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Agenda

A RTI in 90 seconds

A Variability and obstacles associated with RTI
Implementation across the country

A Retrospective look at Kentucky and SLD eligibility

A General Learning Disabilities vs. Specific Learning
Disabllities

A Blending Cognitive Processing & RTI for SLD
identification (SLD Rubric)

A Case Studies



Tier 3: 1 terventions

Tier 2. Strategic Interventions
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RTI. Core Components

School, Parent,
Community IndividuallyDriven
Ownershipof & ResearclBased
Academic Progress

DataBased
DecisionsDriving Progress Monitor
Instruction




National Look at RTI Implementation

6b0 States-= 50 differentapproaches of RT.bimplementation
o)ariation in-

_ Tlevolutions different stagescofiimplementation
etermination?




Snapshot of State Progress Toward RTI Implementation

MAIN SITE

MATIONAL CENTER ON RESPONSE TO INTERVENTION

RTI State Database

Mational Center on Response to Intervention: RTI State
Database

The States Chart

o _"'| r._.| [

In the State Chart, you can see the answer from all states on these feur questions. To sert by question, click on the arrow next to the question. So see more
informaticn about a state, click on the state name and you will be taken to that state's page.

P Does the state have a P Does the state have RTI h* DUESR;I}ER“IEEEE' P What does the state
State RTI Framework? Components in its SPP? e EEF'DG? 2Elis allow for SLD?
[ P T IQ Discrepancy &
Jabama Yes Ves Yes RTI

Alaska Yes Yes Mo 13 Discrepancy B

e RTI

A rieea IQ Discrepancy B
Jrizona Yes Yes Yes RTI

Aarkansas IQ Discrepancy B
rkansas ¥es Yes Mo RTI
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. . IQ) Discrepancy
California Yes Yes Mo & RTI
Colorado Yes Yes Mo RTI Only

Connecticut Yes Yes Yes RTI Only
IQ) Discrepancy
Delaware Yes Yes Yes % RTI
District Of IQ) Discrepancy
Columbia No No ves & RTI
. IQ) Discrepancy
Florida Yes Yes Mo & RTI
: IQ Discrepancy
Georgia Yes Yes No & RTI
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Kentucky
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Overview of Kentucky

175 school districts
Student mobility affects consistency/continuity
Great variability across KY in
AGeography
ISES

MResources (staff, programs, training, time, money)
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Historical Look at SLD In KY

A 1974: US District Courts issued a provision for KY to establis
procedures and guidelines for districts to identify exceptional
children

A 197479: KY used an achievement discrepancy model: 50%
discrepancy between grade level and performance

A 19791985: KY issued guidelines to try to align with national
trends; the grade level discrepancy was eliminated and local
school districts began trying a variety of severe discrepancy
methodsc in other words, the individual districts chose how

to identify students with SLD



History, continued

A 1985: Due to concerns about identification rates (upwards to
20% Iin some districts), a Kentucky Department of Education
(KDE) task force began looking at the SLD identification
practices in the state

I Determined that a consistent model was needed that
f 221SR U0 Y2NB FIFOU2NAR GKI
standardized assessments

I While the task force worked on the KY model, KDE issuec

a discrepancy model based on a@3nt discrepancy
between ability and achievement



History, continued

Amqoqoov Y Qa4 bSé t NPOS

Aptltudeachlevement discrepancy using the
regression estimated true score formula (tables)

Adaptive behavior assessment inclusion
Behavior observations

Academic processing component
Appropriate learning experiences
Exclusionary factors



History, continued

A 2000: Kentucky Administrative Regulations
(KAR) were revised

I Most components removed

i[] ST oAGK OGKS aGlof Sac¢é
A In 2008, KAR revised to include RTI process i

local districts want to use it



¢CKS b202NRK2dza A

Herrick, Lay, & Matthews 2010 14



