UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

Superintendent Patricia Hamamoto

Superintendent of Education

Hawaii Department of Education MAR 23 2006
1390 Miller Street, #307

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Superintendent Hamamoto:

Thank you for your timely submission of Hawaii’s State Performance Plan (SPP) for review
under Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). Section 616(b) of the
Act requires States to submit, within one year after the date of enactment of the reauthorized
IDEA, an SPP that evaluates the State’s efforts to implement the requirements and purposes of
IDEA and describes how the State will improve implementation. We appreciate the State’s
efforts in preparing the SPP under a short timeline and in the face of many other competing
priorities. In the SPPs, due by December 2, 2005, States were to include: (1) baseline data that
reflect the State’s efforts to implement Part B of the IDEA; (2) measurable and rigorous targets
for the next six years for each of the indicators established by the Secretary in the priority areas
under section 616(a) of the IDEA; and (3) activities the State will undertake to improve
implementation of Part B.

OSEP is pleased to inform you that your State’s SPP under Part B meets the requirements of
section 616(b) to include measurable and rigorous targets and improvement activities. The State
must make its SPP available through public means, including posting on the State educational
agency’s (SEA’s) website, distribution to the media, and distribution through public agencies.
(Section 616(b)(2)(C)()D)

The SPP noted broad stakeholder participation (80 stakeholders) that included representation by
constituents from a variety of agencies such as, public charter schools, the Special Education
Advisory Council, and the Children’s Community Council. A unique addition to the SPP was a
DVD that documented activities conducted during one of a series of stakeholders meetings that
included interactive work with the various agencies.

Under section 616(b)(2)(C)(ii)(II) of the Act, the State must annually report to OSEP on its
performance under the SPP. The State’s first Annual Performance Report (APR) on its progress
in meeting its targets is due to OSEP by February 1, 2007. Attached to this letter you will find
Table A addressing issues identified during our review of the SPP that — while not requiring
disapproval of your plan — will affect our annual determination of State performance and
compliance based on data presented in the State’s APR. As a result, your State needs to provide
additional information as part of its February 2007 APR submission. Table B includes OSEP’s
analysis of your submission related to previously-identified noncompliance or other issues
included in our October 13, 2005 letter that responded to your State’s FFY 2003 APR that also
will require additional reporting in your February 2007 APR submission.
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We hope that your State found the August 5, 2005 guidance on submission of the SPPs and the
technical assistance that we provided through the August 11-12, 2005 Summer Institute, periodic
conference calls, and the SPP Resources website helpful in this endeavor. If you have any
feedback on our past technical assistance efforts or the needs of States for guidance, we would be
happy to hear from you as we work to develop further mechanisms to support State improvement
activities.

Thank you for your continued work to improve results for children and youth with disabilities
and their families. We encourage you to work closely with your State Contact as you proceed in
implementing improvement activities and developing your APR. If you have any questions
regarding the SPP or the APR, please contact Debra Jennings at 202-245-7389.

Sincerely,

: ML&.«D\
Troy R. Just

Acting Director
Office of Special Education
Programs

Enclosures
Table A
Table B

cc: Paul Ban
State Director of Special Education



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

JUN 15 2007

Superiniendent Patricia Hamamoto
Superintendent of Education
Hawaii Department of Education
1390 Miller Street, #307
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Superintendent Hamamoto:

Thank you for the timely submission of Hawaii’s Annual Performance Report (APR) and
revised State Performance Plan (SPP) under Part B of the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA), as amended in 2004.

As you know, under IDEA section 616, each State has an SPP that evaluates the State’s
efforts to implement the requirements and purposes of Part B of the IDEA and describes
how the State will improve its implementation of Part B. In the revised SPP due by
February 1, 2007, States were required to provide information on: (1) specific new
indicators; and (2) correction of any deficiencies identified in the Office of Special
Education Programs’ (OSEP’s) SPP response letter sent to your State last year. States
were also required to submit by February 1, 2007, an APR for Federal fiscal year (FFY)
2005 that describes the State’s: (1) progress or slippage in mecting the measurable and
rigorous targets established in the SPP; and (2) any revisions to the State’s targets,
improvement activities, timelines or resources in the SPP and justifications for the
revisions. Wec appreciate the State’s efforts in preparing the FFY 2005 APR and revised
SPP.

The Department has reviewed the information provided in the State’s FFY 2005 APR and
revised SPP, other State-reported data, information obtained through monitoring visits,
and other public information and has determined that, under IDEA scction 616(d),
Hawaii meets the requirements of Part B of the IDEA. Thank you for your efforts to
improve results for children and youth with disabilities.

The Department’s determination s based on the totality of the State’s data in its
SPP/APR and other publicly available information, including any compliance issues.
The factors in States’ FFY 2005 APR and February 1, 2007 SPP submissions that
affected the Department’s determinations were whether the State: (1) provided valid and
reliable FFY 2005 data that reflect the measurement for each indicator, and if not,
whether the State provided a plan to collect the missing or deficient data; and (2) for each
compliance indicator that was not new (a) demonstrated compliance or timely corrected
noncompliance, and (b) in instances where it did not demonstrate compliance, had
nonetheless made progress in ensuring compliance over prior performance in that area.
We also considered whether the State had other IDEA compliance issues that were
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identified previously through the Department’s monitoring. audit or other activities, and
the State’s progress in resolving those problems. See the enclosure entitled “How the
Department Made Determinations under Section 616(d) of the IDEA in 2007” for further
details,

Specific factors affecting OSEP's determination of meets requirements for Hawaii
included: (1) the State reported 100% compliance for Indicators 16 and 17; (2) the State
reported 96% compliance for Indicator 12; (3) the State reported a high level of
correction for Indicator 15 (94%); and (4) the State reported valid and reliable data for
most indicators. We commend the State for its performance in these areas. Please refer
to the response table for a discussion of valid and reliable data for Indicator 13.

The table enclosed with this letter provides OSEP’s analysis of the State’s FFY 2005
APR and revised SPP and identifies, by indicator, OSEP’s review and acceptance of any
revisions made by the State to its targets, improvement activities (timelines and
resources) and baseline data in the State’s SPP. It also identifies, by indicator, the State’s
status in meeting its targets, and whether the State’s data reflect progress or slippage, and
whether the State corrected noncompliance and provided valid and reliable data. The
table also lists, by indicator, any additional information the State must include in the FFY
2006 APR or, as needed, the SPP due February 1, 2008, to address the problems OSEP
identified in the revised SPP or FFY 2005 APR. The State must provide this required
information. We plan to factor into our determinations next year whether or not States
provided the additional information requested in this table in their FFY 2006 APR, due
February 1, 2008, and may take other actions as well, if the State’s data, or lack of data,
regarding these issues indicates continuing noncompliance.

We hope that the State found helpful, and was able to benefit from, the monthly technical
assistance conference calls conducted by this Office, ongoing consultation with OSEP
State Contacts and OSEP-funded Technical Assistance Center staff, materials found on
the IDEA 2004 website, and attendance at OSEP-sponsored conferences. OSEP will
continue to provide technical assistance opportunities to assist your State as it works to
improve performance under Part B of the IDEA. If you have any feedback on our past
technical assistance efforts or the needs of States for guidance, we would be happy to
hear from you as we work to develop further mechanisms to support State improvement
activities.

OSEP is committed to supporting Hawaii’s efforts to improve results for children with
disabilities and looks forward to working with your State over the next year. If you have
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any questions, would like to discuss this further, or want to request technical assistance,
please do not hesitate to call Debra Jennings, your OSEP State Contact, at 202-245-7389.

Sincerely,

p Mﬁ&;’/_f';’ V;;. W
Patricia J. Guard

Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs

Enclosures

cc: State Director of Special Education



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION ARD REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

JUk 6 2008

Superintendent Patricia Hamamoto
Superintendent of Education
Hawaii Department of Education
1390 Miller Street, #307
Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Superintendent Hamamoto:

Thank you for the timely submission of Hawaii's FFY 2006 Annual Performance Report
(APR) and revised State Performance Plan (SPP) under Part B of the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), as amended in 2004. We also acknowledge the
revisioas to Hawaii’s SPP and APR received on April 14, 2008. We appreciate the
State’s efforts in preparing these documents.

The Department has determined that, under IDEA section 616(d), Hawaii meets the
requirements of Part B of the [IDEA. The Department’s determination is based on the
totality of the State’s data and information including the State’s FFY 2006 APR and
revised SPP, other State-reported data, and other publicly available infarmation. See the
enclosure entitled “How the Department Made Determinations under Section 616(d) of
the IDEA in 2008 for further details.

Specific factors affecting OSEP’s determination that Hawaii met requirements under
IDEA section 616(d) include: (1) Hawaii provided valid and reliable FFY 2006 data
reflecting the measurement for each indicator; and (2) Hawaii reported correction or high
levels of compliance for Indicators 9, 11, 12, 13, (5, 16 and 17. We commend Hawaii
for its performance.

The enclosed table provides OSEP’s analysis of the State’s FFY 2006 APR and revised
SPP and identifies, by indicator. OSEP’s review of any revisions made by the State to its
targets, imprevement activities (timelines and resources) and baseline data in the State’s
SPP. I also identifies, by indicator, the State’s status in meeting its targets, whether the
State’s data reflect progress or slippage, and whether the State corrected noncompliance
and provided valid and reliable data.

If you included revisions to baseline, targets or improvement activities in your APR
submission, and OSEP accepted those revisions, please ensure that you update your SPP
accordingly and that the updated SPP is made available to the public.
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OSEP is committed to supporting Hawaii’s efforts to improve results for children with
disabilities and looks forward to working with your State over the next year. If you have
any questions, would like to discuss this further, or want to request technical assistance,
please do not hesitate to call Debra Jennings, your OSEP State Contact, at 202-245-7389.

Sincerely,
William W. Knudsen

Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs

Enclosures

cc:  State Director of Special Education



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

Superintendent Patricia Hamamoto JN =1 29
Superintendent of Education

Hawaii Department of Education

1390 Miller Street, #307

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Superintendent Hamamoto:

Thank you for the timely submission of Hawaii’s Federal fiscal year (FFY) 2007 Annual
Performance Report (APR) and revised State Performance Plan (SPP) under Part B of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). We also acknowledge the revisions to
Hawaii’s APR received on April 7, 2009. We appreciate the State’s efforts in preparing these
documents.

The Department has determined that, under IDEA section 616(d), Hawaii meets the requirements
of Part B of IDEA. The Department’s determination is based on the totality of the State’s data
and information including the State’s FFY 2007 APR and revised SPP, other State-reported data,
and other publicly available information. See the enclosure entitled “How the Department Made
Determinations under Section 616(d) of the IDEA in 2009” for further details.

Specific factors affecting the Office of Special Education Programs’ (OSEP’s) determination that
Hawaii meets requirements under IDEA section 616(d) include: (1) The State provided valid
and reliable FFY 2007 data reflecting the measurement for each indicator; and (2) The State
reported correction of its FFY 2006 findings of noncompliance or high levels of compliance for
Indicators 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, and 20. We commend Hawaii for its performance.

The enclosed table provides OSEP’s analysis of the State’s FFY 2007 APR and revised SPP and
identifies, by indicator, OSEP’s review of any revisions made by the State to its targets,
improvement activities (timelines and resources) and baseline data in the State’s SPP. The table
also identifies, by indicator, the State’s status in meeting its targets, whether the State’s data
reflect progress or slippage, and whether the State corrected noncompliance and provided valid
and reliable data.

Since you included revisions to baseline, targets or improvement activities in your APR
submission, and OSEP accepted those revisions, please ensure that you update your SPP
accordingly and that the updated SPP is made available to the public.

In its October 17, 2008 Memorandum 09-02, “Reporting on Correction of Noncompliancc in the
Annual Performance Report Required under Sections 616 and 642 of the IDEA,” OSEP provided
Chief State School Officers and Lead Agency Directors with important information regarding:
(1) requirements for identifying noncompliance and reporting on the correction of
noncompliance in States’ APRs; and (2) how OSEP will, beginning with the FFY 2008 APR,
due February 1, 2010, consider the correction of noncompliance in making annual
determinations for States pursuant to section 616(d) of the IDEA. Most significantly, beginning
with our 2010 determinations:
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1. OSEP will no longer consider a State to be in substantial compliance relative to a
compliance indicator based on evidence of correction of the previous year’s
noncompliance if the State’s current year data for that indicator reflect a very low level
of compliance (generally 75% ot below); and

2. OSEP will credit a State with correction of noncompliance relative to a child-specific
compliance indicator only if the State confirms that it has addressed each instance of
noncompliance identified in the data for an indicator that was reported in the previous
year’s APR, as well as any noncompliance identified by the Department more than one
year previously. The State must specifically report, for each compliance indicator,
whether it has corrected all of the noncompliance identified in its data for that indicator
in the prior year’s APR as well as that identified by the Department more than one year
previousty.

It is important for each State to review the guidance in the memorandum, and to raise any
questions with your OSEP State Contact. The memorandum may be found at: http:/spp-apr-
calendar rrfcnetwork.org/explorer/view/id/656.

OSEP is committed to supporting Hawaii’s efforts to improve results for children and youth with
disabilities and looks forward to working with your State over the next year. If you have any
questions, would like to discuss this further, or want to request technical assistance, please
contact Debra Jennings your OSEP State Contact, at 202-245-7389.

Sincerely,

[l i 9 . M
Patricia J. Guard
Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs

Enclosures

cc: State Director of Special Education



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATIVE SERVICES

JUN -3 2010

Honorable Kathryn Matayoshi
Interim Superintendent of Education
Hawaii Department of Education
1390 Miller Street, #307

Honolulu, Hawaii 96813

Dear Superintendent Matayoshi:

Thank you for the timely submission of Hawaii’s Federal fiscal year (FFY) 2008 Annual
Performance Report (APR) and revised State Performance Plan (SPP) under Part B of the
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA).

The Department has determined that, under IDEA section 616(d)(2)(A)(i), Hawaii meets the
requirements of Part B of IDEA. The Department’s determination is based on the totality of the
State’s data and information, including the State’s FFY 2008 APR and revised SPP, other State-
reported data, and other publicly available information. See the enclosure entitled “How the
Department Made Determinations under Section 616(d) of the [DEA in 2010: Part B” for further
details.

Specific factors affecting the determination made by the Office of Special Education Programs
(OSEP) that Hawaii meets requirements under IDEA section 616(d) include: (1) Hawaii
provided valid and reliable FFY 2008 data reflecting the measurement for each indicator; and (2)
Hawaii reported high levels of compliance or correction for Indicators 9, 11, 12, 15, 16, 17, and
20. We commend Hawaii for its performance.

The enclosed table provides OSEP’s analysis of the State’s FFY 2008 APR and revised SPP and
identifies, by indicator, OSEP’s review of any revisions the State made to its targets,
improvement activities (timelines and resources), and baseline data in the State’s SPP. The table
also identifies, by indicator: (1) the State’s reported FFY 2008 data; (2) whether such data met
the State’s FF'Y 2008 targets and reflect progress or slippage from prior year’s data; and (3)
whether the State corrected findings of noncompliance.

As you know, pursuant to 34 CFR §300.602(b)(1)(i)(A), the SEA must report annually 10 the
public on the performance of each local educational agency (LEA) located in the jurisdiction on
the targets in the SPP. Because your jurisdiction is a unitary entity (i.e., the SEA is the only
LEA), you may meet this public reporting requirement by posting your FFY 2008 APR on the
SEA’s website and making it available to the public, consistent with 34 CFR §300.602(b)
(1)(A)(B). If your SPP includes revisions to baseline, targets or improvement activities in your
APR submission, and OSEP accepted those revisions, please ensure that your SPP is updated
accordingly and that the updated SPP is posted on the State’s website and made available to the
public, consistent with 34 CFR §300.602(b)(1)(1)(B).

OSEP is committed to supporting Hawaii’s efforts to improve results for children and youth with
disabilities and looks forward to working with your State over the next year. If you have any
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questions, would like 1o discuss this further, or want to request technical assistance, please
contact Debra Jennings, your OSEP State Contact, at 202-245-7389.

Sincerely,

O

Alexa Posny, Ph.D.
Acting Director
Office of Special Education Programs

Enclosures

cc: State Director of Special Education



