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Webinar Logistics
• Welcome and thank you for joining us
• We are recording this webinar
• Slides and recording from this presentation will be available on the
IDEA Data Center (IDC) website
• All participants are muted
• Please type your questions in the chat box
• Please complete the online evaluation at the end of the webinar
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Where to Find Webinar Slides and Recording
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Agenda





The SPP/APR: Where are we now?
Implications of proposed changes
How California has been preparing
How are you preparing?
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Participant Outcomes
 Learn about the changes to the SPP/APR requirements beginning
with the FFY 2020 data year and their implications for data
collection, analysis, and use
 Know the timelines for implementing the new SPP/APR requirements
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Where Are We Now?
 SPP/APR to submit in Feb 2021 (FFY 2019)
– Data from school year 2019–20 or for indicators with
lag data, 2018–19
– Requirements from the current package that expired
August 31, 2020

 SPP/APR to submit in Feb 2022 (FFY 2020)
– Data from school year 2020-21 (NOW!) or for
indicators with lag data, 2019-20
– Requirements from the new package
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Poll
Have you experienced a new SPP/APR package?
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Instructions to the SPP/APR Require
 A revised SPP, if, the state after review, determines the SPP must be
amended
 An introduction that describes the state’s
– General supervision system
– Technical assistance system
– Professional development system
– Stakeholder involvement
– Reporting to the public
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Stakeholder Involvement
 The mechanisms for soliciting broad stakeholder input on the state’s
targets in the SPP/APR and any subsequent revisions that the state
has made to those targets, and the development and
implementation of Indicator 17
– Number of parent members and a description of how the parent members of
the State Advisory Panel, parent center staff, parents from local and statewide
advocacy and advisory committees, and individual parents were engaged in
target setting, analyzing data, developing improvement strategies, and
evaluating progress;
– Description of the activities conducted to increase the capacity of diverse
groups of parents to support the development of implementation of activities
designed to improve outcomes for children with disabilities
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Stakeholder Involvement (cont.)
 Stakeholder information also must include
– The mechanisms and timelines for soliciting public input for target setting,
analyzing data, developing improvement strategies, and evaluating progress
– The mechanisms and timelines for making the results of the target setting,
data analysis, development of the improvement strategies, and evaluation
available to the public
– Detailed information about where OSEP can obtain documentation for
completed activities
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Instructions for the SPP/APR
 Baseline data for Indicators 1 through 17.
– If the state is proposing to revise its baseline data for an indicator, it must
provide an explanation of the revision

 Targets for indicators 1 through 17 that cover the years of the SPP (FFY
2020 through FFY 2025)
– FFY 2025 must reflect improvement over baseline data

 Data from FFY 2020 and other responsive SPP/APR information
 Reasons for slippage for indicators where the state did not meet its FFY
2020 target
 Information to address any actions that OSEP’s response to the previous
SPP/APR required
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Instructions for the SPP/APR (cont.)
 Specific content required to complete Phase III of the SSIP
– States include any updates to previous Phase I, II, and III submissions
– States are encouraged to use the optional template provided
– Required content includes





Data analysis
Phase III implementation, analysis, and evaluation
Stakeholder engagement, and
Additional implementation activities
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California’s Preparation
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California Stakeholder Engagement
• Why California started so early
• Drafting a list of potential stakeholders
• Easily accessible meeting documents and resources
https://padlet.com/nparella/sppworkgroup

• How we gathered and documented participation and feedback
• In-person versus virtual meetings
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Stakeholder Meetings
Timeline
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Stakeholder Meetings
Timeline (cont.)
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State Self Reflection
What can your state do to
• Meet requirements for stakeholder
engagement and documentation
• Comply with other components of
the instructions and/or
introduction
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No Changes Expected
 Indicator 7. Preschool outcomes
 Indicator 9. Disproportionate representation
 Indicator 10. Disproportionate representation
in specific disability categories
 Indicator 11. Child find
 Indicator 12. Early childhood transition
 Indicator 15. Resolution sessions
 Indicator 16. Mediation
 Indicator 17. State systemic improvement plan
(SSIP) except due date potentially
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The Changes: Indicator 1. Graduation
 Must use same data as used under section 618 of IDEA
– FS 009–Exiting
– Measurement is the percentage of youth with IEPs (14-21) who exited special
education due to graduating with a regular high school diploma/all youth
with IEPs who left high school
 Include in the denominator the following exiting categories: (a) graduated with
a regular high school diploma, (b) graduated with a state-defined alternate diploma,
(c) received a certificate, (d) reached maximum age, and (e) dropped out
 Do not include in the denominator the number of youths with IEPs who exited special
education due to: (a) transferring to regular education or (b) who moved but are
known to be continuing in an educational program

– Data reported is lag data from the year before the reporting year
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The Changes: Indicator 2. Drop Out
 Previously states had two options for reporting
– Option 1 will be required with FFY 2021 (data year 2020–21 due to lag year
reporting)

 By FFY 2021, states must use the same Exiting data reported under
Section 618 of the IDEA (EDFacts File Specification FS 009)
 States must report a percentage using the number of youths with
IEPs (ages 14-21) who exited special education due to dropping out
in the numerator and the number of all youths with IEPs who left
high school (ages 14-21) in the denominator
 Data reported is lag data from the year before the reporting year (for
FFY 2020 use 2019-20 data)
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The Changes: Indicator 3. Assessment
 3A Participation rates for children with IEPs
– Use the same data reported to the Department under Title I of the ESEA: EDFacts
File Specifications FS 185 and FS 188.

 3B Proficiency rates for children with IEPs against grade-level academic
achievement standards
– Use the same data reported to the Department under Title I of the ESEA: EDFacts
File Specifications FS 175 and FS 178

 3C Proficiency rates for children with IEPs against alternate academic
achievement standards
– Use the same data reported to the Department under Title I of the ESEA: EDFacts
File Specifications FS 175 and FS 178
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The Changes: Indicator 3. Assessment (cont.)
 3D Gap in proficiency rates for children with IEPs and all students against
grade-level academic achievement standards
– Use the same data reported to the Department under Title I of the ESEA: EDFacts
File Specifications FS 175 and FS 178

 Provide data separately for each indicator for reading/language arts and
math
 Calculate separately for each: 4th grade, 8th grade, and high school
 Account for all children with IEPs including those not enrolled for a full
academic year
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The Changes: Indicator 4. Suspension/Expulsion
 State defines significant discrepancy
 State reports both minimum n and cell size requirements the state
has set
 State uses data from the year before the reporting year
 State must report the number of LEAs in the state from the correct
year (year before the reporting year)
 Greater than ten days or ten or more days?
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The Changes: Indicator 5. Educational Environments
(School-Age)
 Percent of children with IEPs age 5 who are enrolled in kindergarten
and ages 6 through 21 served in grade K through age 21
 States must report five-year-old children with disabilities who are
enrolled in kindergarten in this indicator. (States include five-year-old
children with disabilities who are enrolled in preschool programs in
Indicator 6.)
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The Changes: Indicator 6. Preschool Environments
 Percent of children with IEPs ages 3, 4, and 5 who are enrolled in a
preschool program
– A. Attending a regular early childhood program and receiving the majority of
special education and related services in the regular early childhood program
– B. Attending a separate special education class, separate school, or
residential facility
– C. Receiving special education and related services in the home.

 States may choose to set one target that is inclusive of children ages
3, 4, and 5 or set individual targets for each age
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The Changes: Indicator 8. Parent Involvement
 Response rate
– Report the number of parents to whom the state distributed surveys and the
number of respondent parents
– States must compare the response rate for the reporting year to the response
rate for the previous year
 Describe strategies the state will implement that are expected to increase the
response rate, particularly for those groups that are underrepresented

– The state must also analyze the response rate to identify potential
nonresponse bias and take steps to reduce any identified bias and promote
response from a broad cross section of parents of children with disabilities
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The Changes: Indicator 8. Parent Involvement (cont.)
 Representativeness
– Include in the state’s analysis the extent to which the demographics of the
children for whom parents responded are representative of the demographics
of children receiving special education services
– States must consider race and ethnicity
– States must describe the metric used to determine representativeness (e.g.,
+/- 3% discrepancy in the proportion of responders compared to target group)
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The Changes: Indicator 8. Parent Involvement (cont.)
 Beginning with the FFY 2021 SPP/APR, due February 1, 2023, when
reporting the extent to which the demographics of the children for
whom parents responded are representative of the demographics of
children receiving special education services
– State must include race and ethnicity in the analysis
– In addition, the State’s analysis also must include at least one of the following
demographics: age of the student, disability category, gender, geographic
location, and/or another demographic category approved through the
stakeholder input process
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The Changes: Indicator 13. Secondary Transition
 Indicator language changed to include
– …a representative of any participating agency that is likely to be responsible
for providing or paying for transition services, including, if appropriate, preemployment transition services, was invited to the IEP Team meeting with
the prior consent of the parent or student who has reached the age of
majority
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The Changes: Indicator 14. Post-Secondary Outcomes
 Response rate
– State must compare the response rate for the reporting year to the response
rate for the previous year
 And describe strategies that the state will implemented that are expected to
increase the response rate year over year, particularly for those groups that are
underrepresented

– The state also must analyze the response rate to identify potential
nonresponse bias and take steps to reduce any identified bias and promote
response from a broad cross section of youth who are no longer in secondary
school and had IEPs in effect at the time they left school
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The Changes: Indicator 14. Post-Secondary Outcomes (cont.)
 Indicator adds gender to demographic categories for states to
consider for analysis of representativeness
 Beginning with the FFY 2021 SPP/APR, due Feb. 1, 2023, when
reporting the extent to which the demographics of respondents are
representative of the demographics of youth who are no longer in
secondary school and had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
– State must include race and ethnicity in its analysis
– In addition, the State’s analysis must include at least one of the following
demographics: disability category, gender, geographic location, and/or
another demographic category approved through the stakeholder input
process
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State Self Reflection
What can your state do to
• Meet the requirements for revised
indicators
• Prepare stakeholders to provide
input
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What Is next? OSEP Will…
• Release final SPP package for FFY 2020–25
• Release FFY 2019 measurement table
• Open the EDEN system for SPP/APR submission
• Provide guidance for SPP/APR submission
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States Will…
• Collect, analyze, and report data and other
information for the FFY 2019 SPP/APR
• Study the new package when released
• Begin planning to implement the new SPP/APR
requirements
• Plan for revisions to data systems as necessary
• Develop a plan for stakeholder engagement
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IDC Will…
• Provide a second SPP/APR webinar October 15, 2020,
3:00 to 4:00 pm EST
• Provide customized TA as requested
• Review draft SPP/APRs for FFY 2019 submission in
December and January
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Evaluation
The evaluation poll questions will appear to the right.
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Contact Us
Nancy O’Hara, nohara@wested.org

Chris Thacker, chris.thacker@uky.edu
Nora Parella, nparella@cde.ca.gov
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For More Information
Visit the IDC website
http://ideadata.org/
Follow us on Twitter
https://twitter.com/ideadatacenter
Follow us on LinkedIn
http://www.linkedin.com/company/idea-data-center
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The contents of this presentation were developed under a grant from the
U.S. Department of Education, #H373Y190001. However, the contents do
not necessarily represent the policy of the U.S. Department of Education,
and you should not assume endorsement by the federal government.
Project Officers: Richelle Davis and Rebecca Smith

39

