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Objects Affected:
StudentParticipation


StudentPlacement
1.1 Purpose and Justification:

In June, 2004, the Special Programs Work Group began an effort to review and revise its two existing objects, StudentParticipation and StudentPlacement.  The intent of the initial review and proposed modifications was to expand the objects’ support for the reporting of special education data based on reviews of actual state requirements.  Over the course of the last year, however, the group’s objectives were expanded to include support for “out-of-the-box” interoperability and expanded data exchange capabilities to support programs in addition to special education; and the proposed changes were modified and refined as a result of input from new work group participants.

In 2004, as part of a SIF Vertical Reporting Data Collection project, CSIU staff compared the current SIF specification with PA Department of Education (PDE) reporting requirements.  Staff members concluded that adding new elements to current SIF objects would provide the information necessary to satisfy state reporting, and those elements were identified.  In addition, 4GL staff compared the current SIF specification with Maryland State Department of Education (MSDE) reporting requirements for child count, pretest and posttest and identified some further additions.  Finally, there were some other changes discussed at the June 2004 meeting that were incorporated.  
At the September 2004 meeting, all proposed changes were reviewed and discussed by the Special Programs Work Group.  Those changes approved by the work group were incorporated into the object documentation.
At the February 2005 meeting, the objects were reviewed for compliance with Vince Paredes' list of general SIF issues for supporting "out-of-the-box" interoperability in release 2.0; and additional changes were recommended to achieve compliance with the SIFA recommendations.  By 5/31/05, a complete object analysis spreadsheet was developed, and the object tables were removed from this document.  In addition, a draft set of proposed standard code values was developed.
During the June and September, 2005, meetings, the proposed object analysis and standard code set were reviewed again in detail.  Besides improving support for “out-of-the-box” interoperability, an additional goal evolved to provide a first level of support for individualized programs in addition to special education.  Although the group members recognize that not all information required for all programs is currently present, they believe that the objects as modified can now provide a base level of support.  The work group developed an approach for supporting state / local code values, but it was also agreed that if a standard SIFA approach to this issue were developed, the work group would incorporate that into its object structure instead.
1.2 Impact on Existing Objects and Elements:

Both the StudentParticipation and StudentPlacement objects have the following types of changes recommended:

· Additional elements to support documented state reporting requirements

· Renaming of some elements to more clearly identify what those elements are

· Replacement of attributes with elements where the attributes contained true data

· Definition of standard sets of code values.  The NCES Handbook was the primary source used, but work group members, particularly our state participants, suggested additional “SIF” values based on their own knowledge and experience

· Revised structure to support the inclusion of state / local code values in addition to the standard code set.  From discussion within the group and with members of other groups, it became evident that this is a particularly pressing need for supporting the exchange of data about student participation in special education and other programs

· Restructuring of repeating elements in accord with the current SIFA approach
· An effort was made to identify additional mandatory elements where feasible.  However, because the StudentParticipation object in particular is more of a snapshot than an event in concept, most elements cannot be mandatory because they are not all known or available at all times 
· Expanded object descriptions, such that there is more complete explanation of their purpose and intended use

These changes will not impact current SIF implementations.  One vendor (a configurable agent and ZIS vendor) had been certified for the objects as of the June 2005 meeting.  Neither object had actually been implemented as of the September 2005 meeting.  The work group consensus was that without the proposed updated code sets, additional fields and ability to support state / local code sets, the objects would not meet the needs of many districts and states.  The business and test cases for the two objects are unchanged. 
1.3 Time Line:

It is anticipated that the objects will be ready for release 2.0 and that their development and approval will proceed according to the published timelines for that release.  Current target dates are as follows:
	
	Start Time
	End Time

	Object Plan and Business Case
	21-Sep-05
	2-Nov-05

	Executive Director Review
	2-Nov-05
	

	Object Development
	2-Nov-05
	08-Feb-06

	Tech Board and Membership Review
	08-Feb-06
	08-Mar-06

	Test Plan Creation
	2-Nov-05
	15-Feb-06

	Alpha Testing
	15-Feb-06
	15-Mar-06

	Tech Board Endorsement
	1-Apr-06
	


1.4 Changes to Other Objects:

No changes to other objects will be necessary.
1.5 Infrastructure Changes:

No changes to infrastructure will be necessary.

2 Object Definitions

2.1 StudentParticipation

2.1.1 Object Definition

This object contains information pertaining to student eligibility for and participation in an individualized special program such as Special Education, ESL, Section 504, etc.  SIF_Events are reported.  
Specific object contents, proposed standard code values and their sources, and description of changes are documented in Appendix A to this document (see most current version of the Excel spreadsheet entitled “SPWG ParticNPlace Object Plan Appendix A”, worksheets “Participation” and “ParticCodes” respectively).
2.1.2 Sample XML

Needs to be revised. 

2.2 StudentPlacement

2.2.1 Object Definition

This object contains information that describes a specific instructional, related or transitional service that has been prescribed or recommended in the program plan developed for a student who has been placed in an individualized special program.  SIF_Events are reported.

The following notes are intended to clarify the use of this object:

· If assistive technology is considered a service and is prescribed in a general context rather than associated with another specific service, this can be reported as a service by using the appropriate service code

· If transportation is considered a service and is prescribed in a general context rather than associated with another specific service, this can be reported as a service by using the appropriate service code

· If the value of FrequencyTime is not the same for direct and indirect delivery of the service, each delivery can be reported separately (e.g. one instance of the object contains the direct information, the second instance contains the indirect)

· If a state or district requires the reporting of “minutes per week” and does not use the concept of number of sessions, set FrequencyTime to “1 per week” and complete DirectTime / IndirectTime and TotalServiceDuration with the appropriate number of minutes

Specific object contents, proposed standard code values and their sources, and description of changes are documented in Appendix A to this document (see most current version of the Excel spreadsheet entitled “SPWG ParticNPlace Object Plan Appendix A”, worksheets “Placement” and “PlacementCodes” respectively).

2.2.2 Sample XML

Needs to be revised. 
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