district had disproportionate representation that was the result of inajgeopr
identification The Statedid not meet its FFY 2007 target (0%f)owever, thiglata showed
progress {1.63)from the FFY 2006 data (2.71%)

Tablel. Georgi abs Disproportionate Representation by

Number of Dstricts Identified with Disproportionate Representatialue to Inappropriate
Identification

FFY 2005 51 Districtswere identified as having disproportionate representation.
FFY 2006- 28 Districts were identified as having disproportionate representatio
FFY 2007- 24 Districts were identified as having disproportionate representation.

*Please note that Georgia identified districts with disproportionate representation for all required e
groups to include Alaskan/American Indian, Asian/Pacificridir, Black, Hispanic, MukRacial and
White; however, only ethnic groups with data greater than the zero value are represented in the t

Black White
2005 2006 2007 2005 2006 2007
Intellectual Disabilities 4 4 2 0 0 0
Emotional/Behavioral Disrders 1 1 0 0 0 0
Speech/Language Impairment 0 0 0 0 0 0
Specific Learning Disabilities 1 0 0 0 0 0
Other Health Impaired 0 0 0 0 0 0
Autism 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total 6 5 2 0 0 0
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Georgia

The State defines disproportionag@resentatiofor underrepresentation by using &hsizeO
20 and the weighted riskatio of .25 and below (racial and ethnic groups in special education and
related services)13 districtsmet the definitionn FFY 2005, 7 districtin FFY 2006 and
districtsfor FFY 20070 districts (0%) were identified as haviDgsproportionate
Representation due to Inappropriate Identificaboa s e d
procedures and practices.

Table 2 Disproportionate UndefReoresentation (*Duplicated Count).

on

t

he

St ateds

revi

*Please note that Georgia identified districts with disproportionate representation for all required ethnic groups to

include Alaskan/American Indian, Asian/Pacific Islander, Black, Hispanic, NRaltial and White; however, only

ethnic groups with data greater than the zero value are represented in the table.

Asian/Pacific Black Hispanic White
Islander
2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2005 | 2006 | 2007

Autism 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Emotional/ | 1 1 0 0 0 0 4 2 0 1 0 0
Behavioral
Disorders
Intellectual | O 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 1 0
Disabilities
Other 1 2 0 0 0 0 2 2 3 0 0 0
health
Impaired
Specific 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Learning
Disabilities
Speech/Lan| O 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
guage
Impairment
Total 2 3 0 1 0 0 6 4 3 4 1 0

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slippage that

occurred for (FFY 20Q):

Based upon compliance requirementdjgricts had disproportionate representation due to
inappropiate identification in FFY 20Q5Since then, the 6 districts have corrected the
noncompliance within 1 year of identification. FFY 208@listrictswere identified as having
disproportionate representation due to inappropriate identification. Singeath® districts
have corrected the noncompliance within 1 year of identification. The State identified 2 districts

as having inappropriate identification in FFY 2007 anidl report of timely correction for these

districts in the FFY 2008 APR.
The Staterovided ongoing technical assistance for districts determined to have disproportionate

representation due to inappropriate identificatidmesedistricts attended state forum (March

2008 to engage in meaningful collaboration about the-8sfessment Monitoring Protols.
After the forumsthe districtsdeveloped action plans amttludedinformation for correcting
noncompliancg r act i ces

comsoliddied apglicasion.r i ct 6 s

Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improreent Activities / Timelines /

Resources for (FFY 208):

No changes in targeter improvementactivitiesare suggestefr this indicator.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Developmeplease setheinitial section.

Monitori ng Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / Child Find

Indicator 11: Percent of children with parental consent to evaluate, who were evaluated
within 60 days (or State established timeline).

(20 U.S.C. 14161)(3)(B))

Measurement:
a. # of children for whom parental consent to evaluate was received.
b. # determined not eligible whose evaluations were completed within 60 days (0
established timeline).
c. # determined eligible whose evaluations were deted within 60 days (or State
established timeline).

Account for children included in a but not included in b or c. Indicate the range of day
beyond the timeline when the evaluation was completed and any reasons for the delg

Percent = [(b + ¢) dividitby (a)] times 100.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 100% of children with parental consent to evaluate, who were evaluate
(2007-2008) | within 60 days (or State established timeline).

Actual Target Data for FFY 2007:

89.13%(19,4770f 21,853 of children with parental consent to evaluate, were evaluated within
60 days.The Statalid not meet the FFY 2007 targét00%)of evaluations completed within 60
days, howevemnade progress (.85%) from FFY 2006 data (88.28%)

Timeline Data

Discussion of Y 200y aiEE e Improvement
Activities Complete@nd 3053 (Determined not eligible and evaluations completed onytirEXplanation of
i Plus
Progr?ss or S“ppage that 16,424(Determined eligible and evaluations completed on)timeoccurred fOI’(FFY
2007): Divided by
21,852(Children for whom parental consent to evaluate was
received
. Times 100 .
Although the State did not Equals89.13% meet its target,
Georgia has made progress overtime with the
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percentage of children evaluated withinddytimeline. Please see the graph below.
Graph 1. Percentage of Children Evaluated within &y Timeline

Percentage of Children Evaluated within 60 Day Timeline
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A district-level analysis showelthat49.7%(92) of the districts were 100% compliant with
meeting timelines. This reviea an increase fror37% (67) of the districts during FFY 2006
Another32.9%(61) of districts were 90% compliant or higher resultin@t6%of the districts
compliant at 9% or higher. These results showadincrease fror80% Only 1.6%(3) down
from 3% (7) of the districtsvasbelow 70%.

Eligibility determinations for2,375students were not completed witli@ days. This number
represented0.87%of all eligibility determinationsn FFY 2007 This was a decrease from
4,328(11.81% in FFY 2006

638 eligibility determinations were completedlD days after 60 days.
586 eligibility determinations were completed-B0 days after 60 days.
391 eligibility determinations were completed-80 days after 60 days.
760eligibility determinations were compkl 60+ days after 60 days.

The area showing the greatest need f@rowementifom FFY 2006 wasligibility
determinationgompleted morehtan 60 days beyond the timelinghich consisted a871in

FFY 2006 Districts were targeted for technical assisgand the number deeased to 76

FFY 2007 Districts having these siditant delays reported that the delaysre due to lack of
personnel (e.g., psychologists and speech language pathologists) to complete the evaluations.

The Stateompleted 89.1% of evaluations in a timely manngr FFY 2007 The analysis of the
evaludions that were delayed includée following reasons:

e student delays (excessive absences, withdrawal agiaroiment)(2.65%)

e parent delays (canceling meetings, not providelgvant information in a timely
manner)20%),

o teacher/evaluator delays (teachers not following through, lack of psychologists,
diagnosticians, or speedéinguage pathologist$$9.62%) and
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e system errors (no tracking system in place, errors in trackings in policies and
procedures)l17.72%)

Timelines Reviewassess he ef fectiveness of each sforhool di
initial evaluatiors. Each district must submit a timeline report, which is reviewed to determine
compliance ér meeting the timeline requiremdry July 31 for the previous fiscal yeaGeorgia

has a 6@lay requirementDistricts that have less than 2@0of their evaluatios completed in a

timely manner a determined to be noncompliant and are provided wiikbéification.

Sanctions are applied when districts fail to correct noncompliance within one year of

identification. Districts in noncompliancerfoompleting galuatiors within 60 daygimelines

must develop correction/improvement activitiesas patta@dt di st ri ct 6s consol ic
Comprehensive LEA Improvement Plan.

Superintendents whose distaatere found to be in noncompliance were notified by letter. All
noncompliant districts were required to examine their policies, practices, amatipres to

reduce barriers to meeting timelines. In addition, districts updated their Local Education Agency
(LEA) Implementation Plans to reflechprovement activities thatddress noncompliance.
Correction of noncompliance is verified no later than yesr after nooompliance is identified.

The timeline logs for distristare reviewed within one year of identification. The

noncompliance identified through other methods such are records reviews or dispute resolution
are also reviewed within one yeardst often less than one year) and correction is verified.

All findings of mncompliancdor timelineswere corrected within one year

During FFY 2005 22 findings of noncompliance were is=d. As reported in FFY 2006, all

findings of oncompliance were crected wihin one yeaof identificationexcept two of the

findings for timeline eviews. DistrictLik s ons and t h eciligatordhave dorstinuedi me | i r
to provide technical assistance for the noncompliant cistrAs a result, theorrection of

noncompliance for thedeo districs hasbeen subsequently correctdldus clearing all timeline

findings from FFY 2005.

During FFY 2006the State issued Tddings of noncompliancér evaluations within 60 days
All findings of noncompliace were caectedwithin 1 year of identification

The Sate utilized the technical assistamcé O SMeRdandum on the timely correction of
noncompliance, the OSEP summer katiip meeting (August 200&8he Part B state contact

during the OSEP verification sit, and the SERRC directors meetiogevaluate and resolve the

St ateds noncompliance with the completion of e
within one year of identification for any noncompliandentified. The GaDOE provided

written TAto all districts within the state on actions and strategies to resolve issues related to the
timely evaluationgnd correction of identified noncompliance within one year of identification
Districts that were noncompliant received individual TA with Hiestrategies and suggestions.

The state is working with the National Personnel Center and targeted districts to resolve
personnel issues that impactennpliance with timelines. The&e is able to report the

required data and have verified that démtified noncompliance has been corrected within one
year of identification, thus meeting the requirements of 34 CFR 300.301 (c)(1).
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Revisionswith Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Actiggi/ Timelines /
Resources foFFY 2008

No changes indrgetswere recommende@nd the State willpdatethe following improvement
activity.

Timeline Technical Assistance The State will prowde morein-depthtargeted assistander
districts that are meeting timelines at 70% or.legschnical assistance wibntinue tdbe
providedfor all noncompliant districthoweverthe State will direct the activities to be included
in the Corrective Ation Planfor those that are noncompliant at 7@¥dess which may include
the monthly submission of timeline reports to the State.
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report DBgpment:Please setheinitial section.

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / Effective Transition

Indicator 12: Percent of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible for
Part B, and who have an IEP devgled 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 eligibility
determination.

b. # of those referred determined to be NOT eligible and whagbikties were
determined prior to their third birthdays.

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

d. # of children for who parent refusal to provide consent caused delays in evaluatio
initial serviees.

Account for children included inlaut not included in b, c or d. Indicate the range of day
beyond the third birthday when eligibility was determined and the IEP developed and
reasons for the delays.

Percent = [(c) divided by (@b i d)] times DO0.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 100% of children referred by Part C prior to age 3, who are found eligible fo
(2007%2008) | B, and who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthday

Actual Target Data forFFY 2007

96.3%(1667)of children referred by PatCBa b i e s @Qu@ontdage 3héaei faund
eligible for Part Band had IEPs developed and implemented by thied birthdays. The
Statedid not meet its FFY 2007 target (100%)owever, this dateepresentprogress
(11.9%)from the FFY 2006 dat484.4%)
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Early Childhood Transition Data
FFY 2007 Target 100%

1667 (Found eligibleand had an IEP by“birthday)
Divided by
{2035(Completed referraldylinus
259 (Found ineligible prior to their'8Birthday) Minus
45 (For whom parent refusal caused delays

Times 100
Equals96.3%

Out of the2,035completed referrals that were received from Pafidiyere completed after the
c hi |"iethelay 3 The range of days beyond tHeI8rthday for theseleterminations ranged
from 1and 60+ daysThe reasons for these delays, as reported by districts, included parent
refusals, system errors, hearing and vision screening problems, and evaluation delays.

Number of Students Number of Days
18 students 17 10 days late
18 students 117 30 days late
11 students 317 60 days late
17 students More than 60 days

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completadd Explanation of Progress or Slippage that
occurred for FFY 2007

Although the State did not meés FFY 2007 target, there has beeaibstantial progress over a
threey e ar p er i osdlata havé inceeas8d frarh #%W-FY 2005 to 96.3% in FFY
2007.

Graph 1. Eligible and Placed by Age 3

Eligible and Placed by Age 3
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Georgia Supervision Enhancemé&rant (GSEG) The Georgia Department of Education
(GaDOE)has workedvith Part Cto improve the accuracy of data for students transitioning from
Part C to Part Bnhrough our data sharing GSEG proje€bllaborativetrainingon procedures

for referringchildren from Part C to Part 8 increag effective and smooth transition of

students on or before theif Birthday. Additional GaDOEimprovement activities have

included the following components: providing technical support and staff development to all
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districts, providing suppbon accurate data reportirigyplementing a new electronic reporting
system, and revising and implementing data reporting procedures.

Districts submitted timelines reflecting their d&ta FFY 2007to the GaDOBby July 31, 2008.
Districts that had |l ess than 100% of their re
birthday were determined to be noncompliahihe Statenotified district superintendents

through letter®f their noncompliance All noncompliant districcwere required to examine

their policies, practices, and procedures to reduce barriers to meeting timbBlaresampliant

districtswere required to develop improvement plans as part of their consolidated application.

The State will verify correction afoncompliance within 1 year of notification.

Sanctionsareappliedto noncompliandistrictsif they fail to correct the noncompliance within
one year of identificationThese sanctions include technical assistance, directed expenditure of
funds, withhotling of funds, or other activities as determined appropriate.

During FFY 2005the Stateited 23 findings. All but four findings ofamcompliarce were

corrected within 1 year of identificatiomhe State verified this through direct review of records,

ard the districts received notification within one year of identification of noncompliance of their
correction of noncomplianceDistrictliai s ons and t h facilitoraantendéedo t i mel i n
provide technical assistance for the noncompliant distriche State has verified the subsequent
correction of noncompliance for the uncorrected noncompliance in those four districts through a
records review.

During FFY 2006, the State cited 14 findings and notified those 14 districts of their
noncomplianceThe districts identified as noncompliant received technical assistance from the
district | iaison and the Stateb6s timeline fac
were corrected within 1 year of identification for those 14 districts. ddn®ction was verified

through a review of records.

During FFY 2007, the State participated in required Technical Assistance (TA). As part of the
required TA GaDORccessed the National Early Childhood Transition Center's (NECTC)
powerpoint and timelinér transitioning from Part C to Part B. In addition, GaDOE attended the
SouthEast Regional Resource Center (SERRC) Regional Meeting on Transition for 619 and Part
C, held in October 2008. The SERRC Regional Meeting provided the state TA through the Data
Accountability Center (DAC). Both resources were used to collaborate with Part C on
appropriate procedures for transition and referrals. The State contact for Part B from the Office
of Special Education Programs also provided technical assistance whitle ionGeorgia for a
verification visit. The information was passed on to all Special Education Directors in the state
and Babies Canodét Wait Coordinators. As a resu
the collaboration betweenthe Part @agc y ( Ba b i easdthe &aDOEhe Bfate is in
compliance with 34 CFR00.124 (bjand the related requirements.

The GSEGawardedo GaDOE and Department of Community Health (D@HApril 2007to

develop and implement a shared datal@aéacilitate the transition process by sharing data

between Par€ and ParB agenciess nearing completionThe grant will end December 31,

2008. Three pilot runs of the database over the past six months have successfully connected the
data of nearly 1,000 chitdn from both agencies. The database will go live in January 2009.
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Interagency AgreemenGaDOEc ont i nues to be an active member
Wait) State Interagency Coordinating Counitieir Early Intervention Partnership Team, as well

as the development of Geor gi a6 sParECacontijwes®hi | dho
be an active membeif our State Advisory PanelCollaboration and transition initiatives from

Part C to Part B are ongoing.

Revisionswith Justification, to Prgposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines /
Resources for (FFY2008:

No changes in targeter improvement activitiesvere recommendeir this indicator
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) f6EY 2007

Overview of the Annual Performance Report DevelopmeRiease setheinitial section.

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / Effective Transition

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.

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

Measurement: Percent = (# of youth with disabilities aged 16 and above with an IEP t
includes coordinated, measurable, annual IEP goals and transition services that will
reasonably enable the student to meet the postsecondary goals divided by the # of y
with an IEP age 16 and above) times 100.

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target

2007 100% of youth aged 16 and above with an IEP that includes coordinated
(2007%2008) | measurable, annual IEP goals and transition services that will reasonably e
thestudent to meet the postsecondary goals

Actual Target Data fo(FFY 2007}

85.8% (218/254 record®)f youth aged 16 and abolaadan IEP that includes coordinated
measurable, annual IEP goals and transition services that will reasonably enabigeiietst
meet the postsecondary godlee Statedid not meet its FFY 2007 target (100%)owever, this
datarepresent progres€.1%)from the FFY 2006 datd77.7%)

Coordinated Measurable, Annual IEP Goals Data
FFY 2007 Target 100%

218recordy(Youthaged 16 and above had an |BRtt
included coordinated, measurable, annual IEP goals
Divided by
254records(Youthaged 16 and above had IEPthat
included coordinated, measurable, annual IEP yjoals
Times 100
Equals85.8%
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Discussion of Improvenent Activities Completednd Explanation of Progress or Slipage that
occurred for (FFY 2007:

The Divisionsfor Special Education identifiesbncompliancdor coordinatedransition plans

through its recordeeview processThe records review procesyoives the onsite review of

student records in approximately 20% of the school districts eachTyeareview team makes

the determination as to whether the IEP contains coordinated measurable, annual IEP goals and
transition services that will reasonalgliyable the student to meet the postsecondary gdes.

FFY 2007 records that were noncompliant were frordi88icts Each districthat had
noncompliancevasprovided direct technical assistance for transition plan development. All
districts that wer@ot in compliance for transition records developed a correction plan in
collaboration with state persoal while the state was esite.

Analysis of the transition plans that were noncompliant indicated that the majority of the issues
were with measurdd postsecondary outcomes the lack of age appropriate transition
assessments70% of the noncompliant recordecluded eithecurrent goals rather than future
desired outcomes or very general pgstondary outcomes that were not measurable or ispecif

and would not likely lead to achievement of postsecondary ghisy transition plans (50% of

the records) simply failed to indicate consideration of any age appropriate transition assessment.
Sample transition plansith examples of these elementsravprovidedand professional

development directly addresd these issues with the dissittat were noncomplianfThe

samples and the professional developmerealsomade available tall districts to prevent

future noncompliance.

The correction ohoncompiant IEPs identified in FFY 200@as verified through a desk audit
IEPswithin one ear of identification. All IEP®f ten of the 13listricts werecorrected within

one year of identificatiarThree districts were not able to demonstrate comgdiavithin one

year of identification and amended their Corrective Action Plan to include directed technical
assistance, regular progress monitoring as well as other district spetifiies Each of these
three districtss working with itsdistrictliaison and the GaDOE transition specialist and monthly
progress monitoring is occurring.he status of these three districts is included in Indicator 15
and their compliance status will be reported in the FFY 2008 APR.

Graph 1. Measurable PostsecondaBoals
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