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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

The Colorado FY2005 Annual Performance Report and update of the FY2005-2010 SPP was drafted 
internally by staff at the Colorado Department of Education, Exceptional Student Services 
(CDE/ESSU) with input from the Colorado Special Education Advisory Council (CSEAC) and local 
special education directors.  The specific tasks requested of these groups were: 

• Consider baseline and trend data for each indicator where such information was available; 

• Assist in determining appropriate targets for each indicator where a target was required for 
the SPP; 

• Suggest activities that will assist local administrative units and the ESSU in meeting the 
targets; 

• Review the planned activities, timelines, and resources and provide input into the likely 
efficacy of the strategies proposed. 

In addition to the formal input process undergone with the CSEAC and special education directors, 
CDE/ESSU included a smaller working group of representatives from each of these organizations for 
ongoing input into the SPP and APR process, indicators, and activities. 

Following the submission of the FY2005 APR and the updated FY2005-2010State Performance Plan 
to the U.S. Department of Education, CDE/ESSU will post the final version of the SPP and APR on 
the department website and will alert constituency groups of their availability via existing list serves. 
Hard copies will be provided to all CSEAC members and special education directors as well as any 
individual making a request for one.  Public notice about the availability of the SPP will be made in the 
CDE/ESSU newsletter and the PEAK Parent Center Newsletter and the CDE will work with AUs on 
disseminating local AU performance on key indicators to the public via local AU websites. 

Colorado maintains accountability systems for all public education administrative units and state 
operated programs. Administrative units include school districts and Boards of Cooperative 
Educational Services (BOCES). BOCES consist of groups of school districts with fewer than 4000 
students or 400 students with disabilities unless they have a variance from the department to operate 
with fewer students. Charter schools are the responsibility of the administrative unit under which they 
are chartered. Therefore, throughout this document the term Administrative Unit will be used to reflect 
the local education agency. 

 

Note that the sections shaded in grey in this report reflect new indicators for which baseline, targets 
and updated activities are set in an updated version of Colorado’s FY2005-2010 State Performance 
Plan. 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 
 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

Indicator 1:  Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high school with a regular diploma compared to 
percent of all youth in the State graduating 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 youth. 
 

# Children ages 14–21 who graduated with diploma  
Graduation  

Rate = 
# Children ages 14–21 that graduated with a diploma + certificate of completion + 
transferred, not known to be continuing + dropped out + deceased + reached max age 
 

 
2,447  

46.81% = 2,447 + 129 + 1,569 + 754 + 183 + 146 
 

 
 

As described in the FFY 2005 State Performance Plan, Colorado is currently modifying existing systems 
for the reporting of both general education and special education graduation and dropout rates to allow 
for direct comparisons between these two student populations.  In 2003-2004 the CDE started collecting 
Student End of Year data for each individual student (both general and special education) using a new 
State Assigned Identifier (SASID) system.  Tracking all students individually rather than in aggregate will 
allow for more accurate accounting of students’ progress through the public education system than was 
possible under the old data collection method and will allow for reporting of general and special 
education student populations using the same calculation.  Because the CDE uses a cohort model, the 
first group to mature will be the Class of 2008 (FY2007) and a direct comparison between general and 
special education students will be available in spring of 2009 (FY2008). 
 
In the meantime, collection of graduation and dropout rates for special education students will be 
modified so that the reporting period will be July 1 – June 30 rather than December 1 – November 30 as 
is done currently.  This will better align with rates reported for general education and will allow for rough 
comparisons between special and general education populations until the first statewide SASID cohort 
matures.  This modification will be in place by 2006-2007. 
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FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 53%  

Actual Target Data for FY 2005: 46.8% 

 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

The data has shown that slippage in both graduation and drop-out rates has occurred.  Most of the 
slippage can be attributed to Colorado’s increased emphasis on graduation requirements throughout 
the state to better prepare students for post-secondary education.  Rates for students with IEPs are 
not yet collected in the same manner as in general education (see Colorado’s FY2005 SPP for a full 
discussion) and therefore, are not directly comparable.  However, statewide cohort model rates 
collected for all students showed a 2.2% drop in graduation rate over a similar period and an increase 
in drop-out rate of 1.1%, similarly reflecting the statewide movement of more rigorous graduation 
standards.  This continues a downward trend for all students in these rates.  When the most recent 
year is compared to two years prior, graduation rate for all students has declined by 3.5% and drop-
out rate has increased by 2.4%. 

 

Additionally, the state now reports, as part of their consolidated performance reporting process under 
NCLB, a categorical break-out of graduation and drop-out rate that includes “students with 
disabilities”.  For the period similar to what was reported under Section 618 data reporting to OSEP, 
the Consolidated NCLB Performance Report showed only a 3.6% discrepancy in graduation rate 
between all students and students with disabilities and a 0.2% discrepancy in drop-out rate.  This 
discrepancy as reported in the Consolidated NCLB Performance Report between students with 
disabilities and all students will be monitored and year-to-year trends assessed until the first directly 
comparable SPED cohort matures in FY2007. 

 

Although the slippage in graduation and drop-out rates appears to be mirroring trends occurring for all 
students, the CDE has commenced a drill-down by Administrative Unit (AU) to better understand how 
individual AUs are performing with respect to these two indicators.  This drill-down has shown that 7 
medium to large AUs are driving the decline.  One of Colorado’s largest AUs reported a drop in 
graduation rates of nearly 19 percentage points and a rise in drop-out rates of nearly 14 percentage 
points.  The CDE is currently in the process of verifying the data for these low performing AUs and 
examining any possible changes to their internal data collection systems. This initial step should be 
completed by early March of 2007.  Once the data is verified to be correct, the CDE will work with 
these AUs to determine likely causes of the slippage and examine policies and procedures that are in 
place.  This next step will be completed by early June of 2007.  The CDE will also examine other 
related indicator data for these AUs and may, as needed and as appropriate, enter these districts into 
the CDE’s Continuous Improvement Monitoring Process (CIMP). 

In terms of improvement activities during this reporting period, the CDE has: 

• Begun the drill-down and data verification process by AU and will work with low-performing 
districts on locally relevant improvement strategies. 

• Provided data consistency trainings at a variety of SPED Director forums. 

• Worked with Colorado LEAs to not report any students with this exit category unless they 
have verified that the family no longer lives in the district.  They do this by sending a certified 



APR Template – Part B (4) ________CO________ 
 State 

Part B State Annual Performance Report for FY2005 Page 6__ 
(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 08-31-2009) 

letter to the last known address.  This provides documentation in the file of all students 
reported as moved, not known to be continuing, that indicates that the student, in fact, no 
longer lives in the district. 

• Begun the process of updating and revising student data collection systems. 

• Hosted a large number of SPED data reporting trainings for SPED directors and their support 
staff. 

• Expanded the Positive Behavioral Supports (PBS) program across the state from 141 
schools in 22 districts in FY2004 to 275 schools in 32 districts in FY2005. 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

Indicator 2:  Percent of youth with IEPs dropping out of high school compared to the percent of all youth 
in the State dropping out of high school. 

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

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

# Children ages 14–21 who dropped out + transferred, not known to be continuing  
Dropout  
Rate = 

# Children ages 14–21 that graduated with a diploma + certificate of completion + 
transferred, not known to be continuing + dropped out + deceased + reached max 
age 
 

 
754 + 1,569  

44.43% = 2,447 + 129 + 1,569 + 754 + 183 + 146 
 

 
 
The calculation for dropout rates is not the same for general and special education students.  For general 
education students, the Colorado dropout rate is an annual rate, reflecting the percentage of all students 
enrolled in grades 7-12 who leave school during a single school year.  It is calculated by dividing the number 
of dropouts by a membership base which includes all students who were in membership any time during the 
year. 

 
For students with IEPs, the dropout rate is calculated as the proportion of all students that exited in a given 
twelve month period who either dropped-out or transferred, not known to be continuing.  Therefore, the 
special education rates are not directly comparable to the rates calculated for the general education 
population.  Please see the discussion of issues under Indicator I: Graduation Rate in Colorado’s FY2005 
State Performance Plan for a description on how rates for general education and special education will be 
aligned in the future. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 40.5% 

Actual Target Data for FY 2005: 44.4% 
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Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

 

As discussed under Indicator 1: Graduation Rate, the drop-out rate for students on IEPs has also 
shown that slippage has occurred.  Some of the slippage can be attributed to Colorado’s increased 
emphasis on graduation requirements throughout the state to better prepare students for post-
secondary education.  The rate for students with IEPs are not yet collected in the same manner as in 
general education (see Colorado’s FY2005 SPP for a full discussion) and therefore, are not directly 
comparable.  However, the statewide cohort model collected for all students showed a 1.1% increase 
in drop-out rate over a similar period.  This continues a downward trend for all students in this rate.  
When the most recent year is compared to two years prior, drop-out rate for all students has 
increased by 2.4%. 

 

Additionally, the state now reports, as part of their consolidated performance reporting process under 
NCLB, a categorical break-out of graduation and drop-out rate that includes “students with 
disabilities”.  For the period similar to what was reported under Section 618 data reporting to OSEP, 
the Consolidated NCLB Performance Reported showed only a 0.2% discrepancy between all 
students and students with disabilities.  This discrepancy as reported in the Consolidated NCLB 
Performance Report between students with disabilities and all students will be monitored and year-to-
year trends assessed until the first directly comparable SPED cohort matures in FY2007. 

 

A drill-down of the drop-out rate by Administrative Unit (AU) has been initiated.  This drill-down has 
shown that 7 medium to large AUs are driving the increase in drop-out rate.  One of the Colorado’s 
largest AUs reported an increase in drop-out rate of nearly 14 percentage points.  The CDE is 
currently in the process of verifying the data for these low performing AUs and examining any 
possible changes to their internal data collection systems. This initial step should be completed by 
early March of 2007.  Once the data is verified to be correct, the CDE will work with these AUs to 
determine likely causes of the slippage and examine policies and procedures that are in place.  This 
next step will be completed by early June of 2007.  The CDE will also examine other related indicator 
data for these AUs and may, as needed and as appropriate, enter these districts into the CDE’s 
Continuous Improvement Monitoring Process (CIMP). 

In terms of improvement activities, the CDE has: 

• Begun the drill-down and data verification process by AU and will work with low-performing 
districts on locally relevant improvement strategies. 

• Provided training about the definition of dropouts to address inconsistencies in the data.  

• Worked on updating and revising student data collection systems.  As part of the new 
systems that will be operational later this year, we will have error checks similar to those used 
by WESTAT to assist in identifying anomalies in LEA level data. 

• Worked with Colorado LEAs to not report any students with this exit category unless they 
have verified that the family no longer lives in the district.  They do this by sending a certified 
letter to the last known address.  This provides documentation in the file of all students 
reported as moved, not known to be continuing, that indicates that the student, in fact, no 
longer lives in the district. 

• Hosted a large number of SPED data reporting trainings for SPED directors and their support 
staff. 

• Expanded the Positive Behavioral Supports (PBS) program across the state from 141 
schools in 22 districts in FY2004 to 275 schools in 32 districts in FY2005. 
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Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

 ~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

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

A. Percent of districts that have a disability subgroup that meets the State’s minimum “n” size 
meeting the State’s AYP objectives for progress for disability subgroup. 

B. Participation rate for children with IEPs in a regular assessment with no accommodations; regular 
assessment with accommodations; alternate assessment against grade level standards; alternate 
assessment against alternate achievement standards. 

C. Proficiency rate for children with IEPs against grade level standards and alternate achievement 
standards. 

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

Measurement:  
A.  Percent = [(# of districts meeting the State’s AYP objectives for progress for the disability 

subgroup (children with IEPs)) divided by the (total # of districts that have a disability subgroup 
that meets the State’s minimum “n” size in the State)] times 100. 

     23.61% = [17] / [72] 

B. Participation rate = 

a. N = 43,150 (Reading) & 43,285 (Math) children with IEPs in assessed grades; 
b. N = 15,213 (Reading) & 14,816 (Math) of children with IEPs in regular assessment with 

no accommodations (35.3% Reading, 34.2% for Math); 
c. N = 23,711 (Reading) & 24,299 (Math) children with IEPs in regular assessment with 

accommodations (55.0.3% for Reading, 56.1% for Math); 
d. N = 0 (Reading) & 0 (Math) children with IEPs in alternate assessment against grade 

level achievement standards (0% for Reading, 0% for Math)); and 
e. N = 3,966 (Reading) & 3,922 (Math) children with IEPs in alternate assessment against 

alternate achievement standards (9.2% for Reading, 9.1% for Math). 

Account for any children included in a but not included in b, c, d, or e above: Colorado currently has 
separate data systems to collect regular assessment data, alternate assessment data and special 
education count data.  These systems operate independently of one another with the tests through 
two different test publishers and the count through an internal state controlled data collection 
system.  In addition, the data collection times of these three do not overlap.  This results in variations 
in the counts of the numbers of special education students in the state at a point in time depending 
on which system is used.  Colorado's regular and alternate assessments are being merged into one 
test publisher in 2007 and it is hoped that this change will result in an accurate count of students 
enrolled in public schools during the test windows.  However, the math and reading tests have 
separate data collection grids and are given at different times.  Students could have withdrawn 
between the administration of the reading and math test. 

Overall Percent Reading = [(15,213 + 23,711 + 0 + 3,966) divided by (43,150)] = 99.4% 

Overall Percent Math = [(14,816 + 24,299 + 0 + 3,922) divided by (43,285)] = 99.4% 

C. Proficiency rate = 

a. N = 43,150 (Reading) & 43,285 (Math) children with IEPs in assessed grades; 
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b. N  =  9,783 (Reading) &  8,323 (Math) children with IEPs in assessed grades who are 
“Partially-Proficient” or above as measured by the regular assessment with no 
accommodations (22.7% for Reading, 19.2% for Math); 

c. N  =  11,487 (Reading) &  11,224 (Math) children with IEPs in assessed grades who 
are “Partially-Proficient” or above as measured by the regular assessment with 
accommodations (26.6% for Reading, 25.9% for Math); 

d. N = 0 (Reading) & 0 (Math) children with IEPs in grades assessed who are partially-
proficient or above as measured by the alternate assessment against grade level 
standards (0% for Reading, 0% for Math); and 

e. N = 3,445 (Reading) & 3,099 (Math) children with IEPs in assessed grades who are 
“Emerging” or above as measured against alternate achievement standards (8.0% for 
Reading, 7.2% for Math). 

Overall Percent Reading = [(21,270 + 0 + 3,445) divided by (43,150)] = 57.3% 
Overall Percent = [(19,547 + 0 + 3,099) divided by (43,285)] = 52.3% 
 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Targets (Revised, except AYP) and Actual Targets 

 Reading 
Participation 

Math 
Participation 

Reading 
Proficiency 

Math 
Proficiency AYP Rates 

FY2005 SPP 
Target 

99.5% 99.5% 57.0% 51.5% 23.0% 

Actual Target 
For FY2005 

99.4% 99.4% 57.3% 52.3% 23.6% 

 
 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

Overall, performance targets were met or exceeded.  Although there was a 0.1% drop in participation 
rates for both math and reading the CDE does not consider this decline to be significant.  For 
proficiency rates, the CDE will conduct an analysis of indicator performance by Administrative Unit in 
light of major local activities and initiatives such as PBS to better understand the strategies that 
appear to be correlated with the greatest amount of improvement on assessments.  This analysis will 
be completed by November of 2007. 

Improvement activities that were completed during the current reporting period include: 

• Refining the rules for use of accommodations for students with disabilities.  This resulted in 
an increase in use of allowable and appropriate accommodation for this population. 

• Providing trainings to AUs on the use of accommodations. 

• Analysis of accommodation use by school level (elementary versus secondary) to drive future 
planning. 

• Expanding statewide trainings offered that focus on reading. 
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• Implementing RtI across the state.  The RtI model has received considerable attention across 
the state during this past reporting period, including numerous trainings and presentations at 
state conferences and SPED Director Meetings.  RtI in Colorado is not only being embraced 
by those involved in SPED, but increasingly as a model for all students. 

• Utilizing CIMP as a way to develop locally relevant strategies to improve instruction for 
reading and math. 

• Expanding the Positive Behavioral Supports (PBS) program across the state from 141 
schools in 22 districts in FY2004 to 275 schools in 32 districts in FY2005. 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005 
 

The baselines and targets were revised to align the APR reporting process with the Table 6 Report of 
the Participation and Performance of Students with Disabilities on State Assessments by Content 
Area, Grade, and Type of Assessment completed by Colorado’s Assessment Unit and submitted to 
OSEP on a yearly basis.  Also, at the time that the original FY2005 – 2010 SPP was written, the most 
recent assessment participation and performance data was from FY2003.  The current adjustment of 
baselines and targets that aligns with Table 6 is based on FY2004 data.    

This alignment resulted in two major changes.  First, baseline and targets are now based on 
participation and proficiency rates for grades 3 through 9 instead of grades 3 through 10.  Second, 
part (a) of the calculation for participation and proficiency rates, the number of students with IEPs in 
the assessed grades (3 through 9), are now based on enrollment data as reported in Table 6 rather 
than the December Count data that was used in the initial development of baseline and targets for 
this indicator.  The Table 6 enrollment counts by grade are determined using a time window with a 
much closer proximity to the testing period and therefore, are a more valid denominator for calculating 
participation and proficiency rates. 

These changes in calculating participation and proficiency rates resulted in the following changes to 
the baselines: 

• 2.8% increase in baseline Reading Participation 

• 5% increase in baseline Math Participation 

• 1.8% increase baseline Reading Proficiency 

• 4.4% increase in baseline Math Proficiency 

Because these changes in the calculation resulted in participation rates that were so near 100%, no 
improvement in targets were projected for these two Measures until FY2008, at which point Colorado 
will have data from a system where standard and alternate assessments are merged into one test 
publisher.  It is hoped that this merged system will allow for the accounting of 100% of students with 
IEPs with regard to their participation on assessments.  

For reading and math proficiency targets, no substantive changes to the magnitude of change over 
the life the SPP have been made.  Only the baseline was changed to reflect the above mentioned 
changes in calculating reading and math proficiency rates.   

No changes were made in AYP Rate calculations, baseline or targets from the SPP submitted in 
December of 2005.   



APR Template – Part B (4) ________CO________ 
 State 

Part B State Annual Performance Report for FY2005 Page 13__ 
(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 08-31-2009) 

The updated Measurable and Rigorous Targets table is presented below. 

 

FFY FY2005-2010 SPP Revised Measurable and Rigorous Targets 

 Reading 
Participation 

Math 
Participation 

Reading 
Proficiency 

Math 
Proficiency AYP Rates 

Baseline 
2004 

99.4% 99.6% 56.6% 51.1% 22.7% 

2005 
(2005-2006) 

99.5% 99.5% 57.0% 51.5% 23.0% 

2006 
(2006-2007) 

99.5% 99.5% 57.5% 52.0 % 25.0% 

2007 
(2007-2008) 

99.5% 99.5% 58.0% 52.5% 25.0% 

2008 
(2008-2009) 

100% 100% 58.5% 53.0% 27.0% 

2009 
(2009-2010) 

100% 100% 59.0% 53.5% 28.0% 

2010 
(2010-2011) 

100% 100% 59.5% 54.0% 29.0% 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

Indicator 4:  Rates of 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; 
and 

B. Percent of districts identified by the State as having a significant discrepancy in the rates of 
suspensions and expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year of children with disabilities 
by race and ethnicity. 

(20 U.S.C. 1416(a)(3)(A); 1412(a)(22)) 

Measurement: 

A.  Percent = [(# of districts identified by the State as having significant discrepancies in the rates of 
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities for greater than 10 days in a school year) 
divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100. 

       5.3% = [(3 AUs were flagged in FY2005 as being significantly discrepant from the state 
average) divided by the (57 AUs)] times 100. 

 The cut-off for significant discrepancy for FY2005 is a rate greater than 2.41 students 
per 100.  The three AUs that were flagged had rates of 2.55, 3.95 and 4.35.  The 
performance target for FY2006 for these districts is 2.23.  If any of these AUs show a 
decline in their rate to less than 1.54, their data monitoring flag will be removed entirely. 

  
 
 

B. Percent = [(# of districts identified by the State as having significant discrepancies in the rates of 
suspensions and expulsions for greater than 10 days in a school year of children with disabilities 
by race ethnicity) divided by the (# of districts in the State)] times 100. 

     Include State’s definition of “significant discrepancy.” 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 Significantly discrepant districts in 2004 will close the gap to 1.8 SD from the state 
average.  
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Actual Target Data for FY2005: All four districts that were flagged for Suspension/Expulsion in 
FY2004 have reduced the gap by at least 0.2 SD from the state average, indicating that each 
are making the SPP2005-2010 target.  Performance on targets for each of these four districts 
is shown in the table below. 

District FY2005 SWD 
Enrollment 

FY2004 Cut-
Off for 

Significant 
Discrepancy 

District Rate 
per 100 

Students 

Cut-Off for 
Meeting 
FY2005 

Improvement 
Target 

FY2005 
District Rate 

per 100 
students 

A 8989 2.58 0.82 

B 509 2.75 1.55 

C 283 3.17 0.71 

D 9337 

Greater Than 
2.54 

3.59 

Less Than 
2.37 

1.75* 

* This rate is currently being verified due to unusually large swings in four-year trend data—
See discussion below. 

 
 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

During this past reporting period, the CDE has refined its process for flagging and monitoring AU 
Suspension/Expulsion data for the purpose of driving improvement on this component of the 
indicator.  The definition of “significant discrepancy” continues to be two standard deviations above 
the mean of all AU rates.  The improvement targets are designed such that a monitored AU’s rate is 
always compared to a cut-off using the statewide mean rate and standard deviation for the year 
during which the AU was flagged.  In order to meet the improvement targets, during each subsequent 
year, an AU’s current rate is expected to reflect a 0.2 standard deviation drop using the statewide 
mean rate and standard deviation from the year that the AU was flagged.  The CDE continues to 
monitor the suspension/expulsion for all AUs flagged in a given year until it is within one standard 
deviation of the mean for the year that it was collected, at which time the flag is cleared.  If a flagged 
AU’s rate does not meet its improvement targets for two years in a row, this will trigger a drill-down on 
policies and procedures related to suspension/expulsion and may lead to the AU being entered into 
the Continuous Improvement Monitoring Process. 

 

In FY20004, the CDE reported that 7.1% (N=4) had significantly discrepant rates from the state 
average. As shown in the above table, all four AUs have met their improvement targets of FY2005.  
However, the cut-off for clearing the flag entirely is 1.67 for these AUs.  Three of these AUs had a 
rate that was less than 1.67 and have been cleared.  The 4th AU’s data will be monitored next year 
and will have an improvement of target of a rate that is less than 2.2. 

 

Another improvement activity this past reporting period involved examining AU fluctuations in the 
suspension/expulsion data that they submit to CDE.  The figure below displays a box-plot 
representation of a distribution analysis of suspension/expulsion rate by AU over a four year period.  
While the median rate off all units (horizontal line that bisects each box) has been relatively stable 
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over time, the circles and asterisks show that the number and magnitude of outliers continues to vary 
widely over time. Moreover, an analysis of suspension & expulsion data submitted by each AUs over 
a four-year period shows that there is considerable within AU year-to-year variation for some, 
especially in the larger districts in the state.  While these variations may be an accurate reflection of 
changes in these AUs on how they handle problem behaviors for students on IEPs, it has raised 
some concerns at the CDE regarding the stability of some AU submissions over time.   

 

Currently, the CDE is working on verifying the FY2005 suspension/expulsion data for two larger AUs 
in the state and preliminary results indicate that the data submitted are likely in error.  If the final 
results substantiate this finding, the CDE will conduct a drill-down with these AUs on the policies and 
procedures in place for reporting these data to CDE and examine the AU internal data systems used 
to track discipline data.  The CDE will also work on refining its process for tracking AU 
suspension/expulsion trends to include multiple years and  is currently developing a mathematical 
algorithm to enable it flag those AUs show excessively wide variation in their reported data over time.  
Those districts deemed to have excessively wide variation over a period in time will be subjected to a 
comprehensive verification process of their discipline data and may become a candidate for a 
focused monitoring visit. 
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It is also a long-term goal of CDE to develop and implement a Web-based discipline data reporting 
system and as part of that effort; the CDE will develop a comprehensive guidance plan for the 
reporting of discipline data for all AUs. 

In terms of other improvement activities conducted by the CDE during this past reporting period, the 
CDE has: 

• Worked within the CIMP process to identify agencies with suspension / expulsion rates of 
greater than 2 Standard Deviations from the state average and require these agencies to 
examine the data and to identify proactive initiatives to reduce these rates. 

• Developed and implemented Technical Assistance to improve data collecting and reporting 
procedures across all administrative units. 

• Convened stakeholder meetings to develop new criteria for defining significant discrepancy 
for Parts A and B of suspension and expulsion rates. 

• Expanded the Positive Behavioral Supports (PBS) program across the state from 141 
schools in 22 districts in FY2004 to 275 schools in 32 districts in FY2005. 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring 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;1 

B. Removed from regular class greater than 60% of the day; or 

C. Served in public or private separate schools, 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 day) divided 

by the (total # of students aged 6 through 21 with IEPs)] times 100. 

     [51,092] / [72,424] = 70.55% 

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

     [6,169] / [72,424] = 8.52% 

C.  Percent = [(# of children with IEPs served in public or private separate schools, residential 
placements, or homebound or hospital placements) divided by the (total # of students aged 6 
through 21 with IEPs)] times 100. 

     [2,656] / [72,424] = 3.67% 

 
 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 A: 70.3%     B: 7.8%     C: 4.2% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:              A: 70.5%     B: 8.5%     C: 3.7%    

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

The data shows that Colorado has generally met its performance targets set in the FY2005-2010 
SPP.  The percentage of students removed less that 21% of the day has exceeded the FY2005 target 
and remains well above national averages.  The percent that are served in separate schools, 
residential placements or home/hospital has also declined from the baseline rate exceeding the SPP 
goals for this indicator element.  Although there has been some slippage in the percentage of 

                                                 
1 At the time of the release of this package, revised forms for collection of 618 State reported data had not yet been approved.  
Indicators will be revised as needed to align with language in the 2005-2006 State reported data collections. 
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students that were removed from the classroom greater than 60% of the day, this slippage is driven 
by a statewide trend to move away from the use of “resource rooms” for students with significant 
support needs.  Students that have been moved out of resource rooms tend to show up most often in 
the removed from the classroom greater than 60% of the day category.  Though this has driven up 
the percentage for this category, it still reflects Colorado’s effort in better integrating students with 
disabilities into the general education classroom.  Given the results for the other components of this 
Indicator, Colorado appears to be on track in meeting its performance targets. 
 
The CDE intends to examine age 6 through 21 FAPE in the LRE data by Administrative Unit to work 
with low-performing LEA’s to develop effective improvement strategies.  The CDE will also examine 
those strategies that appear most effective in the highest-performing LEA’s to guide the development 
of additional technical assistance and related resources in this area.  This assessment by AU will be 
completed by October of 2007.  Other improvement activities conducted by the CDE during this 
reporting period include: 
 

• Training, supervision and verification of LRE reporting. 

• Continued expansion of the RtI model and facilitating greater buy-in and involvement from 
district and building leadership. 

• Expansion of the PBS program. 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 
 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

Indicator 6:  Percent of preschool children with IEPs who received special education and related services 
in settings with typically developing peers (i.e., early childhood settings, home, and part-time early 
childhood/part-time early childhood special education settings). 

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

Measurement: Percent = [(# of preschool children with IEPs who received special education 
services in settings with typically developing peers) divided by the (total # of preschool children with 
IEPs)] times 100. 
 
84.3% = [8,880] / [10,532] 
 

 
 

FY Measurable and Rigorous Target (Revised) 

2005 85% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005: 84% 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

There is continuing anecdotal evidence in some areas of the state that preschool program proportions 
may be moving toward a 50/50 ratio of children with disabilities to those who are typically developing.  
This is attributed to continuing population growth and limited classroom space availability. 

 

CDE experienced a complete turnover in preschool special education staff between 2005 and 2006.  
In addition, during late 2005/early 2006 the training program for preschool inclusion with the 
University of Denver was in transition and not re-started again until summer 2006 with the new staff.  
And in late 2006/early 2007 a new partnership with the national Center for the Social Emotional 
Foundations for Learning was formed which adds additional valuable resources to support high 
quality preschool programs which can serve as successful LRE for preschool children with 
disabilities.  

The CDE early childhood education staff has been working with Colorado’s largest district to change 
its inclusion policy.  The City and County of Denver voters approved funding for a universal preschool 
option for parents, which will impact the opportunities for all children including children with IEPs.  
Given the size of the county and logistical challenges, it not anticipated that this new option will be 
fully implemented until FY2007. 
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Other activities conducted by the CDE during this reporting period include: 

• Refining data collection and reporting strategies regarding the location of special education 
and related services provision.  

• Providing training and technical assistance to LEA’s around data collection strategies. 

• Developing Colorado specific subsets for data collection around placement setting codes and 
definitions that are consistent with new OSEP reporting requirements, but include additional 
levels of specificity. 

• Beginning the process of examining AU level preschool FAPE in the LRE data and setting 
local baseline and improvement targets. 

• Beginning to implement regional trainings for LEA staff on preschool inclusion.   

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 
 

During this past reporting period, there have been substantive barriers in Colorado undermining the 
realization of improvement in of this performance indicator.  These barriers are primarily attributable 
to a lack of space while at the same time accommodating an increasing number of children being 
served.  Unfortunately, the public school/community preschool system does not have the money and 
personnel to increase the number of classrooms needed at this time. 

Given these barriers, coupled with the high recent turnover experienced in preschool special 
education staff, the transition of the training program for preschool education, and the timing of 
implementation of the universal preschool option in the community with the state’s largest district, the 
CDE early childhood special education staff concluded that immediate improvement on this indicator 
is an unrealistic expectation.  Therefore, the CDE has proposed a new set of improvement targets 
that reflect the conclusion that the current changes that are occurring in the state will not show an 
impact in the data until FY2007.  The revised targets are shown in the table on the next page.  The 
timing of some of the improvement activities has also been adjusted somewhat and the revised 
timeline is presented in a subsequent table. 
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FFY FY2005-2010 SPP Measurable and Rigorous Target (Revised) 

2005 
(2005-2006) 

85% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers  

2006 
(2006-2007) 

85% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers 

2007 
(2007-2008) 

86% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers 

2008 
(2008-2009) 

87% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers 

2009 
(2009-2010) 

88% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers 

2010 
(2010-2011) 

89% of percent of preschool children with IEPs receive special education and related 
services in settings with typically developing peers 
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FY2005-2010 SPP Improvement Activities/Timelines/Resources 

(Revised Timelines for Commencement of Items #3 and #4 Only) 

 

Improvement Activities Timelines Resources 

1. Refine data collection and 
reporting strategies regarding the 
location of special education and 
related services provision.  
Establish baseline data and 
determine rigorous targets for 
improvement.  Provide training and 
technical assistance to LEA’s 
around data collection strategies. 

2005 - 2007 

 
 

CDE Early Childhood Special Education 
staff 

 

CDE Fiscal Management Staff 

2. Develop Colorado specific subsets 
for data collection around 
placement setting codes and 
definitions that are consistent with 
new OSEP reporting requirements, 
but include additional levels of 
specificity.  Provide training and 
technical assistance to LEA’s 
around new definitions and data 
collection strategies.   

2005 - 2007 CDE Early Childhood Special Education  

 

 

CDE Fiscal Management Staff 

3. Provide training and technical 
assistance on recommended 
practices and strategies for 
defining and supporting a true 
continuum of placement options in 
early childhood programs.   

2007 - 2010 CDE Early Childhood Special Education 
and Early Childhood staff 

 

Center for the Social/Emotional 
Foundations of Learning staff 

4. Develop and disseminate tools and 
strategies for guiding and 
documenting LRE decision making 
within the staffing process.   

2007 - 2010 CDE Early Childhood Special Education 
staff 

 

5. Develop and implement regional 
training for LEA staff on preschool 
inclusion.   

2006 - 2010 CDE Early Childhood Special Education 
and Early Childhood staff 

University of Denver National Preschool 
Inclusion Program trained team  

Center for the Social/Emotional 
Foundations of Learning staff 

CDE training cadre 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: FAPE in the LRE 

Indicator 7:  Percent of preschool children with IEPs who demonstrate improved: 

A. Positive social-emotional skills (including social relationships); 
B. Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills (including early language/communication and early 

literacy); and 
C. Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs. 

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

Measurement: 

A. Positive social-emotional skills (including social relationships): 

a. Percent of preschool children who did not improve functioning = [(# of preschool children 
who did not improve functioning) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

b. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to 
functioning comparable to same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved 
functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers) 
divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

c. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged 
peers but did not reach it = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to a level 
nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it) divided by the (# of preschool children with 
IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

d. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to 
same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level 
comparable to same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

e. Percent of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-
aged peers = [(# of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to 
same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

If a + b + c + d + e does not sum to 100%, explain the difference. 

B. Acquisition and use of knowledge and skills (including early language/communication and 
early literacy): 

a. Percent of preschool children who did not improve functioning = [(# of preschool children 
who did not improve functioning) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

b. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to 
functioning comparable to same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved 
functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers) 
divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

c. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged 
peers but did not reach it = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to a level 
nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it) divided by the (# of preschool children with 
IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

d. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to 
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same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level 
comparable to same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

e. Percent of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-
aged peers = [(# of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to 
same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

If a + b + c + d + e does not sum to 100%, explain the difference. 

C. Use of appropriate behaviors to meet their needs:  

a. Percent of preschool children who did not improve functioning = [(# of preschool children 
who did not improve functioning) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

b. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to 
functioning comparable to same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved 
functioning but not sufficient to move nearer to functioning comparable to same-aged peers) 
divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

c. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to a level nearer to same-aged 
peers but did not reach it = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to a level 
nearer to same-aged peers but did not reach it) divided by the (# of preschool children with 
IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

d. Percent of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level comparable to 
same-aged peers = [(# of preschool children who improved functioning to reach a level 
comparable to same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs 
assessed)] times 100. 

e. Percent of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to same-
aged peers = [(# of preschool children who maintained functioning at a level comparable to 
same-aged peers) divided by the (# of preschool children with IEPs assessed)] times 100. 

If a + b + c + d + e does not sum to 100%, explain the difference. 
 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for __________  (Insert FFY) 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

 

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 disabilities. 

(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) divided by 
the (total # of respondent parents of children with disabilities)] times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for __________  (Insert FFY) 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

 

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

Include State’s definition of “disproportionate representation.” 

Describe how the State determined that disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups 
in special education and related services was the result of inappropriate identification, e.g., 
monitoring data, review of policies, practices and procedures under 618(d), etc. 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for __________  (Insert FFY) 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

 

Monitoring Priority: Disproportionality 

Indicator 10:  Percent of districts with disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in 
specific disability 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 groups in specific 
disability categories that is the result of inappropriate identification) divided by the (# of districts in 
the State)] times 100. 

Include State’s definition of “disproportionate representation.” 

Describe how the State determined that disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups 
in specific disability categories was the result of inappropriate identification, e.g., monitoring data, 
review of policies, practices and procedures under 618(d), etc. 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for __________  (Insert FFY) 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

 

Monitoring 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. 1416(a)(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 (or State 

established timeline). 
c. # determined eligible whose evaluations were completed within 60 days (or State established 

timeline). 

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

Percent = [(b + c) divided by (a)] times 100. 
 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FFY2005 

 

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 developed and implemented by their third birthdays. 

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

Measurement:  
a.   # of children who have been served in Part C and referred to Part B for eligibility determination. 
b. # of those referred determined to be NOT eligible and whose eligibilities were determined prior 

to their third birthdays. 
c. # of those found eligible who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays. 
d. # of children for whom parent refusal to provide consent caused delays in evaluation or initial 

services. 

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

Percent = [(c) divided by (a – b – d)] times 100. 
 

Measurement:  
a.   1847 children were served in Part C and referred to Part B for eligibility determination. 
b. 340 children or 18.4% of the total referred were determined NOT eligible for Part B.  There were 

74 children or 4.0% for whom eligibility was not established or confirmed.  45 children were over 
the age of 3 years when they transitioned to Part B 

c. # of those found eligible who have an IEP developed and implemented by their third birthdays. 
d.   # of children for whom parent refusal to provide consent caused delays in evaluation or initial 
services. 
 
At the time of this report, Colorado does not have data on Part (c) of this indicator: the # of Part B 
eligible children who were served by Part C and had an IEP developed and implemented by their 3rd 
birthday.  In Spring 2006, the CDE made a decision to integrate the data collection for this element 
into the End of Year Report (EOY) conducted by the CDE on a yearly basis.  Unfortunately, due to a 
simple oversight, this item was left off of last year’s EOY data collection effort.  The CDE will have 
this component in place for this year’s EOY Report and will have a fully articulated Indicator 12 
description with baseline and rigorous targets to OSEP in next year’s APR.  The CDE anticipates 
that the new measurement element (d) of this indicator will also be integrated into the EOY reporting 
system. 
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FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 Currently missing Part (c) of the indicator.  Please see discussion under the 
Measurement section above.  Will develop & submit baseline and targets late 

September 2007. 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:  Not Available until late August/early September 2007 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

The Colorado Department of Education (CDE) Early Childhood Special Education staff continues to 
support LEA personnel as they transition children from the birth to three system into public school 
preschool services.  In January 2006, the lead agency for Part C of IDEA was changed.  CDE formed 
a partnership in spring 2006 with the National Early Childhood Transition Center (NECTC), an OSEP 
funded project.  CDE staff continued to provide planned training and technical assistance to LEA and 
birth to three agencies through the spring of 2006.   

 

Support for LEAs from CDE Early Childhood Special Education staff continues through on-going 
technical assistance and a targeted training initiative in partnership with the National Early Childhood 
Transition Center (NECTC).  The Center is assisting the CDE Early Childhood Special Education staff 
in preparing materials for dissemination and training on quality transition practices. In a summer/fall 
2006 survey, LEAs indicated a strong, statewide need for support in the area of transition practices.  
Spring and fall 2006 CIMP monitoring (4 LEAs or Administrative Units) revealed planning and 
evaluation for eligibility timelines were being met, however, IEP review indicated that the transition 
plan was not always individualized or specific.  This input helped inform the work of the CDE in 
developing the partnership project with the NECTC.    

Other activities that were completed by the CDE during this reporting period include: 

• Conducting trainings and technical assistance for both Part C and Part B local teams that 
focus on compliance with transition and eligibility timeline requirements. 

• Convening meetings with Part C and Part B staff to remediate any shortcomings identified in 
the trainings and TA described above. 

• Conducting statewide trainings for child find teams on transition compliance indicators. 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 
 

~ NOT APPLICABLE ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

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 post-
secondary goals. 

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

Measurement: Percent = [(# of youth with disabilities 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 post-secondary goals) divided by the (# of youth with an IEP age 16 and above)] 
times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for __________  (Insert FFY) 

Overview of the Annual Performance Report Development: 

 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / Effective Transition 

Indicator 14:  Percent of youth who had IEPs, are no longer in secondary school and who have been 
competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within one year of 
leaving high school. 

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

Measurement: Percent = [(# of youth who had IEPs, are no longer in secondary school and who 
have been competitively employed, enrolled in some type of postsecondary school, or both, within 
one year of leaving high school) divided by the (# of youth assessed who had IEPs and are no 
longer in secondary school)] times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 15: General supervision system (including monitoring, complaints, hearings, etc.) identifies and 
corrects noncompliance as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from identification. 

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

Measurement:  

Percent of noncompliance corrected within one year of identification: 

a. # of findings of noncompliance.  
b. # of corrections completed as soon as possible but in no case later than one year from 

identification. 

Percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100. 

For any noncompliance not corrected within one year of identification, describe what actions, 
including technical assistance and enforcement actions that the State has taken. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 

(2005-2006) 

100%  

Actual Target Data for FY2005: 

There were ten Administrative Units (AUs) monitored in the 2004-05 school year (with correction 
expected in the FFY 2005-06).  Of those ten, one AU did not have any findings of non-compliance.  There 
were findings of non-compliance found in six Federal Complaints, involving six separate AUs in FFY 
2004-05.  There were three due process hearing decisions issued during FFY 2004-05.  Based on 
technical assistance received from CADRE, it is our understanding that only those compliance items that 
involve systemic violations, and not individual violations unique to the student, need to be reported.  With 
this in mind, two of the decisions contained findings against the administrative unit; however, in both 
cases, the findings were unique to the individual students.  Of these two cases, one is pending on appeal 
to the 10th Circuit Court of Appeals.  The third due process case for FFY 2004-05 contained findings in 
favor of the administrative unit.   
 
Compliance cited in 2004-05 through monitoring and dispute resolution processes: 
 
Administrative Unit qualifies as an AU (includes director being appropriately licensed) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
0 0 0 

Students with disabilities are able to participate in state and district wide assessments 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

5 2 3 
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Special education programs are regularly & systematically evaluated 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

2 2 0 
Resource allocation (including staffing levels, sufficient personnel, appropriate licensure, 
supervision and number of paraprofessionals) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
8 7 1 

Facilities are adequate and comparable to those without disabilities 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

4 4 0 
Sufficient funds and resources are allocated to instructional materials and equipment 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
0 0 0 

Staff development (including comprehensive system of professional development, opportunities 
are provided and evaluated) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
1 1 0 

Parent professional partnership (including communication, parent participation in IEP 
development, shared responsibility of IEP implementation) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
1 1 0 

Transportation 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

0 0 0 
Child Find 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
3 2 1 

Referral processes 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

2 1 1 
Assessment, re-evaluation 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
8 8 0 

Determination of eligibility and IEP development (includes IEP team participation and 
membership) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
11 (1 from Federal Complaint) 11 0 
Secondary Transition documented appropriately on IEP 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
2 2 0 

Placement decisions 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

4 (2 from Federal Complaints) 4 0 
Transfer students 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
1 1 0 

FAPE in the LRE 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

3 (1 from Federal Complaint) 3 0 
Provision of Services 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
1 (from Federal Complaint) 1 0 

Continuum of services provided 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
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4 3 1 
Transition services are provided to students aged 14 and older 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
3 3 0 

Assistive technology devices and services provided 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

0 0 0 
Prior Notice and Consent 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
2 (from Federal Complaints) 2 0 

Procedural safeguards disseminated 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

1 1 0 
Informed parental consent obtained prior to initial evaluation and placement 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
0 0 0 

Independent Educational Evaluation 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

1 (from Federal Complaint) 1 0 
Least Restrictive Environment 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
5 4 1 

Dispute Resolution (including options available and timeline compliance) 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

0 0 0 
Confidentiality (including FERPA) 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
2 (1 from Federal Complaint) 2 0 

Educational Surrogate Parents 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

0 0 0 
Participation of Private School Children 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
0 0 0 

Services to children in Charter Schools 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

1 1 0 
Extended School Year 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
2 2 0 

Discipline, Manifestation Reviews and IAES 
Citations Corrected Not Corrected 

1 1 0 
Disproportionate representation of minorities in special education 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
1 0 1 

 
 
 
TOTALS 

Citations Corrected Not Corrected 
79 70 9 

100% 88.61% 11.39% 
 



APR Template – Part B (4) ________CO________ 
 State 

Part B State Annual Performance Report for FY2005 Page 37__ 
(OMB NO: 1820-0624 / Expiration Date: 08-31-2009) 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

Starting July 15, 2005 the Exceptional Student Services Unit of the Colorado Department of Education 
made a commitment and carried out the following plan: 

 For each AU for which compliance is cited, the CDE: 

• Completes a targeted visit at the AU within one year from the date the report was issued 
to (a) confirm all targets are met with no outstanding compliance issues; (b) confirm that 
the AU is on target with improvement and (c) consider sanctions (as indicated in the 
State Performance Plan). 

• Provide written documentation of the targeted visit to the AU. 

• Continues to make targeted visits until all areas of compliance are successfully 
addressed.  (At a minimum 1 targeted visit per year should be documented in writing for 
the central files). 

• When applicable, issues a letter to the AU stating that all compliance issues have been 
corrected. 

For all AUs in Colorado, the CDE: 

• Reviews the AU’s Annual Performance Profile, CSAP data, any Federal Complaint 
decisions and any Due Process decisions annually.  With regard to this review, CDE 
investigates all areas that are outside of the typical range. 

Local Comprehensive Plans 

Every AU has on file a local comprehensive plan with the CDE.  CDE has reviewed all local 
comprehensive plans to ensure consistency with IDEA 1997 and Colorado’s Exceptional Children’s 
Education Act (ECEA) and its implementing rules.  Further, each AU has been required to submit a letter 
of assurance that it will comply with IDEA 2004 until the ECEA Rules are aligned with IDEA 2004 and its 
regulations, at which time the local comprehensive plans must be revised consistent with the amended 
ECEA Rules. 

Compliance Determinations 

Since July 2006, CDE has developed standards for determining what constitutes “compliance” following a 
citation of noncompliance to an AU.  Fundamental to these standards is acknowledging the reality that it 
takes time for data to accurately reflect whether corrective action results in a change of practice.  The 
standards utilized by CDE to make compliance determinations are:  

• Has the AU developed, adopted and implemented policies and procedures that are 
intended to and are also likely to remedy the noncompliance? 

 
• Has the AU taken immediate, demonstrable steps to implement such policies and 

procedures? 
 

• Is the AU effectively beginning to address the noncompliance? 
 

• Do the policies and procedures have future sustainability to continue ensuring 
compliance should staff or administration change? 

 
If all of these standards are met, then CDE clears the outstanding noncompliance. 
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Specific Outstanding Violations 
 

• Sanctions:  for the nine compliance items that remain outstanding, they are found in four 
AUs.  In all cases, sanctions will be issued in mid-February 2007 in the form of a letter of 
concern to the Board of Education or the governing board of the AU. 

 
• District-wide assessments:  In the case of students with disabilities not being able to 

participate in district wide assessments, two AUs remain out of compliance.  In addition to 
sanctions being issued in mid-February, technical assistance from the CDE has been 
provided and will continue to be provided. 

 
• Resource allocation:  The outstanding compliance issue in the area of resource 

allocation involves the proper licensure of a support staff member (specifically an 
Educational Interpreter providing services to a student who is Deaf).  CDE does not feel 
this has been addressed appropriately and that enough attention has been brought to the 
matter.  Technical assistance has been offered and not accepted.  CDE  will issue 
sanctions in mid-February and expects this to come into full compliance by August 2007. 

 
• Child Find:  The process for referring students for assessment for consideration of 

special education placement is part of Colorado’s interpretation of child find.  The 
outstanding compliance issue for Child Find is close to being corrected and the CDE 
expects full correction by August 2007.  The outstanding compliance issue involves one 
school district that is part of a larger AU.  They have 20% of their students identified as 
receiving special education services.  This is because of inappropriate, or sometimes a 
lack of, pre-referral procedures.  This district’s accreditation with the CDE is also in 
jeopardy, in part because of this issue.  Technical assistance in the form of scholarships 
for trainings have been provided and accepted.  Technical assistance is ongoing.  As part 
of the compliance plan the CDE expects to see are policies and procedures in place for 
pre-referral processes to address students who are struggling.  It is also expected that 
this district will begin using strategies that will help students who are struggling receive 
support without entering special education through early intervening services and 
Response to Intervention. 

 
• Continuum of Services:  The compliance issue in the area of continuum of services 

involves a day treatment program within an AU.  CDE expects full correction by August 
2007.  Technical assistance is available should it be warranted although the CDE 
believes this compliance issue can be satisfactorily corrected without assistance. 

 
• LRE:  One AU remains out of compliance in the area of providing services in the Least 

Restrictive Environments.  CDE expects full correction by August 2007 and technical 
assistance is available. 

 
• Disproportionality:  One AU has been cited for disproportionate representation of 

minorities in special education.  The AU has begun researching the problem and sharing 
its findings with the CDE and with other AUs in jeopardy of having the same concerns.  
The AU has not yet addressed the issue of why it is having disproportionate 
representation and, until that happens, it cannot develop policies and procedures that will 
correct the concern.  The AU is reporting the use of 15% of its funds for the provision of 
early intervening services.  That plan is now using exclusively scientifically based 
research.  The CDE continues to provide technical assistance, in the form of statistical 
analysis, research and training.  A targeted visit is expected to occur in Fall 2007. 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for 2007-08 
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Starting July 15, 2005 the Exceptional Student Services Unit of the Colorado Department of Education 
made a commitment and carried out the following plan: 

 For each AU for which compliance is cited, the CDE: 

• Completes a targeted visit at the AU within one year from the date the report was issued 
to (a) confirm all targets are met with no outstanding compliance issues; (b) confirm that 
the AU is on target with improvement and (c) consider sanctions (as indicated in the 
State Performance Plan). 

• Provide written documentation of the targeted visit to the AU. 

• Continues to make targeted visits until all areas of compliance are successfully 
addressed.  (At a minimum 1 targeted visit per year should be documented in writing for 
the central files). 

• When applicable, issues a letter to the AU stating that all compliance issues have been 
corrected. 

For all AUs in Colorado, the CDE: 

• Reviews the AU’s Annual Performance Profile, CSAP data, any Federal Complaint 
decisions and any Due Process decisions annually.  With regard to this review, CDE 
investigates all areas that are outside of the typical range. 

Local Comprehensive Plans 

Every AU has on file a local comprehensive plan with the CDE.  CDE has reviewed all local 
comprehensive plans to ensure consistency with IDEA 1997 and Colorado’s Exceptional Children’s 
Education Act (ECEA) and its implementing rules.  Further, each AU has been required to submit a letter 
of assurance that it will comply with IDEA 2004 until the ECEA Rules are aligned with IDEA 2004 and its 
regulations, at which time the local comprehensive plans must be revised consistent with the amended 
ECEA Rules. 

Compliance Determinations 

Since July 2006, CDE has developed standards for determining what constitutes “compliance” following a 
citation of noncompliance to an AU.  Fundamental to these standards is acknowledging the reality that it 
takes time for data to accurately reflect whether corrective action results in a change of practice.  The 
standards utilized by CDE to make compliance determinations are:  

• Has the AU developed, adopted and implemented policies and procedures that are 
intended to and are also likely to remedy the noncompliance? 

 
• Has the AU taken immediate, demonstrable steps to implement such policies and 

procedures? 
 

• Is the AU effectively beginning to address the noncompliance? 
 

• Do the policies and procedures have future sustainability to continue ensuring 
compliance should staff or administration change? 

 
If all of these standards are met, then CDE clears the outstanding noncompliance. 

Starting July 15, 2005 the Exceptional Student Services Unit of the Colorado Department of Education 
made a commitment to carry out the following plan: 
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• Complete a targeted visit at the administrative unit within one year from the date the 
report was issued to (a) confirm all targets are met with no outstanding compliance 
issues; (b) confirm Administrative Unit is on target with improvement and (c) consider 
sanctions (see above). 

• Provide written documentation of the targeted visit to the Administrative Unit. 

• Continue to make targeted visits until all areas of compliance are successfully addressed.  
(At a minimum 1 targeted visit per year should be documented in writing for the central 
files). 

• Issue a letter to the Administrative Unit stating that all compliance issues have been 
corrected when applicable. 

• Review Annual Performance Profile, CSAP data, Federal Complaints and Due Process 
annually.  Investigate all areas that are outside of typical range. 

In addition, every Administrative Unit has submitted a comprehensive plan to our office to come into 
compliance with IDEA 1997.  All Administrative Units are required to also submit a letter of assurance that 
they will comply with IDEA 2004 until we have national regulations and state rules and regulations.  At 
that time the comprehensive plans will be revised to make changes to come into compliance. 

For the 2006-07 school year, Colorado’s 618 data will be collected using Colorado’s Automated Data 
Exchange (ADE) process which allows the LEA to create a file, in a specified format, and submit that file 
through a secure website.  Edits and warnings are provided to the LEA based on established business 
rules to assist the LEA in the verification of their data.  After all edits are passed the LEA will approve their 
data and submit a form signed by the Special Education Director certifying the accuracy of the data.  
Once all LEAs have approved their data verification will be done to assure an unduplicated count of 
students throughout the state.  If duplication is suspected the LEAs involved will be notified and the LEA 
that submitted the record in error will be asked to resubmit their data file without the duplicated record.  
Colorado’s exit data for the 2006-07 school year will be submitted through a new End-of-Year student 
system that is being developed.  This discipline data will be collected at the end of the year using a new 
version of the Microsoft Excel application that was used for the 2005-06 school year which will 
incorporate the new reporting requirements. 

Additionally, the Exceptional Student Services Unit at the Colorado Department of Education will be re-
designing our monitoring, and more globally, our entire General Supervision system to more closely align 
with the SPP/APR requirements.  A task force representing our staff, local special education directors and 
parents, will meet to determine what is in place, what is needed, and how we can develop a system that 
ensures compliance within a timely manner while still focusing on outcomes of students. 

Justification 

We are making these changes to our SPP because this is a more comprehensive plan that is needed to 
address this critical indicator.   
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 16:  Percent of signed written complaints with reports issued that were resolved within 60-day 
timeline or a timeline extended for exceptional circumstances with respect to a particular complaint. 

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

Measurement: Percent = [(1.1(b) + 1.1(c)) divided by 1.1] times 100. 
                          88% = [(4 + 3) divided by 8] times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 100% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:  88% 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

As an addition to our data information, ESSU is now tracking corrective action plans as required in 
the officer’s findings.  If, in the officer’s findings, an LEA is required to submit a corrective action plan, 
this information is logged, and tracked through submission, approval and monitoring timelines.   
 
During the past reporting period, Colorado has one federal complaint still pending.  This complaint is 
still pending due to extenuating exceptional circumstances related to the case.  Colorado does not 
receive a large number of complaints, so one pending case has a very visible impact on the actual 
target for this indicator (12% in this case).  Meeting the required timelines is typically not an issue in 
the state. 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ No Revisions ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 17:  Percent of fully adjudicated due process hearing requests that were fully adjudicated within 
the 45-day timeline or a timeline that is properly extended by the hearing officer at the request of either 
party. 

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

Measurement: Percent = [(3.2(a) + 3.2(b)) divided by 3.2] times 100. 
 
                          50% = [(1 + 0) divided by 2] times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

100% 100% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:  50% 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

There was one case this past reporting period where the Impartial Hearing Officer (IHO) decision fell 
outside of the 45 day timeline.  Although the timeline was extended for appropriate reasons, it was 
considered an improper extension by the CDE because the IHO did not establish a new decision date 
as required.  A decision has since been issued in the case.  Because there were only two fully 
adjudicated due process hearing requests during this past reporting period, 1 case falling outside the 
timeline drops the performance on this indicator by 50%.  Meeting the 45 day timeline is typically not 
a problem in Colorado. 

 

During this past reporting period, the CDE has expanded and improved the trainings it offers to IHOs 
on rules and regulations.  The CDE is also developing an active reminder system of notification linked 
to databases that are already in place to more easily monitor and notify IHOs. 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 18:  Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution sessions that were resolved through 
resolution session settlement agreements. 

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

Measurement: Percent = (3.1(a) divided by 3.1) times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

(Insert FFY) (Insert Measurable and Rigorous Target.) 

Actual Target Data for (Insert FFY): 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for (Insert FFY): 

 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for (Insert FFY) 
[If applicable] 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 19:  Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation agreements. 

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

Measurement: 
Percent = [(2.1(a)(i) + 2.1(b)(i)) divided by 2.1] times 100. 
     88% = [(2 + 19) divided by 24] times 100. 
 

 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

2005 63% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:  88% 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

Colorado exceeded the FY2005-2010 SPP target for this indicator.  Because mediation sessions are 
confidential, it is unclear what factors lead to the increase during this reporting period.  Colorado does 
not feel that tracking the mediation process in greater detail is appropriate since the confidential 
nature of the sessions is what drives a greater level of candor and is a major reason why this avenue 
is often more appealing to the parties involved. 

In terms of improvement actives, the CDE has been utilizing an anonymous post-mediation 
evaluation form for all parties involved.  The dispute resolution team assesses results at least yearly 
to drive future planning and systems modifications.  The CDE also conducts yearly trainings for 
mediators on IDEA . 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 
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Part B State Annual Performance Report (APR) for FY2005 

Monitoring Priority: Effective General Supervision Part B / General Supervision 

Indicator 20: State reported data (618 and State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report) are 
timely and accurate.  

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

Measurement:   

State reported data, including 618 data and annual performance reports, are: 

a. Submitted on or before due dates (February 1 for child count, including race and ethnicity; 
placement; November 1 for exiting, discipline, personnel; and February 1 for Annual 
Performance Reports); and 

     
b.   Accurate (describe mechanisms for ensuring error free, consistent, valid and reliable data and 

evidence that these standards are met). 
     
 
   a.    Reports submitted on or before due dates: 

• December 1, 2005 student data report, which was due February 1, 2006. 
• LRE data report, which was due February 1, 2006. 
• FY2005-2010 State Performance Plan which was due December 2, 2005. 

         Reports submitted after the due dates: 

• Personnel Employed on December 1, 2005 due November 1, 2006 was submitted on 
December 4, 2006. 

• Exit data due November 1, 2006 was submitted on December 4, 2006. 
• Suspension/Expulsion Report due November 1, 2006 was submitted on December 6, 2006. 

b. Colorado utilizes two mechanisms for Administrative Units to submit required data on special 
education students.  First, a diskette system is utilized for reporting of December 1 Child Count, 
LRE data, and December 1 Exit and Personnel Data.  Second, an extract to diskette system is 
posted to CDE’s Website that facilitates the collection of discipline data at the end of each 
school year.  Both systems have the following resources in place to ensure accurate and timely 
submissions: 

• Hard-copy instruction packets and detailed data definitions 
• Web-based  instructions and detailed data definitions available on the CDE’s website 
• Availability of telephone technical assistance 
• Regular trainings for all Administrative Unit data managers 
• Data submission trainings for SPED directors. 

 
Data verification is done using numerous edits and reports built into the data collection system.  
For student data, once data is received from an Administrative Unit, the CDE does manual 
checks to ensure unduplicated counts.  For staff data, qualifications of all staff are manually 
checked against a caseload and licensure database.  While these verification checks have 
generally been adequate in the past, a task force is being created to develop additional 
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verification procedures for inclusion in the web-based submission system currently under 
development. 
 
To ensure timely submissions of the state’s Annual Performance Reports, the CDE has hired 
dedicated staff to conduct ongoing assessments of data collection systems and to convene 
internal teams to manage, analyze and report on indicators on an ongoing basis to meet the 
timelines imposed by OSEP. 

 
 
 
 

FFY Measurable and Rigorous Target 

FY2005 100% 

Actual Target Data for FY2005:  50% in timeliness, 90% for accuracy 

 

Discussion of Improvement Activities Completed and Explanation of Progress or Slippage that 
occurred for FY2005: 

The CDE is currently working on a major update to the December Count data reporting system that 
entails moving away from an antiquated DOS-based system to a Web-based system with built in error 
checking functions and supported by the CDE’s Information Management Systems (IMS) unit.  This 
new system will greatly enhance the CDE’s error-checking and verification activities with individual 
Administrative Units.  Unfortunately, there have been a number of delays in the development and 
implementation of this new system which will cause delays in reporting during FY2006.    
 
Moreover, the extensive amount of effort required in moving to Web-based data collection systems 
has caused delays in submission of three state reported data reports in FY2005 because dedicated 
staff must continue performing their original assignments while at the same time work with our IMS 
unit in loading data definitions, developing architecture of the interface, and addressing other design 
issues.  This has also caused a delay in the availability of data for SPP/APR development and 
reporting and was a contributing factor for the Part (c) data element of Indicator 12 being 
inadvertently omitted from last year’s EOY data collection effort.   
 
Although the updates have had some unintended negative consequences in the short-term, they 
should start paying substantial dividends by FY2007 for not only reporting accurate data to OSEP in a 
timely manner, but also to drive the development of locally relevant strategies in the field. 
 
Another important improvement strategy is a significant realignment that is occurring within the 
Exceptional Student Services Unit (ESSU) of the CDE.  This realignment involves a critical appraisal 
of the Exceptional Student Services work teams and staff assignments to enhance the level of 
influence the department has in the field for the purpose of improving outcomes for students with 
disabilities in Colorado.  An important development in this area is that stronger formal links have been 
forged been the Section 618 data collection team and the team responsible for the development of 
the SPP/APR 
 
Other improvement strategies conducted by the CDE during this past reporting period include: 

• Creating a task force to assess efficacy of current verification systems. 
• Continuing to gather stakeholder input on development of a Web-based submission system. 
• Developing interface architecture to support Web-based system. 
• Developing Technical Assistance material and media for Web-based System. 
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• Providing Technical Assistance and Trainings on new system and the data collection 
elements. 

                                                                                                                                                                                       
 

Revisions, with Justification, to Proposed Targets / Improvement Activities / Timelines / 
Resources for FY2005: 

~ NO REVISIONS ~ 

 


