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Agenda

e IDEA's General Supervision System (GSS)
e Hawaii's GSS Framework

e Hawaii's Determination in the Results-Driven
Accountability Matrix (RDA Matrix)

e How Determinations are Made
o The elements included in the Office of Special
Education Program’s (OSEP) State
Determination

o How the rating of a State is determined



Today’s Materials

o Letter to Superintendent

o 2022 Part B Results-Driven Accountability
Matrix

o How the U.S. Department of Education
(Department) Made Determinations

o Part B Dispute Resolution SY 2020-21



https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1_XUI2uBEpmoiWnN1rYlLXzPpCa-g9kG1
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1SqNVjpp0re_lqjos9cJC-zPaxyG4itBL/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1aEeh0mDAhaLaveIvcIrAtXVw9ML1LEls/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1aEeh0mDAhaLaveIvcIrAtXVw9ML1LEls/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/12FRpbVt5PRvclkO2-0LwLjC8CJo-FvAF/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/12FRpbVt5PRvclkO2-0LwLjC8CJo-FvAF/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1pF1g_BjkPkcn5AKD3xxmt6EBfdEVNsYA/view?usp=sharing
https://www.hawaiipublicschools.org/DOE%20Forms/Special%20Education/HIDOE_SPP-APRFFY2020.pdf

IDEA’'s GSS Components
i State o

Policies
Performance
| Procedures
== Plan/Annual (& :
| — & Effective
Qi formance Implementation
| Report P
| - N | =
ﬁ Integrated - Fiscal : . Dataon
. Monitoring Mane:SZerlnent "~ Processes
. Activities g . ' and Results \
| /. —— [— - ey
— ‘ S
‘ Targeted

Sustaining ' Effective = Technical
(C:- Compliance & C Dispute C Assistance & ‘
;' Improvement — /

Resolution ="/ p/fessional
| Development




Hawaii's GSS Framework

State Performance Plan/
Annual Performance
Report

Data on
Processes and
Results

Integrated
Monitoring Activities

Sustaining Accountability Policies, Procedures,

Compliance and and and

Improvement Effective .
Implementation

Targeted

Technical Assistance Effective
and Dispute Resolution

Professional Development

Fiscal Management




State Performance Plan/
Annual Performance Report (SPP/APR)

IDEA requires each state to develop
an SPP/APR composed of 17
indicators that evaluates the state’s
efforts to implement the requirements
and purposes of the IDEA and
describes how the state will improve its
implementation.

States must report annually on their
progress against the targets in their
SPP/APR.

A new SPP/APR is developed at least
every six years.

State Performance Plan / Annual Performance Report:
PartB

for
STATE FORMULA GRANT PROGRAMS
under the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act

For reporting on
FFY 2020

Hawaii

PART B DUE February 1, 2022

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
WASHINGTON, DC 20202



https://www.hawaiipublicschools.org/VisionForSuccess/SchoolDataAndReports/StateReports/Pages/Special-Education-Performance-Report.aspx
https://www.hawaiipublicschools.org/VisionForSuccess/SchoolDataAndReports/StateReports/Pages/Special-Education-Performance-Report.aspx
https://www.hawaiipublicschools.org/VisionForSuccess/SchoolDataAndReports/StateReports/Pages/Special-Education-Performance-Report.aspx

SPP/APR Compliance and Results
Indicators
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How Does OSEP Hold States Accountable?

OSEP holds States accountable

U.S. DOE Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP)
. Monitoring and Support System for Hawaii
for:

e Compliance

o Requirements of
© tawairs SPP/APR
IDEA

This required state performance plan (SPP) and
annual performance report (APR) m

Due Feb 1st
2022

© Hawaiis ssiP

The State Systemic Improvement Plan makes up ‘
7 PR

-asures our
special education

participation, disproportional

£) 4 P r
provide better outcomes for t!

improving to
dents.

o Improved outcomes

fo r Ch i |d re n With o Differentiated Monitoring & Support o Annual Determination Letter
disabilities

MS system of determining what kind of

Technical
Assistance

Determination
arrives in June

OSEP reviews the APR and the SSIP sent earlier
technical ance a state may require looks at that year and makes a determination of the extent
four main components: the

compliance with IDEA regulations

requirements of IDEA. It then
i in one of 4 categories:

places
lent performance outcomes
SSIP, and

fiscal (how money is spent).

« Meets requirements

l « Needs intervention

 Needs substantial intervention
*Note: Hawaii has been in the Needs assistar

category for the last seven years.
o Site Visit (as needed)

OSEP's last site visit was in January, 2019

Created by SPIN


https://spinhawaii.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/Results-Driven-Accountability.png
https://spinhawaii.org/wp-content/uploads/2022/02/Results-Driven-Accountability.png

How Does OSEP Hold States Accountable?

Due to COVID-19
impact, OSEP
did not issue

Needs Intervention

to any State or

Entity.

State Determination

Meets Requirements Hawall
A State’s RDA Determination is

meats reuiemenssitneroa | 2022 Part B Results-Driven Accountability Matrix

Percentage is at least 80%.

A State’s RDA Determination is Results-Driven Accountability Percentage and Determination!

gsiiigsgzs}fgffegst?z ORO /?'su ' Percentage (%) Determination
less than 80%. 58.13 Needs Intervention
N Intervention
eed: St;Te‘seRTD?A\ Determination is Results and Compliance Overall Scoring
Needs Intervention if the RDA Total Points Available Points Earned Score (%)
Percentage is less than 60%. Results 16 5 3125
Needs Substantial Intervention Compliance 2 17 2

OSEP did not make a
determination of Needs
Substantial Intervention for any
State in 2022.



https://drive.google.com/file/d/1aEeh0mDAhaLaveIvcIrAtXVw9ML1LEls/view?usp=sharing

Hawaii's Rating Compared to Other States

2022 DETERMINATION LETTERS ON STATE IMPLEMENTATION OF IDEA

IDEA PART B DETERMINATIONS

Following is a list of each State’s performance in meeting the requirements of IDEA Part B,
which serves students with disabilities, ages 3 through 21:

MEETS REQUIREMENTS

Hawaii was 1 of 35 States

& Entities to receive a fored g R rarahan ands
Needs Assistance e v
Determination for two or s v i
more consecutive years. Oregn

NEEDS ASSISTANCE (one year)
2022 Determination Letters v
on State Implementation of o S g

IDEA: June 24, 2022 rzona Puerto Rco

Arkansas lowa Republic of Palau

Bureau of Indian Idaho Rhode Island
Education Louisiana South Carolina

California Maryland Texas

Colorado Michigan Vermont

g b S g o
Islands Montana Washington

Delaware Nevada West Virginia

New Mexico

District of Columbia

NEEDS INTERVENTION

None



https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/ideafactsheet-determinations-2022.pdf
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/ideafactsheet-determinations-2022.pdf
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/ideafactsheet-determinations-2022.pdf

How the U.S. Department of Education
Made Determinations

How
THE DEPARTMENT
MADE DETERMINATIONS

UNDER SECTION 616(D) OF THE
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES EDUCATION ACT IN 2022:
PART B



https://drive.google.com/file/d/12FRpbVt5PRvclkO2-0LwLjC8CJo-FvAF/view?usp=sharing

Scoring of Results Elements:

.,"

Reading Assessment ROA | ROA | ROA
Score= | Score= | Score=
Results Elements 0 1 2
Participation Rate of 4th and 8th Grade CWD on
Regular Statewide Assessments (reading and math, separately) N/A N/A N/A
Percentage of 4th grade CWD scoring Basic or above on reading NAEP <23 23-27 >=28
Percentage of 8th grade CWD scoring Basic or above on reading NAEP <27 27-31 >=32

Reading Assessment Elements

*CWD: Children With Disabilities
who have an Individualized Education Program (IEP)

National Assessment of Educational Progress

Reading Assessment Elements Performance (%) Score
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A
Regular Statewide Assessments

Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A
Regular Statewide Assessments

Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 14 0
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress

Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the 89 1
National Assessment of Educational Progress

Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 21 0
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress

Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the 90 1




Scoring of Results Elements: %’g

Math Assessment RDA | RDA | RDA
Score= | Score= | Score=
Results Elements 0 1 2
Participation Rate of 4th and 8th Grade CWD on
Regular Statewide Assessments (reading and math, separately) N/A N/A N/A
Percentage of 4th grade CWD scoring Basic or above on math NAEP <40 40-46 >=47
Percentage of 8th grade CWD scoring Basic or above on math NAEP <20 20-27 >=28
*CWD: Children With Disabilities
Math Assessment Elements who have an Individualized Education Program (IEP)
Math Assessment Elements Performance (%) Score
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A
Regular Statewide Assessments
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A
Regular Statewide Assessments
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 29 0
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the 89 1
National Assessment of Educational Progress
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 15 0
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the 86 1
National Assessment of Educational Progress




Scoring of Results Elements: %%’
GCraduation & Dropout

RDA | RDA | RDA
Score= | Score= | Score=
Results Elements 0 1 2
Percentage of CWD Exiting School by Graduating with a
Regular High School Diploma <70 | 70-78 | >=79
Percentage of CWD Exiting School by Dropping Out >21 | 21-14 | <=13
EXiting Data Elements :vivc:,z:El\(l:zlal::lrf:d‘il\\ll;:lz;)lil::gI:Elctiljsation Program (IEP)
Exiting Data Elements Performance Score
%
Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Dropped Out 15 1
Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Graduated with a 1 0
Regular High School Diploma




Scoring of Compliance Elements

OSEP Scoring

Score 2

Score 1

Score 0

The indicator
data were valid
and reliable and
at least 95%
compliance (or
no greater than
5% compliance)

or

Valid and
reliable data
and at least
90%
compliance (or
no greater than
10%
compliance)

The indicator
data were valid
and reliable and
at least 75%
compliance

(or no greater
than 25%
compliance)

and

The state did not
meet either of
the criteria for 2
points

The indicator
data reflects
less than 75%
compliance

(or greater than
25%
compliance)

or

Not valid and
reliable data

or

Did not report
FFY 2020 data

il

Hawaii Determination

Part B Compliance Elements

Indicator 4B: Significant
discrepancy, by race and ethnicity,
in the rate of suspension and
expulsion

Indicator 9: Disproportionate
representation of racial and ethnic
groups in special education and
related services that is the result of
inappropriate identification

Indicator 10: Disproportionate
representation of racial and ethnic
groups in specific disability
categories due to inappropriate
identification

Performance
(%)

Full Correction
of Findings of

Noncompliance Score
Identified in
FFY 2019
N/A 2
N/A 2
N/A 2



Scoring of Compliance Elements

OSEP Scoring

Score 2

Score 1

Score 0

The indicator
data were valid
and reliable and
at least 95%
compliance (or
no greater than
5% compliance)

or

Valid and
reliable data
and at least
90%
compliance (or
no greater than
10%
compliance)

The indicator
data were valid
and reliable and
at least 75%
compliance

(or no greater
than 25%
compliance)

and

The state did not
meet either of
the criteria for 2
points

The indicator
data reflects
less than 75%
compliance

(or greater than
25%
compliance)

or

Not valid and
reliable data

or

Did not report
FFY 2020 data

Hawaii Determination

Part B Compliance Elements Perfczl;/n;ance
(1]

Indicator 11: Timely initial 95.56
evaluation
Indicator 12: IEP developed 79.07
and implemented by third
birthday
Indicator 13: Secondary 14.12

transition

Full Correction
of Findings of
Noncompliance
Identified in
FFY 2019

Yes

Yes

Yes

Score



Scoring of Compliance Elements

OSEP Scoring - Timely and Accurate Data

Score 2

Score 1

Score 0

At least 95%
compliance

At least 75%
compliance and less
than 95% compliance

Less than 75%
compliance

OSEP Scoring - Timely State Complaint Decisions
& Due Process Hearing Decisions

Score 2

Score 1

Score 0

Valid and reliable data
and at least 95%
compliance

At least 75% compliance
and less than 95%
compliance

Less than 75%
compliance

OSEP Scoring - Longstanding Noncompliance

Score 2

Score 1

Score 0

No remaining findings of
noncompliance in FFY
2018 or earlier

No specific conditions on
its FFY 2021 grant award
that are in effect at the time
of the 2022 determination.

Has remaining findings
(2018, 2017, 2016) for
which State has not yet
demonstrated correction

or

Specific conditions have
been imposed on FFY
2021 grant award and are
in effect.

Has remaining findings
(2015 or earlier) for which
State has not yet
demonstrated correction or
Specific Conditions have
been imposed on the last 3
grant awards and are in
effect.

Hawaii Determination

Part B Compliance Elements

Timely and Accurate
State-Reported Data

Timely State Complaint
Decisions

Timely Due Process Hearing
Decisions

Longstanding
Noncompliance

Special Conditions

Uncorrected identified
noncompliance

Performance

Full Correction
of Findings of
Noncompliance
Identified in FFY
2019

(%)

97.62

100

100

None

None

Score



Where are we doing well, and where
do we need to improve?

Take 3 minutes to review the

1. What indicators are we meeting requirements?
2. What indicators are we not meeting requirements?

Hawaii
2022 Part B Results-Driven Accountability Matrix

Results-Driven Accountability Percentage and Determination?

Percentage (%) Determination

58.13 Needs Intervention

Results and Compliance Overall Scoring

Total Points Available Points Earned Score (%)

Results 16 5 3125

Compliance 20 17 85



https://drive.google.com/file/d/17Nbb2-ehDZbaH9-l6NWG-TnLbfINpIfI/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/17Nbb2-ehDZbaH9-l6NWG-TnLbfINpIfI/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/17Nbb2-ehDZbaH9-l6NWG-TnLbfINpIfI/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/17Nbb2-ehDZbaH9-l6NWG-TnLbfINpIfI/view?usp=sharing

Hawaii

2022 Part B Results-Driven Accountability Matrix

Results-Driven Accountability Percentage and Determination! Exiting Data Elements
Percentage (%) Determination Exiting Data Elements Performance
58.13 Needs Intervention (%)
. . Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Dropped Out 15 1
Results and Compliance Overall Scoring Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Graduated with a 72 0
Total Points Available Points Earned Score (%) Regular High School Diploma?
Results 16 5 31.25
Compliance 20 17 85 2022 Part B Compliance Matrix
2022 Part B Results Matrix Part B Compliance Indicator3? Performance | Full Correction Score
(%) of Findings of
Reading Assessment Elements Noncompliance
Reading Assessment Elements Performance Score Identified in
(%) FFY 2019
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A Indicator 4B: Significant discrepancy, by race and 0 N/A 2
Statewide Assessments ethnicity, in the rate of suspension and expulsion, and
gerce'ntasgt: ;f:’iit:ec‘rade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A policies, procedures or practices that contribute to the
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 1 ) sigmificantdiserepancy and do o€ comply with
on the National Assessment of Educational Progress spef:lﬁed requ'lrements: - -
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on 89 1 Indicator 9: Disproportionate representation of racial 0 N/A 2
the National A of Educational Progress and ethnic groups in special education and related
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 21 0 services due to inappropriate identification.
on the National Assessment of Educational P Indicator 10: Disproportionate representation of racial 0 N/A 2
Pertfnt.age Pf 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on 90 1 and ethnic groups in specific disability categories due to
the Assessment of Educational Progress inappropriate identification.
Math Assessment Elements Indicator 11: Timely initial evaluation 96.56 Yes 2
Math Assessment Elements Performance Score Indicator 12: IEP developed and implemented by third 79.07 Yes 1
(%) birthday
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A Indicator 13: Secondary transition
Regular Statewide Assessments Timely and Accurate State-Reported Data
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Participating in N/A N/A Timely State Complaint Decisions
| Regular Statewide Assessments Timely Due Process Hearing Decisions
::r::moﬁt:sf:“ m:l:;;: m" l::la:mdu SEOHNR LRSI N Abore & Y Longstanding Noncompliance
Percentage of 4th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on 89 1 Specific Conditions
the National Assessment of Educational P ss Uncorrected identified noncompliance
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above 15 0
on the National Assessment of Educational P
Percentage of 8th Grade Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on 86 1
the National Assessment of Educational Progress




When a State is in Needs Assistance for
two consecutive years, what are the
Secretary’s actions?

In accordance with Section 616(e)(1) of the IDEA and 34
C.F.R. § 300.604(a), the Secretary must take one or more of
the following actions:

1)

2)

3)

Direct the use of State-level funds on the area or areas
in which the State needs assistance; or

|dentify the State as a high-risk grantee and impose
Specific Conditions on the State’s IDEA Part B grant
award.



When a State is in Needs Assistance for
two consecutive years, what are the
Secretary’s actions?

Pursuant to these requirements, the Secretary is advising the
State of available sources of technical assistance, including
OSEP-funded technical assistance centers and resources.

The State is currently receiving Technical Assistance from the
following technical assistance centers:

National Center for Systemic Improvement (NCSI)

National Center on Educational Outcomes (NCEOQO)

Center for IDEA Fiscal Reporting (CIFR)

National Technical Assistance Center for Transition: The Collaborative
(NTACT:C)

IDEA Data Center (IDC)

National Association of State Directors of Special Education
(NASDSE)

B wn =

o o




When a State is in Needs Assistance for
two consecutive years, what are the

Secretary’s actions?

The Secretary directs the State to determine the results elements
and/or compliance indicators, and improvement strategies, on
which it will focus its use of available technical assistance, in order

to improve its performance.

State Priority Areas

\ Y \

Indicator 1 Indicator 13

Indicator 7 State Svstemi
Preschool : ate oys em![c Secondary
Outcomes mprovemen Transition

Plan
Reading Achievement
of 3rd & 4th Graders

Appropriate
Transition Planning
and Services

B2: Acquisition and
Use of Knowledge
and Skills




Language & Literacy:
Preschool to 3rd Grade Connection

Skills in oral language are

predictive of later written Reading
language achievements, ey
particularly in the area of reading Wmhng
(Catts, et al., 2001, 2002)
S
A strong focus on oral 3\ L ®

language development in
early years is critical for
future academic success

‘Marchman et al., 2013‘

The gap in
academic ability
tends to persist
or grow
throughout the
school
experience,
particularly
those who are

at risk
(Fielding et al., 2007)




Critical Interrelationships for Achieving
Post-School Outcomes

Indicator 14
Positive
Post-School Outcomes

I

Indicator 1
Graduating
Indicator 2
Staying in Indicator 13
School - Secondary Transition

Quality IEPs




T

SPP/APR FFY 2021

The State must report with its FFY 2021
SPP/APR submission, due February 1, 2023,
on:

1) the technical assistance sources from
which the State received assistance;
and

2) the actions the State took as a result
of that technical assistance.




Thank you!

For any questions and inquiries
regarding Hawalii's Determination,
please contact Brikena White at
808-307-3600 or via emaill at

%%



mailto:brikena.white@k12.hi.us

