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In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Academy For Math Engineering & Science APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Academy For Math Engineering & Science FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high | 7 950, | 100,000 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | - 55 g0, | 0009 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 55.56% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% NA NA 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 20.00% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% NA NA 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 28.57% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




” Indicator Academy For Math Engineering & Science FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% NA NA 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 52.41% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% NA NA 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 33.93% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Academy For Math Engineering & Science
Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

100.00%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Academy For Math Engineering & Science FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Academy For Math Engineering & Science FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
§ | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 500, | ¢ 670, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 0.66% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school || . " . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C|| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




Indicator

Academy For Math Engineering & Science
Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

13

Transition Planning
on IEP by Age 16
(Transition age for

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
including courses of study, which will reasonably
enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
and annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition
services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.

100.00%

100.00%

YES

67.17%

NO




” Indicator Academy For Math Engineering & Science FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY || FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChoob had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | - 10 | 44 590y YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 80.00% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R0.00% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Advantage Arts Academy (AAA)
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Advantage Arts Academy (AAA) APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt LIRS i) Lo Ty (Vb GRS et State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 90.00% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 11.11% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




: FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt LIRS i) Lo Ty (Vb GRS et State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 20.93% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 22.22% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Advantage Arts Academy (AAA) Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

80.43%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

8.70%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




. FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# LTt LIRS i) eIy ) bR State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




. FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt LIRS i) eIy ) bR State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.21% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




: FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt LIRS i) eIy ) bR State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




. FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt LIRS i) eIy ) bR State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Alpine District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Alpine District APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Ao e M e FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 78 470 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 16369 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.26% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 85.62% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 65.79% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 92.78% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 69.19% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 64.17% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 20.44% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 5.01% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 9.56% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 25.83% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 8.59% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 1.75% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Ao e M e FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 15.69% YES 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 27.12% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 31.58% YES 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 29.41% NO 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 6.78% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 17.54% YES 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 26.29% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 42.17% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 40.61% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 28.66% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 31.85% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 30.79% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Alpine District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.05%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.07%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

72.34%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

8.18%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

4.06%

NO

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

42.11%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

38.56%

NO

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.84%

NO

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Albine District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
P State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 97.67% YES 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 57 439, YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 97.43% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 53.08% YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 96.48% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g 2 66.44% | 64.67% NO 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Albine District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
p State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
§ | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 50, | g3 500, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special caucation 0.00% 2.44% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 3.54% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 99.20% NO 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




4 Indicator Albine District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
P State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Albine District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
p State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60/} 4 590, NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 60.59% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R1.77% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
American Academy of Innovation
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

American Academy of Innovation APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high | 7 950, | 100,000 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | - 55 g0, | 0009 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 69.23% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 45.83% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 61.54% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 58.33% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% NA NA 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 11.11% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 18.18% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% NA NA 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 12.50% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% NA NA 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
English Language Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 31.11% YES 35.63% YES
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 24.68% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% NA NA 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 9.45% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 10.00% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

American Academy of Innovation Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

83.70%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

1.09%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special caucation 0.00% 1.22% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 0.69% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




# Indicator American Academy of Innovation Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | ) 0, 0.00% NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 50.00% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 100.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
American Leadership Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

American Leadership Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt AL LRI LGOSy U TSI State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 99 910 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 90994 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.33% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 73.91% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.33% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 78.26% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 7.69% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 5.88% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 5.56% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 15.38% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 5.56% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 5.56% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicat American Leadership Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
feator crican Leadership Academy State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 0.00% NO 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 33.09% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 24.48% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 37.16% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 35.60% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 17.65% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 9.59% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

American Leadership Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

89.17%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

2.08%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




# Indicator American Leadership Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
P Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




# Indicator American Leadership Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
P Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | g4 630, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.69% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 2.40% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




# Indicator American Leadership Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
P Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




# Indicator American Leadership Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
P Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | ) 0, 0.00% NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 71.43% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 85.71% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
American Preparatory Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

American Preparatory Academy APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | g9 0094 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 5 g0, | 20,00% YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.24% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 82.50% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 71.43% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 94.59% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 90.00% NO 77.45% NO
3A Math regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 76.19% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 14.49% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 9.68% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 6.67% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 17.14% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 8.82% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 6.25% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 50.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 100.00% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 15.73% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 20.61% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 37.63% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 22.82% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 17.50% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 18.27% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

American Preparatory Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

92.83%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

2.87%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
P Y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
p y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.09% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 2.42% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
P vy Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% R0.00% NO 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




# Indicator American Preparatory Academy Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
p y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 44 500, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 80.00% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R0.00% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Ascent Academies
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Ascent Academies APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt AT L G M SRS State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 95.24% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 86.67% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 90.48% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.00% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 20.00% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 8.33% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 31.58% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 9.09% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Ascent Academies Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 50.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 10.61% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 31.25% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 9.74% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 23.53% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Ascent Academies Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

85.57%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

2.01%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Ascent Academies Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Ascent Academies Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.19% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 1.32% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school || . " . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Ascent Academies Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Ascent Academies Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Athenian eAcademy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Athenian eAcademy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt AN e G G L BRIl State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 66 670 NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 33339, NO 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 25.00% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 12.50% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 14.29% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 12.50% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator At oAty INrstEe FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% -8.33% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 9.72% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 20.71% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with I[EPs | <25.22% 6.45% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 9.72% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 4.76% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Athenian eAcademy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

90.91%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Athenian eAcademy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Athenian eAcademy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | g5 500, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 0.95% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Athenian eAcademy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Athenian eAcademy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | ) 0, 0.00% NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 25.00% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 50.00% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Athlos Academy of Utah
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Athlos Academy of Utah APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 12.50% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




: FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 100.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 23.81% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 50.00% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 15.21% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 29.41% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Athlos Academy of Utah Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

93.65%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

3.17%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




. FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# LTt e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




. FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
# LTt e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS In speciat education 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




: FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Athlos Academy of Utah Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 0.00% NO 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




. FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Bear River Charter School
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Bear River Charter School APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 25.00% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 25.00% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 16.18% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 66.67% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 25.00% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 52.63% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Bear River Charter School Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

100.00%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




. : FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | Sducation services who report that schools facilitated } 7 500, 109 990y YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS In speciat education 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




: . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt O e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Beaver District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Beaver District APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt Beaver District Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 61 5404 NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | 5 g0, | 30,779 NO 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 92.86% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 78.95% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 85.71% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 73.68% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 39.13% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 0.00% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 47.83% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 8.33% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




. o FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# il Beaver District Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 33.33% YES 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 0.00% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 17.23% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 43.16% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 31.30% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 8.93% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 31.03% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 21.93% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Beaver District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.45%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.59%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

91.59%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

4.21%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

100.00%

YES

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

0.00%

YES

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Beaver District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 85.71% NO 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% R1.82% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 100.00% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 54,550, YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 100.00% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 81.82% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Beaver District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, g5 350, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.46% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.51% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Beaver District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Beaver District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 5 00, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 70.00% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 90.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Beehive Science & Technology Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Beehive Science & Technology Academy APR Determination: Meets Requirements



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Beehive Science & Technology Academy FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high | 7 950, | 100,000 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | - 55 g0, | 0009 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% NA NA 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 33.33% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 28.57% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% NA NA 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 66.67% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 14.29% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Beehive Science & Technology Academy FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% NA NA 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 28.97% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 26.99% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% NA NA 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 18.81% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 33.99% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Beehive Science & Technology Academy
Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

100.00%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Beehive Science & Technology Academy FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Beehive Science & Technology Academy FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.45% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C|| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




Indicator

Beehive Science & Technology Academy
Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

13

Transition Planning
on IEP by Age 16
(Transition age for

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
including courses of study, which will reasonably
enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
and annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition
services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.

100.00%

100.00%

YES

67.17%

NO




" Indicator Beehive Science & Technology Academy FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | ) 0, 0.00% NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 100.00% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 100.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Bonneville Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Bonneville Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt LSO Gy L il State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 63.64% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 66.67% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 63.64% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 66.67% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 18.18% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 9.09% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




: : FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# il EUn RS A A State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 100.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 100.00% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 25.58% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 27.43% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 18.60% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 19.48% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Bonneville Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

1.90%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

2.35%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

80.58%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

3.88%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Bonneville Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Bonneville Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | 66 570, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.41% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Bonneville Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Bonneville Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Box Elder District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Box Elder District APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

. o FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
# LTt o B v IDIISaa i I S State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 57 950, NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 22730, YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 95.50% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 89.25% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 74.70% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 94.59% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.10% NO 77.45% NO
3A Math regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 59.76% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 14.29% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 6.58% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 1.89% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 22.68% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 2.70% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




. o FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt o B v IDIISaa i I S State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 12.50% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 14.29% NO 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 33.33% YES 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 25.00% NO 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 0.00% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 16.51% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 39.21% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 45.42% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 18.91% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 46.73% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 28.25% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Box Elder District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

59.67%

NO

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

15.05%

NO

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

0.00%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

73.96%

NO

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Box Elder District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 95.56% YES 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 58.82% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 87.23% NO 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 50.98% YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 94.12% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 78.43% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Box Elder District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | g7 10, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 2.39% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.71% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 75 51% NO 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Box Elder District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Box Elder District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | )5 60/} 5 |50, NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 60.61% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 79 73% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Bridge Elementary
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Bridge Elementary APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt STl e (s State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Biticle ety Mo iams FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 25.00% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 26.92% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Bridge Elementary Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

78.57%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

4.29%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Bridee Elementary Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
& y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Bridee Elementary Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
& y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 0.97% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Bridee Elementary Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
& y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Bridee Elementary Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
& y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
C.S. Lewis Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

C.S. Lewis Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt o L o Gy L il State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator O, s Awailaiy N rems FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
o State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 14.29% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 5.71% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

C.S. Lewis Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

2.04%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

2.86%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

82.61%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

8.70%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator CS. Lewis Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
o y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator CS. Lewis Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
o y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 3.11% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C|| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator CS. Lewis Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
o Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator CS. Lewis Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
o y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Cache District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Cache District APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | g5 880y YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 130704 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 94.53% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.55% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 83.22% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 95.02% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 91.61% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 86.01% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 16.67% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 14.81% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 9.82% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 28.73% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 14.39% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 6.03% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicat Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
feator Ache LSHIC State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 40.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 42.86% YES 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 0.00% NO 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 20.00% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 0.00% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 30.14% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 39.77% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 43.15% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 29.89% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 43.76% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 34.82% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Cache District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

70.78%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

4.78%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.37%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

30.53%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

14.02%

YES

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 85.24% NO 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 58.69% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 87.26% NO 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 49 779 YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 89.86% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 65.73% NO 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.89% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 2.83% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 90.00% NO 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C|| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 98.51% NO 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Cache District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 5 410, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 67.35% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 83.67% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan

Canyon Grove Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Canyon Grove Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# il il a2 e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 75.00% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 71.43% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 40.00% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator T e e — FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 37.25% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% -14.00% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Canyon Grove Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

94.87%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

5.13%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Canvon Grove Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Canvon Grove Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | g 500,66 g0 NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS In speciat education 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Canvon Grove Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Canvon Grove Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Canyon Rim Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Canyon Rim Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# il CEANIILSIIA G S B il State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 28.57% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator ity R A iy IS e FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 57.53% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 37.18% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Canyon Rim Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

95.00%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Canvon Rim Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Canvon Rim Academy Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUpS In speciat . 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Canvon Rim Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Canvon Rim Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Canyons District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Canyons District APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt SRR G State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 g0, | 55 740, NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 19 670 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 90.66% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 79.48% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 61.73% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 90.11% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 52.53% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 64.97% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 19.37% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 11.45% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 12.04% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 27.16% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 12.95% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 6.09% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator o1 ettt RMoma et FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 26.67% YES 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 0.00% NO 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 23.08% NO 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 40.00% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 7.69% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 27.12% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 43.11% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 45.93% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 27.78% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 37.14% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 27.47% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Canyons District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.08%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.08%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

70.42%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

9.37%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

3.99%

NO

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

43.21%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

42.94%

NO

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Canvons District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 87.21% NO 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 48.96% NO 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 89.30% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 42 71% NO 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 87.21% NO 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 62.50% NO 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Canvons District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | 75 930, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 2.52% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 2.91% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Canvons District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Canvons District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 9 0o, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 53.93% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 85.39% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Carbon District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Carbon District APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 77 1494 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 11 439 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 96.23% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 84.21% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.95% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 94.34% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 86.84% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.95% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 16.67% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 3.23% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 0.00% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 17.02% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 14.29% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 0.00% NO 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 66.67% YES 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 66.67% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 33.33% YES 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 21.76% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 39.89% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 43.23% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 25.96% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 32.10% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 4.63% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Carbon District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.17%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

85.44%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.57%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

9.58%

NO

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

69.05%

YES

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

29.76%

YES

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 94.23% YES 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 53.70% NO 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 98.11% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 40 74% NO 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 96.00% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 72.22% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, g0 50, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups 1n specla’ education 0.00% 2.24% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.48% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Carbon District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 5 00, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 64.00% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R4.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Channing Hall
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Channing Hall APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt Qg 8L MBI State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 12.50% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 16.67% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator i [l M amnet FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 34.56% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 50.00% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 50.00% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 36.11% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Channing Hall Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

93.44%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Channine Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
& State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Channine Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
& State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.55% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C|| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Channine Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
£ State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Channine Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
& State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
City Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

City Academy APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt Cllyy i I Emisi: State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 75 0005 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 25009 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 71.43% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 71.43% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% NA NA 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 14.29% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 0.00% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% NA NA 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 14.29% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator S FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 0.00% NO 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 100.00% YES 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% NA NA 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 21.00% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 33.33% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% NA NA 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 9.24% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 0.00% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

City Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

77.78%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Citv Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Citv Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | 73 330, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups 1n specla’ education 0.00% 1.62% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Citv Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Citv Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 5 00, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 100.00% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 100.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Daggett District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Daggett District APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt Daggett District Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 20.00% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 0.00% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 20.00% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicat D t District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
feator agee strict viea State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 100.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 0.00% NO 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 1.43% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 27.78% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 56.25% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 1.43% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 16.67% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 30.77% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Daggett District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

NA

NA

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

82.14%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Dageett District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
g8 State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Dageett District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
&8 State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | g 500, g 150 NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS In speciat education 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Dageett District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
&8 State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Dageett District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
&8 State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Davinci Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Davinci Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Dok Acedlsiny MErmramnest FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high | 7 950, | 100,000 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | - 55 g0, | 0009 YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 71.43% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 77.78% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 78.57% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 4.76% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 0.00% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 4.76% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




. e FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt DTG A iy WAL State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 100.00% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 100.00% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 17.74% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 48.72% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 51.35% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 13.10% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 26.92% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 20.78% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Davinci Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.57%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.74%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

79.19%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Davinci Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Davinci Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.46% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 1.78% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school || . " . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Davinci Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Davinci Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Schol had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | ) 0, 0.00% NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 62.50% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 62.50% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Davis District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Davis District APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 77 280 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WltchhEo};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 21 00% YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.31% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 83.94% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 70.34% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 92.92% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 83.75% NO 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 42.23% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 13.13% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 6.16% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 6.34% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 16.96% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 4.39% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 3.41% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 9.38% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 10.00% NO 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 7.69% NO 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 34.38% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 6.67% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 3.85% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 28.32% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 41.63% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 44.72% NO 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 31.14% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 38.55% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 31.59% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Davis District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.14%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.31%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

59.64%

NO

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

10.56%

NO

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

2.69%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

54.59%

YES

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

12.12%

YES

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.13%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 87.45% NO 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 65.81% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 91.62% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 39.03% NO 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 92.61% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 67.24% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
§ | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 50, | g} 30, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.88% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 2.92% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Davis District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60/ | g 580, YES 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 68.88% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R0.42% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Dual Immersion Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Dual Immersion Academy APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt IDgEN ol AR iy i (Tt State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 099 NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g00 | 100.00% NO 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 0.00% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator e Titinieflon Acedleiny MErarme FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 15.69% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 26.83% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 25.49% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 7.32% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Dual Immersion Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

97.78%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Dual Immersion Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Dual Immersion Academy Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS In speciat education 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




4 Indicator Dual Immersion Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
Y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Dual Immersion Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Duchesne District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Duchesne District APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 65310 NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 55 g0, | 26 539 NO 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.59% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 74.67% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.65% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.51% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 68.00% NO 77.45% NO
3A Math regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 66.13% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 11.59% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 6.67% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 4.44% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 16.18% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 5.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 5.56% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicat Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
feator Hehesne HIStct Vieast State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% 27.27% YES 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% 20.00% NO 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 25.00% NO 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% 18.18% YES 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% 0.00% NO 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 16.86% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 25.05% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 30.01% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 23.31% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 34.70% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 18.35% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Duchesne District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

77.14%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

4.34%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

4.92%

NO

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

4.17%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

90.63%

NO

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 78.38% NO 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 61.54% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 88.46% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 50.00% YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 82.14% NO 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g 2 66.44% | 76.92% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, | 76 90, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.35% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.37% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Duchesne District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60/} 340, NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 37.93% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 R6.21% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Early Light Academy At Daybreak
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Early Light Academy At Daybreak APR Determination: Meets Requirements



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt iy LT 3 A Sy AR e TS State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 95.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 95.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 87.50% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 15.79% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 7.14% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 21.05% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 14.29% YES 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




: . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt iy LT 3 A Sy AR e TS State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 25.26% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 39.45% NO 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 21.81% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 26.62% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Early Light Academy At Daybreak Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

94.67%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# Indicator Early Light Academy At Daybreak Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Early Light Academy At Daybreak Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, 90 700, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.43% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 0.72% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




: : FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Early Light Academy At Daybreak Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Early Light Academy At Daybreak Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
esolutions As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
East Hollywood High
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

East Hollywood High APR Determination: Needs Intervention



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt IRl et B i TGl State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | 59 260, NO 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping out ofhigh | 5 g0, | 40,749 NO 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 93.75% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 94.12% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% NA NA 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 20.00% YES 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% NA NA 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 0.00% NO 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




# | mdieaor East Hollywood High Measuremnent | i furye | LEA Data | 2020 Targe | Stat Dta | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% NA NA 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 13.33% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% NA NA 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 4.55% YES 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

East Hollywood High Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

90.16%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

1.64%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator East Hollvwood Hieh Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
yw & State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator East Hollvwood Hieh Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
yw & State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, 55 560, NO 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.41% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.29% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator East Hollvwood Hieh Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
v £ State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator East Hollvwood Hieh Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
yw & State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60} 6 570, NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 50.00% NO 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 75 00% NO 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Edith Bowen Laboratory School
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Edith Bowen Laboratory School APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt R e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 18.18% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




. : FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# LTt R e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 50.00% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <23.31% 41.67% NO 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 23.49% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Edith Bowen Laboratory School Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

84.21%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

1.75%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# Indicator Edith Bowen Laboratory School Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Edith Bowen Laboratory School Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 0.68% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% NA NA 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transntl((:l;) erct)n]; Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




: : FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
# Indicator Edith Bowen Laboratory School Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




. . FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
# Indicator Edith Bowen Laboratory School Measurement State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Emery District
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Emery District APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

" Indicator e FFY 2020 | FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 ||State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
! Graduation Percent of youth with IEPs graduating from high 7 900, | g9 299 YES 71.13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
2 Drop Out Percent of youth WitECIhEO};Sl dropping outofhigh | 5 g0, | 10710, YES 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 96.55% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 84.09% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 82.61% NO 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 96.55% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 86.36% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% 83.33% NO 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 17.86% YES 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 2.70% NO 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% 5.26% NO 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 21.43% YES 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 5.26% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% 5.00% YES 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator e FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 21.33% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 30.63% YES 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% 33.90% YES 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 33.30% NO 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 32.24% NO 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% 36.42% NO 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Emery District Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

73.06%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

2.43%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

27.87%

NO

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

67.21%

NO

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

0.00%

YES

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Emerv District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% 100.00% YES 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% 75 76% YES 57 .83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% 100.00% YES 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% 69.70% YES 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% 100.00% YES 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% | 81.82% YES 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Emerv District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.10% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.40% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% 100.00% YES 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Emerv District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 76.92% NO 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Emerv District Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | Sch0l had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, | 5 60/ | 5 380, NO 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% 92.31% YES 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 100.00% YES 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resoluliions ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Endeavor Hall
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Endeavor Hall APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# il ST SRl L State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 88.89% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Endeavor Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 33.33% YES 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 100.00% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
3C Math
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 10.26% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 21.05% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Endeavor Hall Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

42.59%

NO

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

1.85%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Endeavor Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Endeavor Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
8 | Parent Involvement | cducation services who report that schools facilitated | = ¢ 300, g5 350, YES 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . Eroups In speclat . 0.00% 1.23% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, ) 1€ BTOUpS 1N Spe ULy 0.00% 1.40% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% NA NA 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school | . .. . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Endeavor Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% NA NA 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Endeavor Hall Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Entheos Academy
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Entheos Academy APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# LTt B LSy I S State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth Wlth IEPs gradgatlng from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth w1ﬂ;thEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.95% NO 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 92.86% NO 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 80.95% NO 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
N Math Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% 92.86% NO 77.45% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 5.88% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% 7.69% YES 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 5.88% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
1B Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% 0.00% NO 6.02% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




" Indicator Eifices Acoilmy e FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% NA NA 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% NA NA 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 15.62% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
English Language Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% 16.17% YES 35.63% YES
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs | <25.22% 19.59% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% 11.24% YES 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Entheos Academy Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.86%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

2.78%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

89.92%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

6.98%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




" Indicator Entheos Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 |State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 55.80% NA NA 57 83% YES
(including social || expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
relationships) exited the program.
Acquisition and Use Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
of Knowledge and
Skills (including early IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7B1 expectations, the percent who substantially increased 88.41% NA NA 92.26% YES
language/ . :
S their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
communication and .
. age or exited the program.
early literacy)
Acquisition and Use
of Knowledge and | The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7B) Skills (including early w1th IEPs who were functioning within age 48 48% NA NA 49 86% YES
language/ expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or
communication and exited the program.
early literacy)
Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Use of Appropriate | IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7C1 Behaviors to Meet || expectations, the percent who substantially increased 89.86% NA NA 92.23% YES
Needs their rate of growth by the time they turned 6 years of
age or exited the program.
Uss o agpopie | 9% Pt et i sed o3
7C2 | Behaviors to Meet . . g g 66.44% NA NA 68.44% YES
Needs expectations by the time they turned 6 years of age or

exited the program.




" Indicator Entheos Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of parents with a student receiving special
g Parent Involvement educat1'0n services who report that' school§ fac111ta}ted 78.38% NA NA 78.56% YES
parent involvement as a means of improving services
and results for students with disabilities.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in special education and
9 Race/Ethnicity, . ETOUPS 1N special . 0.00% 1.51% YES 0.00% YES
related services that is the result of inappropriate
Overall . . .
identification.
. . Percent of LEAs with disproportionate representation
Disproportionate by of racial and ethnic groups in specific disabilit
10 Race/Ethnicity, . 1 BTOUpS I S Oy 0.00% 1.65% YES 0.00% YES
Disability Category categories that is the result of inappropriate
identification.
. Percent of students who were evaluated within 60
Evaluation in 60 Days .. o
(State established days of receiving parental consent for initial
11 IR evaluation, or if the State establishes a timeframe 100.00% 100.00% YES 97.44% NO
timeline is 45 school || . " . . e
within which the evaluation must be conducted, within|
days) .
that timeframe.
Percent of students referred by Part C prior to age 3,
12 Transition from Part C| who are found eligible for Part B, and who have an 100.00% NA NA 95.76% NO

to Part B

IEP developed and implemented by their third

birthdays.




" Indicator Entheos Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth with IEPs aged 16 and above that
includes appropriate measurable postsecondary goals
that are annually updated and based upon an age-
appropriate transition assessment; transition services,
Transition Planning including courses of study, which will reasonably
on IEP by Age 16 |[enable the student to meet those post-secondary goals;
13 (Transition age for [land annual IEP goals related to the student’s transition 100.00% 100.00% YES 67.17% NO

Utah is 14; data
includes all students
age 14+)

services needs. There must also be evidence that the
student was invited to the IEP Team meeting where
transition services are to be discussed and evidence
that, if appropriate, a representative of any
participating agency was invited to the IEP Team
meeting with the prior consent of the parent or student
who has reached the age of majority.




" Indicator Entheos Academy Measurement FFY 2020 || FFY 2020 | LEA Met FFY | FFY 2020 | State Met FFY
y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
14A | Higher Education | SChool had IEPs in effect at the time they left school, } = o, NA NA 17.88% YES
and were enrolled in higher education within one year
of leaving high school;
Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Higher Education or | school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14B Competitively and were enrolled in higher education or 65.50% NA NA 65.55% YES
Employed competitively employed within one year of leaving
high school;
Higher Education, Percent of youth who are no longer in secondary
Other Post-secondary || school, had IEPs in effect at the time they left school,
14C Educatlon/ff'ralmng, and were enrolled in hlghe'r educatlc')n' or in some other 82 379 NA NA 82 829 YES
Competitively post-secondary education or training program,
Employed or Other competitively employed, or in some other
Employed employment within one year of leaving high school.
Percent of hearing requests that went to resolution
General Supervision: sessions and were resolved through resolution session
15 Resol Ii'ons ' settlement agreements. NA NA NA NA NA
utt As the State total was less than 10, there is no
requirement to report on this indicator.
16 General Supervision: | Percent of mediations held that resulted in mediation 60.25% NA NA R4.62% YES

Mediations

agreements.




Annual Performance Report on Utah's State Performance Plan
Esperanza Elementary School
FFY 2020

Publication Date: April 13, 2022

In accordance with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (IDEA), each State must have in place a State Performance Plan (SPP) to
evaluate the State’s efforts to meet the requirements of the implementation of IDEA. The SPP is a six-year plan which describes Utah’s performance on 17
indicators. The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) in the U.S. Department of Education requires that States report annually to the public on the
performance of each local education agency (LEA) on applicable indicators, as part of the Annual Performance Report (APR).

Current and past Annual State and LEA APR Reports and the State Systemic Improvement Plan (SSIP) may be viewed on the Utah State Board of Education
website.

Esperanza Elementary School APR Determination: Needs Assistance



https://www.schools.utah.gov/specialeducation/programs/datareporting

FFY 2020

FFY 2020

LEA Met FFY

FFY 2020

State Met FFY

# il e State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target | State Data | 2020 Target
1 Graduation Percent of youth With IEPs gradgating from high 67.90% NA NA 71 13% YES
school with a regular diploma.
) Drop Out Percent of youth wiﬂ;CIhEO}:)si dropping out of high <25.80% NA NA 21.56% YES
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.64% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
3A English Language Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 81.14% NO
Arts regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 68.40% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 4 students with IEPs in 95.00% 100.00% YES 90.21% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 8 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 77.45% NO
3A Math
regular and alternate state assessments.
Participation rate of grade 10 students with IEPs in 95.00% NA NA 65.24% NO
regular and alternate state assessments.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 14.51% 0.00% NO 14.51% YES
regular state assessment.
1B English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 7.31% NA NA 7.31% YES
Arts regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 8.58% NA NA 8.58% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 19.74% 0.00% NO 19.47% YES
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.02% NA NA 6.02% YES
3B Math
regular state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 3.19% NA NA 3.19% YES

regular state assessment.




# Indicator Esperanza Elementary School Measurement FFY 2020 ] FFY 2020  LEA Met FEY | FFY 2020 ) State Met FEY
State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 15.06% 0.00% NO 15.06% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C English Language | Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 23.74% NA NA 23.74% YES
Arts alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the|| 29.43% NA NA 29.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 4 students with IEPs on the 31.43% 100.00% YES 31.43% YES
alternate state assessment.
3C Math Proficiency rate of grade 8 students with IEPs on the 6.24% NA NA 6.24% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency rate of grade 10 students with IEPs on the 12.41% NA NA 12.41% YES
alternate state assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <23.31% 10.67% YES 23.31% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
. Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with [EPs | <35.63% NA NA 35.63% YES
English Language
3D Arts and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <39.47% NA NA 39.47% YES
and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 4 students with IEPs <25.22% 10.67% YES 25.22% YES
and all grade 4 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 8 students with IEPs | <30.51% NA NA 30.51% YES
3D Math and all grade 8 students on the regular state
assessment.
Proficiency gap between grade 10 students with IEPs | <25.62% NA NA 25.62% YES

and all grade 10 students on the regular state
assessment.




Indicator

Esperanza Elementary School Measurement

FFY 2020
State Target

FFY 2020
LEA Data

LEA Met FFY
2020 Target

FFY 2020
State Data

State Met FFY
2020 Target

4A

Significant
Discrepancy

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy in
the rate of suspensions and expulsions of greater than
10 days in a school year for students with IEPs.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

4B

Significant
Discrepancy by Race
or Ethnicity

Percent of LEAs that have a significant discrepancy,
by race or ethnicity, in the rate of suspensions and
expulsions of greater than 10 days in a school year for
students with IEPs and policies, procedures or
practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy
and do not comply with requirements relating to the
development and implementation of IEPs, the use of
positive behavioral interventions and supports, and
procedural safeguards.

0.00%

0.00%

YES

0.00%

YES

5A

Regular Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class 80% or more of the day.

65.12%

97.67%

YES

70.54%

YES

5B

Separate Classroom

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served inside the
regular class less than 40% of the day.

<9.71%

0.00%

YES

8.43%

YES

5C

Separate Facilities

Percent of students with IEPs aged 5 in kindergarten
and aged 6 through 21 who are served in separate
schools, residential facilities, or homebound/hospital
placements.

<2.78%

0.00%

YES

2.68%

YES

6A

Regular Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending regular early childhood program and
receiving the majority of special education and related
services in the regular early childhood program.

46.86%

NA

NA

50.69%

YES

6B

Special Program

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
attending a separate special education class, separate
school or residential facility.

<32.67%

NA

NA

31.14%

YES

6C

Home

Percent of children aged 3 through 5 with IEPs
receiving special education and related services in the
home.

<0.31%

NA

NA

0.31%

YES




# Indicator Esperanza Elementary School Measurement FFY 2020 ) FFY 2020 ) LEA Met FEY') FFY 2020 J State Met FFY
p y State Target | LEA Data | 2020 Target || State Data | 2020 Target
. . Of those preschool children aged 3 through 5 with
Positive Social-
Emotional Skills IEPs who entered the preschool program below age
7A1 . . . expectations, the percent who the percent who 88.86% NA NA 91.49% YES
(including social s . i .
relationships) substantially increased their rate of growth by the time
they turned 6 years of age or exited the program.
Positive Social- The percent of preschool children aged 3 through 5
7A2 Emotlopal Skl'lls w1th IEPs wh