[bookmark: _GoBack]Minutes – November 19, 2014       
10 a.m. -12 noon, Cross State Office Building Room 541
Attending Members - Howard Wright (parent); Stephanie Gelinas (program administration); Anna Perkins (private schools and public charter schools); Libby Stone-Sterling (vocational/business); Jacinda Goodwin (McKinney-Vento Act assistance); and Kipp Martines for Debora Gellatly (State services)
Guests - Department of Education Staff: Jan Breton (Director, Office of Special Services); Cynthia Bernstein (SPP/APR Coordinator, Office of Special Services); Shawn Collier (Statistician, Office of Special Services); Jon Braff (State Agency Client/State Ward Program Coordinator) 
Public – Atlee Reilly, Esq., Disability Rights Center
Note: Any Action Items are Underlined
Welcome - Jan Breton, Director, Office of Special Services welcomed the Panel members. 
Review/Approval of Minutes – The minutes of the September 17, 2014 meeting were approved by consensus without changes.
Presentation – Cynthia and Shawn continued the discussion of the State Performance Plan (SPP) target and baseline setting that began at the September 17, 2014 meeting. The worksheet used at the last meeting was sent to all Panel members by email for reference, and copies were available at today’s meeting.  
After that, Jon presented an overview of the recently proposed amendments to Maine Department of Education Regulation Chapter 101 (MUSER). A copy of the proposed amendments and a table of the changes was sent to all Panel members by email for reference, and copies were available at today’s meeting.
Perspectives –  Panel members provided valuable suggestions on the SPP targets and baselines discussed today. 

B-3 (reading and math performance):  The Panel confirmed that the progression on B-3 should move to >90% by 2018, but agreed with Jan that the realistic approach would be to keep the targets flat until we know better how the work on proficiency for both students with disabilities and those without will be done; at first, the progress may be slow but with continued training and analysis of data that will be available next school year from Smarter Balanced assessments being administered in school year 2014-15, it will be easier to predict targets.  Anna agreed that this made more sense than setting high targets that we can’t meet.  However, several Panel members noted that it is important to give school targets that will be incentives to do better.  Jan and Shawn noted that date in the School Report Cards and in the Data Warehouse may help with these predictions.  Libby recommended showcasing outstanding schools’ practices, to demonstrate what works.  Shawn noted a caution that sometimes this isn’t received well, as the showcased schools often don’t have the same risk factors as other schools.  Shawn also noted that he saw the same drops on this Indicator in 5 other states.  For now, the Panel agreed that it made sense to keep the targets flat through school year 2014- 2015, and begin the acceleration to > 90% in school year 2015-16. 

B-4 (suspension/expulsion): The members agreed to keep the targets where they are, as they are low and should be, and our performance here has been at or better than the target.

B-5 (educational environments):  Howard suggested that 80 minute block classes affect the ability of students with disabilities to be in the least restrictive environment (it’s too long for their attention span) and it also affects the number of AP courses that students can take; he wondered if a comparison of schools that do/don’t use block scheduling would inform this discussion.  Jan noted that she doesn’t see the block schedules as the issue but rather implementation of appropriate accommodations in the classroom.  Shawn noted that performance for the >80% regular classroom category has been trending down, moving away from the target of > 65%, so he wouldn’t recommend lowering the target.  Performance for the <40% regular class category and the separate facility trends also are downward, moving toward the target, and we are almost at target, so he’d recommend keeping those targets where they are.  The members suggested the target for the >80% regular class category be raised from > 65% to >70% by school year 2018-2019, the target for the <40% regular class category be lowered to < 8% by 2018, and the separate facility target stay at <3.1% for school year 2018-2019.  Jan noted that she would have a team discussion on what is understood by <40% v. separate facility and how the schools are understanding them, in their reporting; Jan or Shawn will email the members with a clarification on this.

B-8 (parental involvement):  Shawn noted that there is no real difference in the high performance on this Indicator between the 3-5 year olds’ program and the school age program.  CDS does do yearly surveys, while the school age data are based on surveys of the monitoring cohort (1/6 of the schools) for the given year.  He also explained that the >91% is a range that allows for some minor fluctuations, and that performance continues to go up.  The members agreed to stay with the current target as a range.

Cynthia will summarize the data and request for input on Indicators B-6 and B-7 [relative to CDS, with prompts for their consideration], and on Indicators B-14, B-15 and B-16.  Panel members will watch for the email from Cynthia and provide additional comments to her by the due date she will provide in the email; comments will be due to Cynthia before the January 21 meeting, for consideration in finalizing the SPP Indicator targets [the report is due the first week of February, so Libby noted that it is important to send comments to Cynthia by email before the late January meeting]. 

The Panel members also offered some comments on some of the proposed amendments. 
Libby will summarize the comments of the Panel on Chapter  101 and submit them to the Department, on behalf of the Panel, by the comment deadline (Friday, November 21, 2014).
Public Perspectives – Mr. Reilly offered a written illustration of a comment on the proposed change to the timeline for evaluation that he will be submitting to the Department before the comment deadline, on behalf of the Disability Rights Center.
Logistics – It was noted that we have two vacancies (Brian Doore; Stephanie Barrett) and suggested replacements offered by Panel members have been forwarded to the Governor’s office, as these are gubernatorial appointments. Panel members will send along any suggestions for topics for the January meeting, and will bring suggestions to that meeting for a discussion with co-chairs on ways to  increase regular attendance at meetings. 
Next meeting - Wednesday, January 21, 2015, 10 a.m.-12 noon in CSOB, Room #541 (5th floor). 
Adjourn - The meeting was adjourned at 12 noon.

