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2006/07 Summary Report

Region *Elementary Middle High Early Education | Total Num-
Schools Schools Schools Programs ber of
Schools
Central 11 4 8 1 24
Southwest 12 1 4 2 19
Southeast 10 1 4 4 19
Totals 67 10 21 16 114

*Elementary Schools include K-8 Schools
Number of School Visits

The I-Team provided consultation services to 171 IEP teams of referred students. Table 8
shows the number of on-site visits by [-Team members. On-site visits are visits to the student’s
school site or home for those students who are in home-based programs. The total number of on-
site visits by [-Team personnel is 970 visits.

Table 8: On-site Visits by I-Team Members

I-Team Personnel Number

of Visits
Regional Educational Consultants (6.0 FTE) 578
Family Resource Consultants (.75 FTE) 36
Augmentative Communication Consultant (1.0 FTE) 120
Nonverbal Communication Consultant (.10 FTE) 20

Consultants for Students with Deaf-blindness (.6 FTE) 105

Physical Therapy Consultant (.5 FTE) 40
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I-Team Personnel Number

of Visits
Cortical Visual Impairment Consultant (.45) 32
Occupational Therapy Consultant (.5 FTE) 40
Total On-Site Visits 970

Number of Professional and Family Contacts

During the 970 school and home visits the I-Team participated in, I-Team members had
face-to-face contact with 1976 professionals and family members. Of the 1976 contacts, 1675 of
them were special educators, general education teachers, related service providers, administra-
tors, and paraeducators. The [-Team also had face-to-face contact with 301 family members dur-
ing on-site consultations with IEP teams this year.

Family Resource Consultants also contacted 86 families with over 325 individual con-
tacts with those families.

Typical Referral Requests

IEP teams request specific support from the I-Team on the referral form they complete to
initiate a referral. The following list indicates the range of referral requests by IEP teams for the
2006/07 school year.

Academic Program Support IEP Development
Assessment Communication Instruction
Augmentative Communication Assistive Technology
Social Skills Instruction Behavioral Supports
Cortical Visual Impairment Inclusion

COACH MAPS

Specialized Instruction Accommodations and Supports
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Collaborative Teaming Curriculum Adaptations and Materials
Family Support Life Skills Instruction

Placement Planning Transition Planning

Dual Sensory Impairments OT / PT Support

Statewide Survey Results

The I-Team conducted two surveys of IEP team members at the end of the 2006/07
school year. The first survey was aimed at the professional members of the IEP team and the
second was for parents. Both surveys were on-line surveys using Survey Monkey
(www.surveymonkey.com/). A link was e-mailed to IEP team members who then had to click on
the attached link and complete the survey using their internet browser.

The e-mail invitation to complete the professional survey was sent to 235 IEP team
members with a request to pass it along to other team members. We received 129 completed sur-
veys, which is a 55% return rate. Surveys were completed by special educators (46%), general
education teachers (4%), related service providers (16%), school administrators (8%), paraeduca-
tors (1%), and community service providers (1%). Twenty five percent of respondents placed
themselves in the “other” category. Respondents in the “other” category included occupational
therapists (4), speech and language pathologists (8), parents (7), and case managers (4). Other
respondents included a vocational rehabilitation counselor, a community service provider and an
assistive technology specialist. Overall satisfaction for I-Team services for those who answered
the professional survey is depicted in Table 9. Of the 129 responses, 95% indicated a positive
satisfaction rating with I-Team services this year. Complete survey results are located in Appen-
dix A.

Table 9: Professional Survey: Overall, I am satisfied with I-Team services.

Rating Number out of a Possible | Percentage of Responses
121 Responses

Strongly Agree (4) 66 54.6%

Agree (3) 49 40.5%
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Rating Number out of a Possible | Percentage of Responses
121 Responses
Disagree (2) 6 5.0%
Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.0%

Average rating on a 4
point scale = 3.55

E-mail invitations were also sent to parents, however, so few parent e-mail addresses
were available that a paper survey with self-addressed stamped return envelopes was mailed to
every family on the I-Team caseload for the 2006/07 school year. Approximately 170 surveys
were mailed to families and 42 total responses were received. Seventeen surveys were completed
on line and 25 were returned and then entered into the Survey Monkey. The overall return rate
was 23%. Overall satisfaction for [-Team services for those who answered the parent survey is
depicted in Table 10. Of the 42 responses, 81% indicated a positive satisfaction rating with I-
Team services this year.

Table 10: Parent Survey: Overall, I am satisfied with I-Team services.

Rating Number out of a Possible | Percentage of Responses
38 Responses

Strongly Agree (4) 15 36.6%

Agree (3) 18 43.9%

Disagree (2) 4 9.8%

Strongly Disagree (1) 4 9.8%

Average rating on a 4

point scale = 3.07

The professional and parent surveys also asked several questions related to the outcomes
of I-Team consultation for school staff, families and students. On the professional survey when
respondents were asked, “I-Team technical assistance and training has resulted in increased skills
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and knowledge of school staff,” 93% of those respondents who indicated the statement was ap-
propriate to their referral issue, indicated a positive response (strongly agree 35% and agree
57%). When asked, “I-Team technical assistance and training has resulted in increased skills and
knowledge of the referred student,” 90% indicate with a positive response (strongly agree 38%
and agree 52%). When parents were asked, ““ [-Team technical assistance and training has re-
sulted in increased skills and knowledge of my child,” 70% indicated with a positive response
(strongly agree 22% and agree 48%). Table 11 depicts these survey results.

Table 11: I-Team T.A. Has Resulted in Increase Skills and Knowledge

Survey Increase Skills and Increased Skills and
Knowledge for School Knowledge for the
Staff Student
Professional Survey 93% Yes 90% Yes
(n=96) (n=287)
Parent Survey Not Asked 70 % Yes
(n =36)

Complete survey results, including a list of all comments from respondents are located in
Appendix A: Professional Survey Results and Appendix B: Parent Survey Results.

Training

During 2006/0 school year the I-Team conducted a variety of training activities ranging
from half-day workshops for an IEP team to regional, statewide and national presentations. The
total number of participants attending I-Team training was 1452. Table 12 details I-Team train-
ing activities for the 2006/07 school year.
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Table 12: I-Team Training Summary

2006/07 Summary Report

Training Topic

Presenters

Location / Date

Participants

Overall
Rating

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

St Johnsbury

9/22/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total # = 63)

4.55 out of
5 points

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

Springfield

9/29/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total #=42)

4.55 out of
5 points

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

Burlington

9/20/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total # = 80)

4.28 out of
5 points

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

Colchester

10/12/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total # = 100)

4.43 out of
5 points

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

Bennington

9/22/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total # = 100)

4.41 out of
5 points

Supporting Children and
Youth with Autism: A
Beginner’s Guide

Ginny Iverson, Tim
Fox, Claire Bruno and
Clare MacFadden

Rutland

9/27/2006

Teachers, par-
ents, community
service providers

(total #=281)

4.51 out of
5 points
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Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
Receptive Communica- Maureen Nevers, Barre City SLPs, Special 4.47 out of
tion Supports and Mary Ellen Seaver- Schools Educators and 5 points
Boardmaker Reid, and Karen See- Paraprofessionals
ger 3/5/2007 (total #=11)
Collaboration for Con- Tim Fox and Janet Quechee Club I-Team, VABVI | Not Rated
sultants of Low Lockyer and Consulting
Incidence Populations - 10/19/2006 Teachers for the
Collaborative Teaming Deaf and Hard of
Hearing
(Total # =50)
Collaboration for Dr. Susan Edelman Quechee Club I-Team, VABVI Not Rated
Consultants of Low and Barbara Miles and Consulting
Incidence Populations - 10/19/2006 Teachers for the
Dual Sensory Deaf and Hard of
Impairments Hearing
(Total # = 50)
Abilities and Marie MacLeod Barre Town UVM Under- 4.39 out of
Adaptations to Promote School graduate Stu- 5 points
Success for Children Mary Ellen Seaver- dents
With Motor Challenges Reid 1/2007
(total #="17)
Considerations for Tammy Loomis and Fair Haven School Staff Not Rated
Educating Students with | Dr. Susan Edelman Graded School
Dual Sensory (total #=13)
Impairments 01/02/2007
Receptive Communica- | Maureen Nevers and Rutland City School Staff Not Rated
tion Supports and Tammy Loomis
Boardmaker 05/04/2007 (total #="17)
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Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
Scheduling for Inclusion Ginny Iverson Chittenden South | Special educa- | Not Rated
S. U. tors, general
educators
May 5, 2007
(total # = 24)
Panel Presentation of Sue Ashworth Newport Parents and pro- | Not Rated
Service Providers for fessionals
Parent to Parent Paula Manzi 3/30/2007
(total # = 65)
Strategies for Supporting Tammy Loomis Rutland High Paraeducators Not Rated
Students with Intensive School
Needs (total #=12)
01/12/2007
COACH Workshop Chigee Cloninger and | Burlington, VT Special Educa- | Not Rated
Ginny Iverson tors, general edu-
Series 1/29/2007 cators, related
service providers
3/23/2007 and parents
5/13/2007 (total # = 40)
Understanding Sen- Marie-Christine Pot- | Morrisville Ele- 20 participants | Not Rated
sory-Motor Needs and vin mentary School
Interventions for Chil-
dren with Autism Dec. 5, 2006
Supporting Children Marie-Christine Pot- Montpelier 30 Participants | 4.42 out of
with Autism Spectrum vin 5 points
Disorder October 25, 2006
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Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
Overview of Autism Marie-Christine University of 100 participants | Not Rated
Spectrum Disorder Potvin Quebec in
Hull, Bachelor
in Nursing
St-Jerome and
Laval, Qc
1/30/2007
Hosted CVI Webinar Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI CVI Mentors Not Rated
Burlington from MD, WV,
DE and VT
3/26/07 (Total = 21)
Hosted CVI Webinar Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI CVI Mentors Not Rated
Burlington from MD, WV,
DE and VT
12/13/2006 (Total = 26)
Hosted CVI Webinar Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI CVI Mentors Not Rated
Burlington from MD, WV,
DE and VT
2/08/2007 (Total = 23)
Hosted CVI Webinar Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI CVI Mentors Not Rated
Burlington from MD, WV,
DE and VT
6/4/2007 (Total = 17)
CVI Workshop - Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI Teachers of the | 3.76 out of
Phase III Interventions Marie MacLeod Burlington Visually Im- 4 points
paired, I-Team
9/15/2006 members

(total # =25)
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Practice Presentation

Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
Considerations for Dr. Susan Edelman West Rutland Professionals, 3.9 out of
Educating Students School paraeducators 4 points
with CVI and Deaf- and family mem-
blindness 2/9/2007 bers
(total #=10)
Considerations for Dr. Susan Edelman West Rutland Professionals, 3.44 out of
Educating Students School paraeducators 4 points
with CVI and Deaf- and family mem-
blindness 1/2/2007 bers
(total #=10)
Considerations for Dr. Susan Edelman Milton Elem. Professionals, 4.0 out of
Educating Students Marie MacLeod School paraeducators 4 points
with CVI and Deaf- and family mem-
blindness 6/14/2007 bers
(total #=9)
Equity and Excellence Dr. Susan Edelman UvM UVM Faculty 3.95 out of
Universal Design 6/13/2007 4 points
Workshop (total #=19)
Equity and Excellence Dr. Susan Edelman U. Mass. University 3.87 out of
Conference - Presenta- Boston Faculty 4 points
tion on UVM Team’s 5/30/2007
Work (total #=15)
Deaf-blind OPI File- Dr. Susan Edelman CDCI I-Team members | 4.0 out of
Maker Pro Training Burlington 4 points
2/19, 2/20 (total #=15)
2007
NCDB Area 2 - Dr. Susan Edelman 5/16/2007 Area 2 State 4.0 out of
Communication of Reps. 4 points

(total# = 14)
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Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
NCDB TA tracking Dr. Susan Edelman 2/19/2007 Area 2 State 3.5 out of
and Evaluation Train- Reps. 4 points
ing (total# = 14)
TRIPSCY Training: Site Facilitators: Interactive TV Special Educa- | 4.39 out of
Making IEP Decisions . tors, Physical and | 5 points
As A Team...Keeping it Marie MacLeod, Montpelier Occupational
Do-able and Making it Marie-Christine Pot- St. Albans therapists,
Work! vin, Ginny Iverson, Speech Patholo-
Craig Barringer, Sue Waterbury gists, administra-
Ashworth, Mary- Rutland tors and parents
Ellen Seaver-Reid
Brattleboro (total # = 44)
White River
Newport
12/12/2006
TRIPSCY Training: Site Facilitators: Interactive TV Special Educa- | 4.32 out of
Writing Measurable and . tors, Physical and | 5 points
Meaningful Goals and Marie MacLeod Montpelier Occupational
eaningful Goals an , ccupationa
Objectives Marie-Christine Pot- St. Albans therapists,
vin, Ginny Iverson, Speech Patholo-
Craig Barringer, Sue Waterbury gists, administra-
Ashworth, Mary- Rutland tors and paraedu-
Ellen Seaver-Reid Brattleboro cators
White River (total # = 41)
Newport
1/9/2007
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Training Topic Presenters Location / Date Participants Overall
Rating
TRIPSCY Training: Sys- Presenter: Interactive TV Special Educa- | 4.46 out of
tematic Instruction Pro- Montpeli tors, Physical and | 5 points
gram Planning and Im- Ginny Iverson ontpelier Occupational
plementation: “What, St. Albans therapists,
How, When, Where and Site Facilitators: Speech Patholo-
" Waterbury . .
Why gists, administra-
Marie MacLeod, Rutland tors and paraedu-
Mgrle-Chrlstlne Pot- Brattleboro cators
vin, Ginny Iverson,
Sue Ashworth, Mary- White River (total # = 41)
Ellen Seaver-Reid Newport
2/6/2007
TRIPSCY Training: IEP Presenter: Interactive TV Special Educa- | 4.16 out of
Implementation and Pro- Montpeli tors, Physical and | 5 points
gram monitoring: mak- Mary Ellen Seaver- ontpelier Occupational
ing Evidence Based De- Reid St. Albans therapists,
cisions Using Data Col- Speech Patholo-
. . t . ..
lection Site Facilitators: Waterbury gists, administra-
Rutland tors
Marie MacLeod,
Marie-Christine Pot- Brattleboro (total # = 37)
vin, Ginny Iverson,, White River
Sue Ashworth Newport
3/13/2007
TRIPSCY Training: Site Facilitators: Interactive TV Special Educa- | 4.49 out of
Comprehensive Evalua- Montpeli tors, Physical and | 5 points
tion Marie MacLeod, ontpelier Occupational
Marie-Christine Pot- St. Albans therapists, ad-
vin, Ginny Iverson, ministrators
Craig Barringer, Sue Waterbury
Ashworth, Mary- Rutland (total #=32)
Ellen Seaver-Reid Brattleboro
White River
Newport
2/6/2007
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Since the summer of 2005, the State I-Team has been responsible for the development
and implementation of the ISE Endorsement Program through the Higher Education Collabora-
tive. The Vermont State Improvement Grant has funded the development of the program since
2005. This spring the first 6 professional special educators completed the 24-credit program and
are eligible for ISE endorsement. Table 13 details the courses taught by I-Team personnel during

2006/07.

Table 13: UVM Courses Taught by I-Team personnel.

Special Education

Course Instructors Semester and Participants Overall
Location Rating

EDSP 201 - Inclu- | Ginny Iverson and | Fall 2006 Special Educators | 3.73 out of 4
sion and Systems | Mary Ellen points
Change for Inten- | Seaver-Reid Rutland / Montpellier (Total # = 5)
sive Special Edu-
cation (3 credits)
EDSP 202: Char- | Ginny Iverson Summer 2006 Special Educators | 4.0 out of 4
acteristics and points
Educational Inter- (Total # = 8)
ventions: ISE
EDSP 224: A Barbara Miles, Fall 2006 Special Educators 4.0 out of 4
Conversational Tammy Loomis points
Approach to and Sue Ashworth | Rutland and Newport (Total #=10)
Communication
EDSP 216: Meth- | Ginny Iverson Spring 2007 Special Educators | 3.29 out of 4
ods and Curricu- points
lum in Intensive Burlington (Total # = 12)
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in Education: ISE
Second-Year Prac-
ticum

Tammy Loomis,
Craig Barringer,
Tim Fox, Mary-
Ellen Seaver-Reid

On Site at the partici-
pant’s school

(Total # =17)

State I-Team 2006/07 Summary Report
Course Instructors Semester and Participants Overall
Location Rating

EDSP 228: Con- Tim Fox Spring 2007 Special Educators | 3.78 out of 4

sultation and Col- points

laboration for Burlington (Total # =17)

Supporting Inclu-

sive Practices in

ISE

EDSP 295: Labo- | Ginny Iverson, Spring 2007 Special Educators | 3.78 out of 4

ratory Experience | Tammy Loomis, points

in Education: ISE | Craig Barringer,, On Site at the partici- (Total # =5)

First Year Practi- | Janet Lockyer pant’s school

cum

EDSP 298: Labo- | Ginny Iverson, Spring 2007 Special Educators | 3.75 out of 4

ratory Experience | Sue Ashworth, points

Highlights for Next Year

1. The I-Team will continue to provide consultation, training and support to IEP teams regarding
the education of children and youth with Autism Spectrum Disorders. In an effort to improve
services to students and families across the state, the I-Team will take the following actions.

A. During the summer of 2007 three I-Team Statewide Consultants will travel to South
Carolina to participate in a weeklong training in the TEECH model for supporting
persons with Autism Spectrum Disorders.

B. In the fall or 2007 the I-Team in conjunction with the State Department of Education
and the Department of Human Services will conduct a three-day series of workshops
for educators, families, and community service providers. The workshops will focus
on positive approaches to addressing challenging behavior and will be repeated in
four locations across the state.

C. I-Team will focus a greater portion of our professional development time on issues
related to educating children and youth with Autism Spectrum Disorders.
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2. The I-Team will assist the State Department of Education with their initiative to identify,
train and support model schools to implement Positive Behavioral Interventions and Supports
(PBIS).

A. Two I-Team members have joined the PBIS Leadership Team and will be trained in
the specific PBIS strategies that will be taught to Vermont model schools.

B. The I-Team will focus a portion of professional development time to learning the
PBIS model supported by the State Department of Education and will assist schools
that we consult with to implement PBIS strategies.

3. The I-Team will continue to work with the federally funded Vermont Project for Children
and Youth with Deaf-blindness to identify students for the Vermont Deaf-blind Census, and
to provide consultation, professional development and family support to students with deaf-
blindness, their IEP teams and their families.

4. 1-Team members will continue to take part in the Cortical Visual Impairment Mentorship
Project offered through the Vermont Project for Children and Youth with Deaf-blindness.
Statewide CVI Consultants will collaborate with regional I-Team consultants to offer identi-
fication, assessment, consultation, professional development and family support to students
with CVI, their IEP teams and their families.

5. The I-Team will continue to teach courses for the ISE Endorsement Program and will support
the efforts of the TRISCPY project.
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