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severity of their disability, and who are in need of ‘s'peéial education

and related services, are identified, located, and evaluated.

(2) A practical method is developed and implemented to determine
which children are currently receiving needed special education and
related services.” ‘ ) |
Clearly, Congress intended schools to aggressively undertake this task. The burden of

responsibility is on the schools, not the parents, to identify eligible children.

5. Evaluation .

‘ The abuses of special education programs, aé well as their su'ccesse.s, are ine;.tricably‘
bound to the evaluation process. An evaluation is a procedure for discerning the nature and
severity of a child’s disability and his or her educational needs. Placement of a disproportionate
number of minority students in classes for educable mentally retarded children based on -
discriminatory evaluation procedures is one example of an ébusive process. Culturally biased
testing or reliance ona single instrument oxf opinion can lead to this situation. On the other hand,

‘many children are never assessed, or are assessed too late; other éhildrcn are misclassified or
receive inadequate evaluations (e.g., important aspects of the child’s behavior, performance, or
hC'fllth are not diagnosed). In these instances, the child is denied essential educational services.
Those children who receive a thorough and appropriate evaluation are more likely to receivé
services tailored to their needs. A good evaluation forms the cornerstone of a free appropriate
public education. o ) ' |

1 IDEA and its regulations recognize that fair evaluation procedures, which culminate in
comprehensive and accurate assessments of children with disabilities, are necessary in order to

maximize the benefits of special education and related services. IDEA requires agencies to

conduct a full and individual evaluation of a child’s needs before the initial provision of special

education and related services to a child with a disability.? This initial evaluation requirement is

sigiiificant because it was intended to halt the arbitrary placement practices that had pervaded

special éducation.

Mets forth several specific provisions that educational agencies must follow in
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eva]uating children with disabilities. Agenciés are prohibited from using testing and evaluation
materials and procedures that are culturally or racially discriminatory.” Agencies must proi'ide
and administer all tests and evaluation materials in the child’s native language or primary mode
of communication if at all feasible. Evaluation materials must include those tailored to assess
specific educational areas; a simple “IQ” test is inadequate.” When evaluating children with
impaired sensory, manual, or speéking skills, materials must be selected and administered to
ensure that the impairment itself will not distort or skew test results.’® An assessment cannot rely
on just one single criterion for determining a child’s educational needs.” Evaluations must be
conducted by a multidisciplinary group including ‘atﬁleast‘ one teacher or specialist knowledgeable
-about the suspected disability.* |

* Finally, each child with a dlsablhty or suspected of having a dlsablhty must be evaluated
in all areas of the suspected dlsablllty. This may mclude health, vision, hearmg, social, and

‘emotional status, academic performance, and motor and communication abilities.”

lndependent Evaluation

If parents dlsagree with the public agency s evaluation, they have aright toan
independent educational evaluation at public expense.** [If an agency-initiated hearing finds that
the original evaluation was satisfactory, parents can still obtain an independent evaluation if they
pay for it. If an independent evaluation is made at private expense, the results must be |
considered in any decision by the IEP team regarding provision of a free appropriate public

"education to the child.®

Re-evaluation A
| Recognizing that a person’s needs and physical condition can change, the regulations
speeifically require that each child be re-evaluated at least once or more often every three years,
if conditions warrant or if the parent or teacher requests it. If the parent or teacher requests it, the
_ re‘-evaluation may be more frequent.*® This provision protects children from becoming
“forgotten” after initial placement in a special education program. It ensures that a child’s

changing educational needs are identified and that appropriate instructional strategies and
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" interventions are utilized.

6. Individualized Education Program

The centerpiece of the IDEA, the individualized education program, is the central

building block that parents use to ensure that an appropriate program is developed that meets

their child’s unique educational needs.

Under IDEA, public agencies, as well as private schools where children with disabilities

- are placed by school districts, must develop and implement an IEP for each of these students.”

Public agencies must conduct meetings on at least an annual basis in order to develop, revise, or

3 review each child’s IEP.” The public agency must also ensure that an IEP team for each child

ingludes
SO
2

©)

@

©)

(6)

@)

the parents of the child,

at least one regﬁlar education teacher 6f the child (if the child 1s, or may be,

participating in the regular education environment),

at least one special education teacher of the child or, if appropriate, at least one

special education provider of the child,

a representative of the public agency who

(i)  is qualified to provide, or supefvise the provision of, specially designed
instruction to meet the unique needs of children with disabilities,

(ii) s knowledgeable about the general curriculum, and ;

(iii) is knowledgeable about the availability of resources of the public agency;

an individual who can interpret the instructional implications of evaluation results,

who may be a member of the team described in paragraphs (2) through (6) of this

sectién, v

at the discretion of the parent or the agency, other individuals who have knowledge .

or special expertise regarding the child, ihclqding related services personnel as

appropriate, and - |

if appropriate, the child®

The IEP is a written statement that must be in effect before special education and related

services are provided to a child. After it is developed or reviewed, it must be implemented
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'+ without undue delay. It must be developed reviewed, and revised during mcetmgs that 1nclude a

_ representative of the school or agency who is qualified to provide or supervise the prov1snon of
. spec1a1 education; the child’s special education teacher; the child’s parents; the child, if -
| appropriate; an individual who can interpret the instructional implications of evaluation results;

“and other individuals at the request of the parent or agency: ,

‘. Contents of IEP
‘ “Each IEP must contain specific information regarding the child’s educational needs. It
Imust include the following: _ 4
a. A statement of present levels of performance including
i how the child’s disability affects involvement and progress in the general
cumculurn and

il. ‘how, for preschoolers, the disability affects participation in appropriate

activities.
b. A statement of measurable annual goals, including benchmarks or short-term

objectives, related to
i. = meeting the child’s needs that result‘frorn the child’s disability to enable
the child to be involved in and progress in the general curriculum, and
ii. meeting each of the child’s other educational needs tha; result from the
child’s disability. '
c. A statement of the special education and related services and supplementary aids
and services to be provided to the child; or on behalf of the child, and a statement

of the program modifications or supports for school personnel that will be,

provided for the child to
i. advance appropriately toward, attaining the annual goals,

il be involved and progress in the general curriculum and to participate in
extracurricular and other nonacademic activities, and ‘
iii.  beeducated and participate with nondisabled children in the general

curriculum and in extracurriculum and other nonacademic activities.
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d. 'An explanation of the extent ':if.any, to which the child will not participate with

| nondisabled children in the regular class, in the general cumculum, and in other
activities (extracurricular and other nonacademic activities).

e. A statement of any individual modifications needed for the student to participate
in state- and districtwide assessments, or, if the IEP team detennines“that the |
child will not participate in such assessments, a statement of v?hy such
assessments are not appropriétc and how the child will be assessed. -

. The projected dafe for the beginning of services and quiﬁéatiéns and
~ frequency, locaiion and duration of services and inodiﬁcations
g. Beglnnmg atage 14, a statemcnt of the child’s transmon scrvxcc needs focusmg
- on the child’s course of study (such as participation in advanccd-placement :
courses or vocanonal education programs)

“h A statement of how the child’s progress toward the annual goals will be
mcasured and how parents will be regularly informed (by such means as report
cards), at least as often as parents of nondlsablcd children are informed of thc1r
nondisabled children’s progress toward goals and the extent to which the
prog‘réss is sufficient to enable the child to achieve the gonls by the end of the
year. _ ,

’ The references to the general education curriculum were added to the IEP requireménts
:by IDEA ’97. The LRE statements regarding any nonparticipation with children without
~'disabiiitie:s‘ were also strengthened in tne reauthorization. IDEA ’97 added some specific
considerations for the IEP team regérding behavior needs, language needs of children with B
flimitcd English proficiency, media needs for children who need instruction in Braille,
‘communication needs for children who are deaf of hard of hcéring, and assistive technology
needs. The requirement that a child’s IEP include a statement rega:ding the child’s participation
in state- and districtwide assessments reflects a new accountability requirement in the law. It is
now expected that nearly all children with disabilities will participate in such assessments and

districts will be held as accountable for their progress as they are for nondisabled children.
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7. Procedural Safeguards Y

IDEA requires public agencies to establish and implement a system of proéedural

safeguards including the following:

o A right to the opportunity to examine records.*
Parents have the right to examine all records pertaining to the identification, evaluation, or
placement of a child, or to the provision of a free and épﬁropriate education.
A right to obtain independent educational evaluations and be assured protection in
evaluation procedures.
A right to prior notice. A
Schools cannot propose or refuse to identify, evaluate, or place'a child, or provide a free
appropriate public education to a child with or suspected of having a disability,'v“without first
notifying the parents inf writing. This notice inust be sent a reasonable time in advance of the
proposed action. It must describe the school’s proposal (e.g., change in placement), other
options considered but discarded, or any test, evaluation procedure, record, or report used by
the school as a basis for its proposal. It must be written in language “understood by the
general public;” and, if necessary, translated into the parents’ native language (if officials
know that the parents do not read, the notice must be read or otherwise communicated to
* them so that they understand what it means).
. Aright to parental consent.”
A‘, Schools must obtain parental consent before conducting any evaluation or initial provision
. of special education and related services. If parents do not consent, the agency can use the
- due process hearing procedure to obtain a decision ‘tok proceed with the evaluation or
-placement regardless of parental consent. Parents must be notiﬁea about their rights, the

'school’s actions, and the outcome of the hearing, and their right to appeal.

® A right to an impartial due process hearing.*”

When parents disagree with the school on the identification, evaluation, placement, or their
child’s service needs, they can request a due process fair hearing before a neutral hearing
officer.” The district or agency responsible for the child’s education conducts and pays for

the hearing. Further, the school is obligated to tell parents about free and low-cost legal or
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other relevant services such as expert witnesses. If a parent wins a hearing or subsequent
appeal in court, a court may award attorney fees incurred in litigating the matter to the =
parents. ‘ ‘ |
" ° A right to administrative appeal and civil action in state or federal court.
@ A right to the provision of surrogate parents.

- ® A right to confidentiality.
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1. 20US.C. § 140l0(d)(1),(A), 1401(8)(D)_(1997).

2. Susanne Lea, The Heart of the Educational Process, Disability Rights Education and Defense |
Fund, 1980. ' B ' p

3. 34CFR. § 300.305.
4. 34CEFR. § 300.300 (a)(1).
5. 20 US.C. § 1401(3) and 1412(a)(1)XB)(ii).
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'8. 20 U.S.C. § 1412 (2)(10)(c).
9. 20 US.C. § 1401 (25).
10. 34CER. § 300.16; see also 20 U.S.C. § 1401(22).
11 34CFR.§ 104._4(b)(ii), 104.4(b)(ii).
_3 12. 20 U.S.C. § 1412(a)(5). '
13. 34CFR. §300.552.
:14. 34 C.FR. §300.553.
15. 1d.

- .16. Thomas K. Gilhool, The Right to an Effective Education: From Brown to PL 94-142 and
Beyond. Dorothy Lipsky and Alan Gartner, Beyond Separate Education, 1989.

'17. 34 CF.R. §300.552.
18. 34 C.F.R. §300.554.
19. 1d.

20. 34 CE.R. §300.555.

21. 34 C.F.R. § 300.556.
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The term “parent” is defined to include Jegal guardiaﬂs and designated surrogate parents. 20

U.S.C. § 1402(19).

23.
2,

2.
2.
27.
2.
29.
30.
31.
32,
3
34,
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40
41.
2.

43.

34 C.F.R. § 300.344-300.345 .

34 C.F.R. § 300.506 ef seq.

34 CER. § 300.125@)(1D)0)-Gi).
34 C.F.R. § 300.531 et seq.

20 U.S.C. § 1414(b)3)(D).

20 U.S.C. § 14140b)(3)(ii)-

20 U.S.C. § 1414(b)(2) and (3). -
34 C.FR. § 300.532(0)

34 C.F.R. §300.532(d).

34 C.FR. § 300.532(¢).

20 US.C. § 1414(b).

34 CER. § 300.503(b).

34 C.ER. § 300.503(c)(1).

34 C.ER. § 534(b).

34 C.F.R. § 300.341.

34 C.F.R. § 300.343.
34 C.F.R. §300.344.
34 C.F.R. § 300.502.
34CFR.§ 306.504(b).

34 CF.R. § 300.500 ef seq.

“Neutral” means the officer is not employed by the school or agency servicing the child and

does niot have a “personal or professional” conflict of interest that would compromise his or her
objectivity in the hearing. Both the Bureau of Education for the Handicapped (BEH) and the
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Office for Civil Rights (OCR) have stated that school board members cannot sefve‘as' hearing
officers. (OCR Policy Interpretation No. 6, 43 F.R. 36036, August 14, 1978. BEH policy letter of
April 19, 1978, 2 EHLR 211:21).
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‘Letters to Secretary Riley from Members of Congress
and from One Governor
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dtn naress of the Wnited States
Washinaton, BE 20515

September 2, 1998

Honorable Richard Riley
Secretary

U.S. Department of Education -
Washington, DC 20202

Dear Mr. Secretary:

We are deeply concerned over the U.S. Department of Education's decision to impose
"special conditions' on the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania's award under the Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) for the 1998-99 school year. It appears that in making this
‘conditional award, the Department is taking the first step towards threatening to deny over $139
~ million in Federal assistance to over 200,000 children with disabilities in Pennsylvania. We
strongly urge you to review the appropriateness of the Department's actions and to consider a
more constructive approach to ensuring compliance with IDEA in Pennsylvania.

According to Assistant Secretary Judith Heumann's July 20™ award letter to Pennsylvania
Secretary of Education Eugene Hickok, the Department's decision to impose these special
conditions was based on its conclusion that the Commonwealth "has a history of unsatisfactory
performance and has failed to conform to the terms of previous awards with respect to its
obligation to ensure provision of a free appropriate public education to children with
disabilities". However, this conclusion is largely based on continued problems experienced by
only one of Pennsylvania's 501 school districts, the Harrisburg School District. '

It is our understanding that the issues related to Pennsylvania's supervision of local
districts have already been resolved. The Office of Special Education Programs'
(OSEP) 1994 report on the Commonwealth's supervision of school districts was primarily critical
of the previous administration's failure to conduct reviews of school districts for compliance with
~ the requirements of IDEA. Since Governor Ridge took office in 1995, Pennsylvania has
instituted cyclical reviews of school districts throughout the Commonwealth so that all school
districts are reviewed by the Pennsylvania Department of Education (PDE) every 5 years.

~ We also question the basis upon which the Department has made this decision. It is our
understanding that in doing follow-up reviews, the Department focused on a judgmental sample
of 6 school districts, with a particular focus on-singling out the Harrisburg School District. The
Department concedes that despite some continued deficiencies, Harrisburg has made a number of
improvements in addressing its
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compliance issues. Moreover, PDE has extensively monitored the Harrisburg School District in
addition to providing it with technical assistance. Given this, we fail to see' how the Department
can reasonably draw such a conclusion about Pennsylvania's overall performance in exercising

- supervision of local school districts under the IDEA.

Finally, despite the Harrisburg School District's progress and efforts in continuing to
address these issues, the Department on several occasions has urged Pennsylvania to deny
Federal IDEA funds to the district. We fail to see how taking this punitive action will improve
the current situation in Harrisburg. Such an action would only hurt children with disabilities in
the Harrisburg schools and shift even more of the financial costs on to local taxpayers. The »
Department should support PDE's continued efforts to work with the Hamsburg School District
to fully comply with IDEA. :

Secretary Hickok and Special Education Director Penn have demonstrated their
willingness to do what is necessary to ensure that children with disabilities in Pennsylvania
receive a free appropriate public education. We urge you to reconsider the conditions placed on
Pennsylvania's IDEA funding and to provide additional assistance to help the Harrisburg School
District comply with the IDEA requirements.

If you have any questions regarding this matter, please do not hesitate to contact any of
us, or have your staff contact Jeff Andrade on the House Committee on Education and the
Workforce staff at 225-6553.

Sincerely,
BILL GOODLING _ ARLEN SPECTER
Chairman, Committee on . U.S. Senator

Education and the Workforce

GEORGE W. GEKAS , RICK SANTORUM
Member of Congress - U.S. Senator '
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April S i

The Honorable Richard W. Rilay
Secretary of Education

U.5. Department of Zducation
400 Maryland Averue, S.W.
Washington, D.C, 20202

Dear Secratary Riley: “

We are writing you Lo reguest that the U.S. Departament of
Education (DOE). Office of Speczial Educaticn 2ragrems (0S22),
release §50 m.. llion in federal special educa:;cr. furéing for

’ V.*..rgm..a public school divi s..czs.s.

It has heen bhrought to our atzentien thae 2 disagresmanc has
arisen batween theé U.S. DOE and the Virginia Deperrment of
Educationr (VDOE) which stems from &iffering interpretatizns of
policies undsr the Individuals wick Disabilicies Zducasion Act
(ICzA) ., It is our understanding that rscent ..ega:*a:-ons nave
£ailed ko reach a conpromise and v...:':zn:.a 3 Atcornsy General hasg
filed for an injumction ssking the 7.5, Court of Appesls for tha
Fourth Circuit in Richmend to order the J.S. DCE to release $5¢
million used for eduzating ssudains w*:!: disazilicies. 7The
Attarney General has also filed an administrative zppeal with vour
Deparcment. - . :

Approximazely 76 out of 123,000 special educaticn students are
affected by the U,S. DOE‘s polizy iz :e*;retatien. Clearly, iz &
unfalr to hold all children with special sducation needs {rn the
;c::mcr.waal':n nostage to-& é.iaagrssmn.. over pclicy interpretatizno,
‘We vrgs the U.S8, 3I0E 2o mediatel} release the Parv B grant award
under IDE2 while this macter &s peing rascived at the
administrative and the 3\1&.:13.. levu:.

Your pwompt respcnae on t....i.s ma...:e* will be r*atiy
‘ apprec:.atacx. :

~ Sinceraly,

g W, Wazter -
s Sanasncy
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Tne Honorable Richard W, Riley
april 15, 1994 ,

Page 2 : .
zarles §. Robb Eerbert ¥, Bateman '
8. Senstor Yember cf Congress

Rick Boucher
< = af Congress

Bttt

Robert W. Goodlatee

* slia I.. Byé . |

er of Congrass

:>?a¢?'£59g‘*____

Moran,

Xembev of chg'ess Yemder of Cqu~ess .
a g::> Pickant
nemoer of cv g*ess - Hemaa. cf Ccaqress

Robert U Scott

Norman Sisisky
Henker of Congress

Memhe® of Congress

Wank R, Welf
Kember of Cengress
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COMMON WEALTI of VIRGINIA
Offict of the Governor

Alsh
Gaeret

Febeuxry 13, 1954

m&m\

The Honorabie Rizhard W, Riley
Secretary of Feneation N
United States Tepariment of Edueation
400 Maryland Avenue, SW

Washington, D. . 20202

Dmsmfaﬂay:

Immﬁhgwnquamas&mrd&dte&:&wmne{chﬂdmwﬂh
disabilities in Vieginia,

In Decamber 1993, the Office of Special Ednamn?mm (OSEP) requested.
wmvmhnmormmmma incorpurate in its stwre
regulations & mquirement that when a chfld with a disability 3 expelled o Suspeaded
from school because of miscanduct which bas been prupaely deteemined to be
unrelated ta the disahiliy; the local schoud division mus continus o provide the child
with & frec approprizte public alucslon, OSEP also Indicared thar vnlzss VA DOE
implemented this “reguet”, spproximazely 360 million i funding onder the Individuals
vranmmmmcmmmmum _

mmmw.mmmmmmamw%a
student's individus] educarion plan (EP). The IEP must meet the disabilicy-related
needs of the smxdent.  Under OSFP's policy, howsver, the [EP would be amendad (
© based, net on 2 student's disability, but on student behavier having nothing to do with

his o¢ her disability. Such s policy is without sanitory suppert, and is not sat forth in
any mgniation.

 The ¢ircumatanses in which this issge has erisen aro st forth in the attached
memaorandum from Dr. William C. Besher, k., Superintendent of Public Imsuction.

crmmwma,unozwwmmwmmgm
fund4 undes this progras.

Slalo Cagilel » Xadmannl, Viegida 234 ¢ {i0e) 2221 » TER (A04) 3714008
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The legsl validity of OSEPs "requent” is subject to sarlous question, and the
withholding of funds under thess clrcumstances ig particularty fnapproprists, Many
localities throughout Virginia face Imeminent fiscal hardship as & result of OSEPs
action. At s minimum, the affected finds should be relsesed immadiataly, ond the
m{qﬂwwmmmmwmmnmam,m
mmemyspe:hldmdmchﬂdmmdwhooldxmmwmhcowmﬁn
Federal suppert. .

Anfmgomyumdfmmmnwmeaxpm
genemted hars in Virginia by the withholding of approximately $60 million in fedeal -
ﬁmdstowhschthcﬂmnm!ﬂxd%ghhkwuddwdcupphabhhwmd
regulstions.

My concems, howeves, $o beyond the Iswes of feleralism und finances
lmpﬂm«!byOSﬁ'spﬁcy m«mwn&mo{mmvw
studes aceomtability, v

- msmquwnmmwmmwmy
 violate school disciplinary rales with impunity. Under OFPx policy, srndems with
disabilities enjoy special protection from disciplinary action even when their actions,
consdnuting violadons of schonl regularions, tre untelated 1o tny disabling eondition ar
conditions, Thix Is rrue even in elecumstances where the disability is slight and the

mwmkmmmnmﬁmammhml mnldngamche:,or
distributing drogs. -

muwmysamwm&mkmycm
OSEFs policy. Moreover, thase gre times whea young people need to be tught to
mzmmfammwcsmmmmy&m

. mesage,

, Lt mo gssure m&ﬂwk?zmm&:ﬁmmwdx
Vﬂghsmdmmctdaabbdmndumnmmwhmwﬁnw

- federal provisions. The OSED pollcy, however, is to the detritnent of all smdents -
dischled end non-disabled, ¥ is an [-concelved “roquewt®, and one which is withenr 2
sound basis in law-or public palicy, - :
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1 respectfully urge you to order that the ffected funds be released during the
pendency of this dispute, - Purther, T request tar the Commonwealth of Virginia be

wm:wmwmwmmemmmmmw
question for consideration by you and, if secessary, the President,

| mmmwammmcm-mdwma |
excesnive fedaral mandates. We are heamened by that limaly expression, and leck
farward ta your beneflelal intervention Ia this matter,

GAfpw
Amdmnt

o Thnﬁoambl:ﬁemb‘t Sgo
_ :Smtaxrcfm

Dr. Willkem €. Bosher, Jt.
smmm«muemmm
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Appéndix E

Organizational Structure of the U.S. Department of Education
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Office of S Office of
Secretary of Education . .
General Counsel™ Public Affairs
] Deputy Secretary
Office of !ns;l)ector Under Secretary DECISION/STRATEGY
Genera ; SUPPORT
Executive Management
EXTERNAL RELATIONS BUDGET, POLICY, & PLANNING Committee
Office of Budget | Re-invention Coordinating
Legislation and Service Council
Congressional Affairs
OPERATIONS
Office of Planqing and Office of
intergovemnmental and Evaluation Service — Management
Interagency Affairs C
Office of the Chief
: PROGRAMS Information Officer
Office of the Chief
Office of Office of Office of 1 Financial Officer
- POStSéOO')dafy Etementary and Secondary] Educational Research and
Education Education Improvement
| [ l ]
Office of Office of Bilingual Office of Special Educatio Office for
Vocational and Education and Minority and Rehabilitative Service: Civil Rights *
Adult Education Languages Affairs *

* * Offices with IDEA-related enforcement responsibilities
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Office of Spec‘ial.Education Programs

Office of the
Director
Program Support
Services
| j |

! Monitoring and State Research to

. Improvemept Division F’racticeI Division

' ] i .

| ! | | ] ] |

Team Team Team Early Elem & Second | Second Trans/ National

A B Cc Childhood Middle School| | Post Second Initiatives

Office of Spgcial Educationmand Rehabilitative Services

Assistant Secretary
]

Deputy Assistant
Secretary

Executive Administrator

Correspondence | Communication and Media
Control Unit Support Services

Policy and Planning Management and Support
Staff : Staff

Office of Special Education Rehabilitation Services - National Institute on Disability &
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DETERMINED TO BE AN

| ADMINISTRATIVE MARKING
MONITORING INITIALS: 8L, DATE: 17097/
01 -0103-3 ‘
®  Develop and implement a program of monitoring and technical assistance.
® - Conduct pre-site monitoring activities, such as self-assessment, public meetings, outreach

meetings, document review, and interviews with knowledgeable individuals, to assist in
~* the identification of issues on which to focus. :

e  Carry out on-site activities, such as interviews with state education agency (SEA)
officials, local education agency (LEA) administrators, and service providers, and
document review, for the purpose of identifying areas of noncompliance and determining
needed corrective action. ‘ '

® Develop monitoring report to describe areas of noncompliance and needed corrective

action.

° Work with state agencies to develoﬁ corrective action plan. '

®  Provide or coordinate the provision of technical assistance in the development and
implementation of the corrective action plan activities. 4

® Conduct follow-up activities to determine the effectiveness of the completed corrective
actions and determine the need for further corrective action activities.

° Maintain records and materials relafed to compliance .monitoring.

® _ Respond to requests for information on the monitoring of states.

®  Review monitoring procedures annually and recommend revisions to improve the

effectiveness and efficiency of Monitoring and State Improvement Planning Division
(MSIP) monitoring procedures.

ELIGIBILITY DOCUMENTATION/APPLICATION REVIEW

® . Inform states of requirements and procedures for submitting eligibility (policy and
‘ procedures) documents/application.
] Track required eligibility documents/application submissions and follow up with state
agencies, as needed. ,
. ® Review state policy and procedures/application documents and recommend approval.
'@ Coordinate the review and approval of the policy and pro'cedureé/applicatidn with other

teams, divisions, and offices.

° Provide technical assistance to state agencies to amend eligibility documents/application,
" 'as needed, to ensure their consistency with federal requirements.
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©  Prepare the eligibility documentation/application approval and grant award letter and
track through clearance. '

o Carry out any follow-up activities, such as reviewing amendments and ensuring
appropriate public notification, with the state agencies and other education offices.

®  Maintain records and materials related to eligibility documentation/application review
and approval. '

COMPLAINT RESOLUTION
o Work informally with customers and partners to provide information and resolve
' complaints. '
o Refer complaints received to the SEA and track SEA resolution of complaints.
® . Review and draft responses to.requests for Secretarial Review.
._ o Analyze state complaints to determine péﬁéms of noncompliance or problerns in

resolution and provide technical assistance to the SEA in improving its procedures.

In addition to these monitoring/eligibility determination/complaint activities, the teams
provide customer service and participate in core agencywide activities such as strategic planning.

* This description of the Division’s activities is adapted from a document provided by the US.
Department of Education in September 1998, titled Monitoring and State Improvement Planning
Division, to reflect some of the operational changes resulting from the IDEA reauthorization.
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Appendix G

Summary: State by State Monitoring Outcomes
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State Alabama ' Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/22/95

Date of Final Report 2/21/96 Time Elapsed in Days 152
FAPE .......... e e ee i eee e e ... Noncompliant
ESY ........ S . Noncompliant -
Related Services . ... .. ... . No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ...................ccoinn.. A No Information
- Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ... ..... No Information
LRE ..ivviniiiiininninenninens, tresrsasene cestriceieranaenes Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ............ .. ... ... ... ... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
~ Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... .....No
* Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
IEPs ......... feteesesenaateaarraias s eeseeteetacnanennns No Information
Content ........... i e Compliant
Meetings ............ et No Information
Transition Services............. ettt «+sesees... Noncompliant
CNotice .o e Noncompliant
- Statement of Needed Services ...............ccoiiiieinenn.... No Information
. Meeting Participants ...............oiiiiiiiie i Noncompliant
General Supervision ............ Crtresseceeseieeciaataone . - Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . .......... . Noncomphant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications ... .c.................. Compliant
Complaint Management . . ............. . it Noncompliant
Resolvedwithin60Days .. ....... ... . ... .. ... ... . .... Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint . .............. ... .. ... .. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS .. ... ... . i i No Information
Method to Determine Compliance .......................... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information -
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ...
Correction of Deficiencies ................ e e No Information
:Procedural Safeguards ..... i et rhieesesseia e . ... . Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ................ I Noncompliant
Content 0f NOHCE . . ... oottt e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ...t ~. .. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protectionin Evaluation ..........ccooviiiiiiiiiiiiiniiennnnsn. Compliant
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ADMINISTRATIVE MARKING
: . - INITIALS: B¢ DATE:#1//09//0 ‘
. State Alaska  h-0ie3-S Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/27/96
.. Date of Final Report 5/14/97 AANCID E‘NH?H: ' Time Elapsed ;n Day§ 2;9
o GUNI
LRE ......... Ceeee ettt s e Cerreeseeeeas No Information
Ed. w/Nondis. /Removal only when Alds/Serwces Standard Met .. ... No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. e No Information
PlacementBasedonIEP ...................0.......... A No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .................. .. .. No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ........ R . ‘No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Ségregated School V151ted‘7 ........ Yes
- Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ...................... No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ....................... No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No
CIEPs ............ S eetstessateettectntaaaansaeesaneaes . . Compliant
' Content ....... R e e . ... Compliant
Meetings ......... F PO S . ... Compliant
Transition Servxces........ ..... eeeneans e eree e eaeaaans ‘Noncompliant
. Notice .......coovveunnn. e e 'Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Sermces e e e . . . Noncompliant
, Meeting Participants ........................ e Noncompliant
- General Supervision ........... ... ....... creeresesssassssss.. Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ........ ... ... . i Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications ....................... Compliant
- Complaint Management . .................. i . Compliant
Resolved within 60 Days .......... e e Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint ... ... .. ... ... ... . ... oL, Compliant
State Monitoring of LEAs ............... DR PO .. No Information
Method to Determine Compliance . ............ e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .................. el _
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
“# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. '
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ........... e Compliant
" # of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring. ..... . '
4 Correction of Deficiencies . ........... ... .. ... c.cvuven... No Information
Procedural Safeguards ............ eeeesieaaaaas feeees «+++... Noncompliant -
Hearmg Decisions within 45 Days ... ... No Information °
Content of Notice .. .......coovvunrennn ... e ... Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................................. Noncompliant
- Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ....... e Compliant
Protection in Evaluation ............................ wessssse.. NoInformation
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State Arizona . Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/28/94

Date of Final Report 2/1/95 ' - Time Elapsed in Days 369
FAPE ......... et teiaeeeeta s P e, . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e et e e Noncompliant
Related Services .............. e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ...................oiviiiinnn... AU No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Optlons Available ......... Noncompliant
LRE . i i i ittt ittt it ieeaaaaas No Information
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when A1ds/Serv1ces Standard Met . .. .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............... ... .. ... ...... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP .......... ... ... ... .. ... . ... ..., No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Vlslted? ........ Yes
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. L...Yes
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ... ... e No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
IEPS «ovvviiiiianen, . Noncompliant
Content .............. e e Noncompliant
Meetings . .......... P Noncompliant
Transition Services............. eseecscetecescsteaesarenenann Noncompliant
TN « ot e e . Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ......... JR No Information
Meeting Participants ...... e et iae e e Noncompliant
General Supervision ........... Ceesieeees eeeerectsanctaesenen Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ................. B Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications....................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ...................... e Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days ......... e et Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ........... ... ... ..., No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ............ ... i . Noncompliant .,
Method to Determine Compliance .......................... Noncompliant
‘ # of Requirements Lacking Method ................... -2
. Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 5
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. .. 26
- Correction of Deficiencies ................ e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............coeuerieranainaeneneeaannns Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45 Days ............... e Noncompliant
ContentofNotice ........................... e Noncompliant
- Prior Notice/Parent Consent .................c......... P Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Noncompliant
Protection in Evaluation ............c.cuvieiuninineninnennnnn No Information
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State Arkansas ' - Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/21/94

Date of Final Report 1/17/95 , Time Elapsed in Days 88
FAPE .....covviiinnnnnnnn et eetiaeereeiaeeranaaas ..... Noncompliant
ESY ........ L e Noncompliant
Related Services . .. ........o.ureeneeann.n.. e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ....................... [ Noncompliant
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ......... No Information
31 1 Compliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met ..... ‘No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. ... ... .. ... ..., No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ..... ... ... .. .. ... .. ... ... ... .. No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ No
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ..................0..... No
" Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewed" ............. ‘No
IEPs ...... Ceereesanan ceeaseos Ceeateieatenceie et .o COmpllant
Content . ... e Compliant
Meetings . ....covvin i P SR No Information
Transition Services.......... Cereriasateanacns Ceeseacsensenens Noncompliant
Notice . .... SR e e e e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ..............c.....ou.... e No Information
Meeting Participants ..................... F Noncompliant
General Supervision ...... Ceceeiesenstesaernannans ceseeee « ... No Information
i Incarcerated Students ... ...... ... ... .. .. . i No Information-
- Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Compliant
Complaint Management . ....................c.cu... [P Compliant
Resolvedwithin60Days . ......... ..., Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint ......... ... ... ... . oL, No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs . ... ... .. . i Compliant ‘
Method to Determine Compliance .. ........... e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e P
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
' Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. .. «
, Correction of Deficiencies .. ............ oot No Information
" Procedural Safeguards .............c.ouien.. Ceeereeeeeiiaaaa, Compliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ..............c.cciivann.. Compliant
Content Of NOtICE . . ..o vi ittt e e e Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .. .......... ... iiiiiinenn... No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ................... e etereannenas «++... No Information
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State California 7 V Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/27/95
Date of Final Report 2/5/96 W 7 Time Elapsed in Days 374

| 7.8 3 O e teteneteteaneeetaranaaas Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e e e No Information
Related Services .. ... it e Noncompliant
+ Length of School Day ........ e e No Information
- Provision of Special Education/Program Optlons Avallable e Noncompliant
0 Noncompliant
. Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . .. .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............... .. .. cciien. .. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ............... .. .. ... ... ciiiiany Noncompliant
' Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
'Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ~...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... P No
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
1 esessecssasensenane No Information
Content . ... ... e .No Information
MeEEtiNgS . . ..ot No Information
Transition Services .....coovuiveeeiinenirnnreeeeneeeracasaanas Noncompliant
NOtICE .« ittt it e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ............ e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ...........c... . i No Information
General Supervision ............ciiiiiieeiiinirintenssscsnans Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ... ... R e e e e Noncompliant
Review'& Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Compliant
Complaint Management . . ................viiiiiiiieneeennnn. Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days .................................Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ............... e Noncompliant
State Monitoring of LEAS . ....... ... ... . . i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ..................oovint. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 8
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method . .. ... e
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtonng ..... 72
Correction of Deficiencies .............. ... ..., Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards Cetetraserecetrettereaneenttaronnnsanna Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ..................c.counuenn. No Information
Contentof Notice . .............. e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent CONSEnt- - .. .. ............cmiieeenenenn.. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ................. e No Information

Protection in Evaluation ..................ooiiiiiiiiiiat Noncompliant
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State Colorado —_— o " Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/9/96

Date of Final Report 10/15/96 o Time Elapsed in Days 159
FAPE .. .vvveenrennnnn. e et '..;...;;...NoInformatlon
ESY el 'No Information
~ Related Services ................... F Compliant
. Length of SchoolDay ........ e [P . No Information
Provision of Special Educatloanrogram Optlons Available . .. .. .... No Information
ﬂLRE.“ ...... Gt setasssseesaeannseenaasaes Creerteaseenasnaans Compllant
! Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Alds/Serwces Standard Met . ... No Information
~ Nonacademic & Extracurricular ...............0........... ... No Information
. Placement BasedonIEP ....................... e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ............. U No Information
- Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
- 1If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........No
~Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ..............:....No
" Was Private Segregated School Visited? ... ... ... S No
. Were Files of Students Placed out of State Revxewed? e No -
IEPs ...... Ceeieanan N casucssenseuneaseuncens . . No Information
cContent ... e No Information
Meetings .. .............. e D P No Information
Transition Services ..............iieiiieiivneeseancsinness.... Noncompliant
‘Notice . ....coovivvinnan. PP e e No Information
* Statement of Needed Services .-..................... PR . . Noncompliant
 Meeting Participants ........... ... ... .. o ool Noncompliant
General Supervision ............ et ittetaarereeeaaas ..... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . . . ... e e S No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications .. ........... e Compliant
 Complaint Management . ... . .. e e Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days ................. e No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . . ............ e Noncompliant
State Monitoring of LEAs ............... e e ... No Information
‘ Method to Determine Complidance . ....... o S No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e -
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. '
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ . No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring ..... - _
Correction of Deficiencies ............... S SR .. No Information
Procedural Safeguards ..... P Noncompliant
 Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ............... [P .. .. Compliant
. Contentof Notice ............. e e ......Noncompliant
" Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ............ ... ..., No Information
 Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
'Protectxon in Evaluation ................ ..... cesssessssssss.. No Information
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State Connecticut ) Date Monitoring Visit Ended 12/17/93

Date of Final Report 3/3/95 - Time Elapsed in Days 441
FAPE ................ S eierereaeaeas ... . Noncompliant
ESY ........ PP Noncompliant
Related Services .. ... ... i et e Noncompliant
Length of SChOOI DAY ..\ttt et e No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant
LRE ...t iiiiiiiienenes Ceetetaeeerascsaateanaeanens ‘Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis. /Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurnicular .............................. Noncompliant
PlacementBasedonIEP ........ ... ... ... ... .. .. . L. Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ............. e No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? . . . N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... e No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No A
- IEPs ....... cveensresesanscsansasnanns Ceerciiaiissenaanaann . Noncompliant
C o Content ... [ Noncompliant
MeEetingS . . oot e Noncompliant
" Transition Services ........cviieiiiinenrernorroceonnans «+.... Noncompliant
NOlICE oo i et ittt e e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services . ... .. O Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ............... ... i Noncompliant
General Supervision ..........coiiiiiiiiiiiiinaa., eevsees... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ........ ... ... .. i No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications .. ..................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ........... .. ... . it inan... .. No Information
Resolved within 60 Days ........ S No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ....... .. ... ... ... ... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ... .. ... i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .................. e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e 5 V
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method . ... .. SRR 4
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ...
Correction of Deficiencies . .................. oo, . Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards . . ... A Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ...............c.covieninn... No Information
Contentof Notice . .. .......... ..., e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ..............cooiiieiniinnannn. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ................. e . . No Information
Protection in Evaluation ............... Cetesseiretiiae Ceesens Noncompliant
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State Delaware ' Date Monitoring Visit Ended 12/9/94

~ Date of Final Report 3/6/95 . . Time Elapsed in Days 87
FAPE .......... e ettt o eeeeeeaeaas Noncompliant
ESY ... ... o e e Noncompliant
" Related Services . ... .. e e Noncompliant
Length of School Day . ... S PP SR Noncompliant
_Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ... . .- ... No Information
LRE ............... PP e et Noncompliant
* Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . ... Noncompliant
. Nonacademic & Extracurricular ....................... e Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP .......... ... ... ... ... ..., No Information
- Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ........ T No Information
'Placement Determined at Least Annually ........... e No Information
. If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........N/A '
* Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? . ................ ".....No
. Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ........... e No
. Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewed‘7 ............. No
0 o esesees Compllant
Content .. ... e Compliant
Meetings .......... e e e No Information
Transition Services .. .........oeeveeneeeneennns eeeeecreanaas Noncompliant
‘Notice .. ... P S A No Information
Statement of Needed Services ....... e Noncompliant
‘Meeting Participants ................... [ Noncompliant
General Supervision ...................... e eeerreereaaaarens Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .......... ... ... L il No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ......... e Compliant
Complaint Management . . .................c..cuuue... e Compliant
~ Resolved within60Days .................... S, Compliant
. Resolve AnyComplaint . ......... ... ... .. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ........... Cieiiiiiiiiiee.v.......Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . . ... ... e S Noncompliant
, # of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 6 :
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method . ......... L2 I
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies .. ... . No Information
~ # of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtonng ..... :

Correction of Deficiencies ............................. ... No Information
Procedural Safeguards ..........iceeeeeieenenneaneaeaneanannn Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ... ...............c...c....... Compliant
Contentof Notice . ........................ e Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ....... P Noncompliant
- Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protection in Evaluation .. Sesseeeecesacecassaaaaesssattraansne No Information
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State Florida LU UL \ ”‘\ L Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/1 7197
~ Date of Final Report 9/26/97 o - Time Elapsed in Days 252
"FAPE ...... e e e P . . Noncompliant
CESY S e Noncompliant
. Related Services . ..................... [P ......Noncompliant
‘ Lengthof SchoolDay . ................cooun.. e Noncompliant
‘ Provmon of Special Educatloanrogram Options Avaﬂable ......... ‘No Information
,LRE ............. ceessascsssaasvenas tetesenccrecnnsracanoan Noncompliant
 Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when AldsfSerwces Standard Met ..... Noncompliant : )
- Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
* Placement BasedonIEP ............ . P Noncompliant
~ Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ............ e No Information
. Placement Determined at Least Annually .............. “........No Information .
~ If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? .. .......N/A
. Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ... e No
. Was Private Segregated School Visited? .............. v oi.....No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ... ... “......No
IIEPs ................. erecesescsnns eeereseanasas ............Noncomphant
~Content .. ..., ST S Noncompliant
. Meetings . ................ e e . No Information
Transition Services .«......vevvreeeenns teetieriessraeenenanseo.. Noncompliant
Notice ......... e, e S B No Information
. Statement of Needed SEIVICES . .« oo v e No Information
. Meeting Participants ......................... e Noncompliant
General Supervision ................ et eeeeeteeeanareaaaaaa, Noncompliant
» Incarcerated Students ........... ...l Compliant
! Review & Approval of LEA Applxcatlons ......... e e Compliant
* Complaint Management . ............c.......... w..v.........No Information
~ Resolved within 60 Days ............. e .. .. No Information
~Resolve Any Complaint .. .........oouiuiunnnuinnenenn.. .. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ......... e e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance ............... [P Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ........ e 2.5
- Complete Method to Determine Compliance ............... .. Noncompham
- # of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ........... .4
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Informatlon
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... ‘
Correction of Deficiencies ............. e e No Information
Procedural Safeguards ...... “etiteetteieieciscisceaseeeass... Noncompliant
" Hearing Decisions within 45Days .................. e Noncompliant
.Content of NOtice « ..o vvveeia e, e Noncompliant
_ Prior Notice/Parent CONSENt ... .......oueneenenaneannenn.n. Noncompliant
. Establishment of Pmcedura] Safeguards ....... e Compliant
DE] ERE‘m\lED TO BE AN 294
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Protection in Evaluation .......................c.civveren..... Compliant

~ State Georgia B Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/17/96
Date of Final Report 8/30/96 : Time Elapsed in Days 105
. g “etieersesesssnss... Noncompliant

CESY e Noncompliant
* Related Services ........ e e e Compliant
Length of School Day ............. [ e No Information
Provision of Special Educatioh/Program Options Available . ........ No Information
LRE ......... ceenssscessseaes Cheeeesanees vesssssscassessssss Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . ... Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. No Information
Placement BasedonIEP .................................... Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .................. : . . . Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... Noncomphant
‘If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ...................... No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ....................... No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No :
TEPS .v....... Ceerresesasesissaiisteenenenn Ceesaseetianennans Compliant ,
COntent . ..o e e No Information
Meetings . ... .. PP e e e No Information
. Transition Services..... Ceesessessessnesasrcenssnanstnrannse .+ . No Information -
B [ - No Information
Statement of Needed Services ........... ... .. ... ..., No Information
Meeting Participants ................. ... ... ..., PP No Information
General Supervision .................... Ceereecaaanes +e+s.0... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ... .. e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . .. .. e Compliant
Complaint Management ................ooiiiiiiernnannnnn Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days ........... ... ... .. ... .. ... .... ‘Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ............ ... ... .. iiiiian.. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ... ... .. .. Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . . . . .. S Noncompliant
# of Requirements LackingMethod ..................... 10
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 3
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ...... e No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ............... ... oo, No Information
Procedural Safeguards .......... ceesesen resesseeanns ++es.... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ............. e .. .. Noncompliant
Contentof Notice .......... ... i, e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................................. . Noncompliant



Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protectlon imEvaluation ..........coiiiiiiiiiieeneenocasacenns No Information
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- State Hawaii : "~ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/27/95

. Date of Final Report 3/8/95 v Time Elapsed in Days 40
FAPE ......... Ceereneeeeaenn e teeeteeeerennnenanns ......Compliant _
ESY ........ e e e e No Information
Related Services ... ... ..ot No Information
- LengthofSchoolDay ................ ... ...l No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . ... . ... No Information
LRE .......oiaaats Ceressiessentarteaseatrarenes «eseee.... Compliant
. Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. ... ... ... ... No Information
Placement Basedon IEP ........................ e No Information
Continuum' Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ............... S No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ No -
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. . ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ........................No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ... ... .. i...No
- JIEPs ....... Cetieseissatarasaas Cetenaeena ecesesteescans .. .. No Information
Content ........... e e e Compliant
Meetings .. ..oovin it e e No Information
- Transition Services.......... Ceeeiiiiie e ceenen ««+seeve... Noncompliant
Notice .. ... e e e e e e e e e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ....... e e No Information
Meeting Participants .............. S Noncompliant
 General Supervision ............... ceeeaea s ctesesssses... Compliant
Incarcerated Students ....... ... ... .. ... i i, No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Apphcatlons ....................... No Information
Complaint Management . . ...... ... ..ottt iiniiiianenn... Compliant '
Resolved within60Days ............... ..., No Information
Resolve AnyComplaint .. ......... ... ... ... ... ot No Information
State Monitoringof LEAs ......... ... .. ... .. ... ... PR Compliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .. ................ooon... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... SN
Complete Method to Determine Compliance .. ... e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
" Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. .. : :
Correction of Deficiencies . .............. e No Information
Procedural Safeguards ............0civiuinnn, i Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Compliant
Content OF NOCE . . v v e ettt e e e e e e et Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ...................cciuinn.. . ... No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .................0...... No Information
Protection in Evaluation ................... ... Ceeeeenas «++.... Compliant
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State Idaho AONME B—ENW Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/23/94
Date of Final Report 1/23/95 LU | “Time Elapsed in Days 122

FAPE .......... eetaeariesnees ceenes e eeeeacanereriesarnnaes . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e e Noncompliant
Related Services ................. e e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... .. ... .. .. ... ... ... No Information

. Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . .. .. ... No Information
BN 3% 3 it eeeereeeareeantaerteatataaaenns Noncompliant
‘ Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when A1ds/Serv1ces Standard Met . . . .. ‘Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................. e No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ......................... e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .."................ ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ..................0..... No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No A

IEPS . ovivnennnnnennn. v eeacetenereaa ot eeeennacanenanan No Information
Content . ..o e No Information
Meetings ........cocoeiniiinnnan.. e e No Information

Transition Services.......... tedeesieceiacatnitttttaanaoanaes Noncompliant

TNOHCE . .o e [ Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... S P Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ........... ... ... ... .. ..., e Noncompliant

General Supervision ...........ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiatesaeaaaans Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ............. S P Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... No Information

- Complaint Management . . ...........oeeenirieenneeannnnnnnnn. No Information
Resolved within60Days . .......... ... ... iiiiiien.... No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ... ... B No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ....... ... ... .. i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .................... . - - .. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... :
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 3
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. . .. 17
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............. e et eevetietestseeaenanenns Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ......................... ... No Information
Content Of Notice . .. ... .ot i i et i e eee e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent CONSENt . ............c.ceeevirnnonnnnnnnn. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ............. ..o, RPN No Information
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State Illinois | . . Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/5/95

. Date of Final Report 2/21/96 , ‘ Time Elapsed in Days 292
FAPE ......cccvvvvnnen eeeeees DR et eteneereeeeaas .. Noncompliant
' ESY ..o e “............Noncompliant
Related Services .. ... .. U ST S Noncompliant -
Length of School Day .. ... J e e Noncompliant
Prov151on of Special Educatlon/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant
13124 R :++.... Noncompliant
- Ed. w/Nondls /Removal only when Alds/Servwes Standard Met .. ... Noncompliant
Nonacademlc & Extracurmicular ........ ... . .. e Noncompliant
Placement Based on IEP ... .. P AR ... Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ......... e Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually .......... P Noncompliant
. If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? .. . ... .. N/A
- Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
- Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ................. e No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewcd‘7 ............. No R
IEPs Ceeeteseesacitaatececaeraneanaaaann ..Compllant
Content ......... P e P S Compliant
Meetings . ............... e e Compliant
Transition Services............. teseeanues teteeserencrssoeanas Noncompliant
Notice . . .. .. P S, P P Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... e Noncoﬁlpliant
~ Meeting Participants .............. R PP . Noncompliant
General Supervision ........... B A ++++as... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .................... U ........No Information -
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ............ e Compliant
Complaint Management .. ......................... e .. Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days ........... PP : No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .......... e [P ... Noncompliant
State Monitoringof LEAs ..................... e e Noncompliant -
Method to Determine Compliance . ...................c.n.... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .................. L. *
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ... ....... A No Information
; - # of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ....... e A
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ......... PPN Compliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtormg .....

Correction of Deficiencies . .. ... e e e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ...... teretesiaiaann cereeeranenesaiaas . Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ............... J Noncompliant
Content of Notice ............. e Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ... ... O .. Compliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards . . . .. e ... Compliant
Protection in Evaluation ................‘.............;.;....-..Noncompliant

!

299



State Indiana ' Al Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/22/95
‘Date of Final Report 2/6/96 [ :H HI \BEH ‘ - Time Elapsed in Days 137 .

FAPE .......... P eeeeeaan e iiieereciereeaaa, . Noncompliant
. ESY ..... S PP Noncompliant
RelatedServices . .......... ... ... .. i, e Noncompliant
Length of School Day ........... S PP ". No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program'Options Available . ... ...... No Information
39 13 N Noncompliant
- Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met .. ... 'No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................ ... ... ..... Noncompliant
Placement Basedon IEP . ..... e e No Information
Continuumn Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ............ e No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A '
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .... . .............. e No -
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No L
D eeeeeen . . No Information
Content ........................ S No Information
Meetings . ................ [ e . No Information-
Transition Services............... '.........................;..Noncompllant
- Notice ............. e “eevievreevnaeoloni... Noncompliant
- Statement of Needed Services .............o.oveiuieinrennnn... Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ......... ... ... . Noncompliant
General Supervision ....................... e eteeisecaiesseann Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .............. ... ... ... ... ... ...+ No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... No Information
Complaint Management . . ..............oovureeieeeenanannn.. Compliant -
‘ Resolved within 60 Days . . ... .. P, S, ....Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint ..................... P . ... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ............ A . Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance ... . ... T .. .. No Information
~ # of Requirements Lacking Method .. .. .. e o
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ............ e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ......... . , :
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information .
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ........... e e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards .............ciiiiiiiiiiiiiinnn, eeees No Information
" Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ........................ ... ..Compliant
Contentof Notice . ..................... [P No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent i ii.wu....No Information
'Establishment of Procedural Safeguards . . .. .. PP e No Information
Protection in Evaluation ..................... teceecesceanaaaes Noncompliant
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State Iowa ' Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/15/94

- Date of Final Report 3/20/95 . Time Elapsed in Days 339
FAPE ............... e e, “eteeeresesnss... Noncompliant
ESY ........ P e Noncompliant
Related Services . ............... e No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ................ . ... ... ... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ No Information
LRE (it i ittt tienennasnrasssnsacsnssnnnses . ... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis. /Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement Based on [EP ......... e e Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ............... [ No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. .................... .. Yes
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No
JEPS ¢ttt iisteerennansnsnsasnsnaanasssossnnsns ......Noncompliant
Content . ...t e P Noncompliant
Meetings .. .............. e e e Noncompliant
Transition Services........oiveeiiinnnnrnerennncnens ++seses... Noncompliant
CNOHCE . oo e P .. Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services .................cooiiiiiinn.... Noncompliant
‘ ‘Meeting Participants .............. e e Noncompliant
.General Supervision ..... cerenes Ceeesacesianaaaas Ceeeeeesnons Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ........... ... ... il No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . .. ........ ...t iiiniiininrnnnnnnan Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days ........ ... ... ... ... i, Noncompliant
k Resolve Any Complaint . ....... e e e e No Information
State Monitoringof LEAs ................. e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 21
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ............ ... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 1
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ . Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... 6
Correction of Deﬁcwnmes e e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards .......... Ceeeaen e ceeeasaeeas Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days .............. ..oty Noncompliant
Content Of NOtiCe . ... oo vt e e No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................cvrriiirennennnn. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Noncompliant

Protection in Evaluation ..........ccvvvevennann tesesssesesssss No Information
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State Kansas , ‘ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 3/15/96

‘Date of Final Report 8/13/96 Time Elapsed in Days 151
. N P . Compliant ‘
ESY ........ e e e No Information
- Related Services .. .......... ... i, e No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... ciiiiiiiiiian. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ... ...... No Information
LRE .....oovivvnnas. Cehetecaisareeseesatetarsenas «+ses0s.. Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Alds/Servmes Standard Met ..... Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .......... ... ... ... .......... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ...................... ... ... ... ... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School VlSlt&d" ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ... ... e ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... S No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No S
29 2 e eeenen e, s .. Compliant
Content . ... ... ..., e No Information
Mg .« .ottt e e e No Information
Transition Services . .......vviiiiiiriiiiiiiiniiennanss Ceesanes Noncompliant
Notice . ..o e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... e e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ............ e Noncompliant
General Supervision ........ fieerereseescenenans vessssesses. . Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ......... ... i No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Compliant
Complaint Management . ....... ... .. ... .. iiiiiiiariiann. Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days . ........... .. ... .. .. . .. No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .. ............... P Noncompliant
State Monitoring of LEAS ......... ... ... i i Compliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... P,
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ...
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e No Information
Procedural Safeguards .. thteeisetietteananaoeaas sesseressss.. Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Noncompliant
~Contentof Notice . . ........oiinii i Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . . ... I A PR Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protectionin Evaluation ........ccvviiiiininnnannn evenaseesssss NO Information

302



State Kentucky - S . Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/29/95

.. Date of Fmal Report 5/23/96 : Time Elapsed in Days 237
FAPE ........... e “ieeveeeiniesese....Noncompliant
ESY ....... R DT DS Compliant
Related Services .. ..ot S Noncompliant
Length of School Day .. ... e P No Information
Provision of Special Educatlon/Program Options Available ......... Noncompliant
LRE .....oovvvnvninnnnn. et ti et . ... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondls /Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . . . Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ................ S e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ......... e . No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ............ ........No
‘Was Private Segregated School Visited? . . .. ... e e No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State- Rewewed‘? ............. No
IEPs ....ovvvnnnnnen, Ceeestansicaenc e e Ceenens .........Noncompllant
CCONLENE -« . o e e e e Noncompliant
MEEHNGS . . oo e Compliant
Transition Services ............. e e +++«....Noncompliant
NOICE oot I, . Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ................... e A . Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ........... . e, Noncompliant
General Supervision .............. ..., Ceeeneaeeens .. ... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ................... e wv..:....Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ....... e No Information
- Complaint Management . ..................ciiiiiiirneannnnn. No Information
Resolved within 60 Days .. ... . e No Information -
Resolve Any Complaint ................ U ......:.No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ........ e e No Information
Method to Determine Compliance ... .. .............. S No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. : '
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................. . No Informatlon
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... ‘
Correctionof Deficiencies ... ... .. ... .o it No Information
Procedural Safeguards .......... e erereaeedaans +++.... No Information
Hearing Decisions within45Days ..............0......ccuuunn. 'No Information
Content of Notice . ........... O . No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .~............. e ‘No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .................... . ... Compliant

‘Protection in Evaluation ............cceuveun. teesssesannsssos NoInformation
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State Louisiana ~ 5 Date Monitoring Visit Ended 3/17/95

Date of Final Report 10/16/95 ‘ Time Elapsed in Days 213
| N J ettt .....No Information
COBSY PP No Information
Related Services ........... e e .. No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... ... ... ... ... ... No Information
Provision of ‘Special Education/Program Options Available . . .. .. ... No Information
LRE «.iiiiiiitinienennennnenns Cerereiieaeaeaan e .. Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . ....Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurmicular .............................. Noncompliant,
Placement BasedonIEP ................ ... . ... ... ... Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ............. e e No
~ Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No N
IEPs ...... Ceeetaneasermcrarsansarsesascccrsstansreannon . ... Noncompliant
Content . ....... e S Compliant
Meetings . ....................... e e Noncompliant
Transition Services......... feetsetssecesanseaeraseanen Ceeeaes Noncompliant
Notice ........ N Noncompliant
Staternent of Needed Services ................... et Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. S e Noncompliant
General Supervision .........ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieenns eeeaeeans Noncompliant
Incarcerated STUAENTS . . .. ... .. .ovee e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ......... e No Information
- Complaint Management ........................... e ... No Information
Resolved within60Days . ........... ... ... i, Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. .......... ... ... ... .... PR No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ........ ... i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method . ..... e 3
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. .. |
Correction of Deficiencies ............... P Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards .................... featreceeeerrenaans Noncompliant
~ Hearing Decisions within45Days ......................c.c.... Compliant
Content Of NOHCE . . . .ot et et e e ... Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .. .............cciiiuinnnvnnennnn. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Compliant
. Protection in Evaluation ............c.o.covoiiinnn... eereeens... Compliant
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State Maine Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/3/96

. Date of Final Report 7/25/97 ‘ - Time Elapsed in Days 295 -
| 7N -J e evveeen....Noncompliant
ESY ... R e No Information
Related Services .. ........ ... . i e Noncompliant
- Lengthof SchoolDay .................... ... it No Information .
Provision of Spe01a1 Education/Program Options Avallable ......... No Information
LRE .. iiiiiiiiietenonnssesccssosascrasossanes sreceinnasan No Information
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . . . No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .................. ... ... ...... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ............ .. .. .. .. ... it No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .................. .. ... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ No
- Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ................... ... No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... e No
~Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No S
IEPS ..o ieiiiiiennnnnne eeeecesenesaenans e teseseceantenanns No Information
- Content ...... AP No Information
Meetings . ........ J No Information
Transition Services .........ccveivneennnn. e eereteieiaaea. Noncompliant
3 (o] 4 (T Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services .. .... J U, S Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ............ P Noncompliant
General Supervision ............ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiintirieronns Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .. ................oiiiiiiiaiiiiaana, Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Compliant
Complaint Management . ................ ... ... . o il Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days ............. e ‘Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ............... S Noncompliant
State Monitoringof LEAs .......... eiieiiiiieeneeeeoeon....No Information
Method to Determine Compliance . .......... e «+«n...No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .................. .
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . ... .
: Correction of Deficiencies ................ e No Information
Procedural Safeguards ................ .. i iiaiiiiiiiiiiitn Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days .......................... . . No Information
Content 0f NOtICE . .. ..o voi e e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ......................... e Compliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Compliant

Protection in Evaluation ........coeveveeunnnnnn. Ceeesenenceens No Information
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State Maryland _E_B_N,HB,EN;T’- Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/5/95
Date of Final Report 11/30/95 | Time Elapsed in Days 209

FAPE ...covvnnnnn.. e ierieaaaea e enereerraanene .+ ... No Information
ESY ........ PP R No Information
Related Services .. .................. e e No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ..., SR No Information

- Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant

) 2 e tieeeeaens ceeenan Cecececaanas Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Alds/Scrv1ces Standard Met . . . .. ‘Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP .................. ... ... ... . .... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ........... e No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ....... . N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... e No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... e No

~ Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No ‘

1 ) e Cetetetescenenacaenn e+ +ssq0. No Information
Content ................. e P No Information
Meetings . ........... e PR P No Information

- Transition Services............. edeeesenens Ceesesrseseaseianan Noncompliant
NOICE « .« ot ettt et e e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services .. ... e e e No Information
Meeting Participants ....... e e e e No Information -

General Supervision ......... Ceeeiieasesesstasisanennans . ... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .......... .. ... .. No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... No Information
Complaint Management . ............... S Noncompliant

Resolved within60Days ........... ... ... .. .. ... ... Noncompliant

Resolve Any Complaint ............ e No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ........ ..ot No Information
Method to Determine Compliance ................... P No Information

# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e e
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information

# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information

# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e No Information

Procedural Safeguards ................... cveeterenseneas..... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............. ... .. .......... Noncompliant
Content of NOtICE . .. ..ot ivt ettt ei e No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ............. ..., No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protection in Evaluation ...............ccccun... ceeeen v+vee... No Information
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State Massachusetts "~ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 11/3/94

_. Date of Final Report 8/17/95 Time Elapsed in Days 287
FAPE ....... ettt ceeens Ceeeenes Ceeeeeeens . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e B No Information
Related Services . ...........oo i PR Noncompliant
Length of School Day ...................... FR No Information
. Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available .. ....... No Information
LRE .....cviiiiieiana.. cerernas reeeneaaa errerieenne .. Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement Based onIEP .............. SO Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
‘ Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
' Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ................. .....No
- Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? .. ..... e No o
IEPs ................ Cteeeatesiencaesenanteeessttaeranaanas . Noncompliant
Content ........ ... oiiiiiinnunnnn. O -No Information
Meetings . . ..ot e Noncompliant
Transition Services ........covieiivniieiditrocansons Cererenans Noncompliant
NOtIC . ettt et i e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services .............. ..., Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .................iiitiiiirinnirnanan. Noncompliant
‘General Supervision ............ciiiiiiiiiiiiiines Cereeaenes ‘Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ............... e e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications....................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . . ........................... S Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days ... ........c.ciiiiiiiiininnnn... Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ............coiiiiinininnnennnn. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ......... ... ... i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance .. ..................... ... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ... ............coeoueeneenn.on... Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ...........c..iiiiiiiiiiiae, ceennens Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Noncompliant
Contentof Notice . ...t i Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................... e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation .............ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiininnnn, No Information
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State Michigan : | Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/1/93

Date of Final Report 3/21/95 . Time Elapsed in Days 536
FAPE ........ ettt a e eaee et ecetattte et eaaerenonas Noncomphant ‘
ESY ........ SR P e Noncompliant
Related Services ........................ e Noncompliant
Lengthof School Day ...............c.iuiiiriiiiiniinanns No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ......... No Information
LRE ... i eeeeeeeeeaann eeeeeeeneens Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ............ ... ... ... i, No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ................ ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ................. .....No
' Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
DB PS «iiiiiitinneneeeneeeeeeeeeesnasnnsasasasnnnnnnnneens ... Noncompliant
Content ..... e e e e e Noncompliant
MeetingsS . . ..ot e e Noncompliant
Transition Services.......cuouuieereenneeeennneonecesonnasaaans Noncompliant
NOICE .« vttt it e et et e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ...............coiiiiineienin.n. Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. e Noncompliant
General Supervision .................... G eeeeecenaaseeiananns Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ......... ... .. .. .. i Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Noncompliant
‘Complaint Management . ............ ... .0 iiiiiiiininaann Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days . ............cooiiiiiiniineen .. Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ......... ... . Noncompliant
State Monitoringof LEAs .............. e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ............. e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e 6
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. . No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring ... .. 8
Correction of Deficiencies ............... PN Noncompliant
- Procedural Safeguards ......... ... i iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienen Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Noncompliant
Contentof Notice ... ... it Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . .............ccouvuieeeeunnuannnnn No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ...................................... Noncompliant
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State Minnesota Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/30/94

. Date of Final Report 12/23/94 : v Time Elapsed in Days 84
FAPE ..... e eeeseeseaieeraneaanan e Noncompllant
ESY ........ e e e No Information
Related Services .. ... ...t Noncompliant
Length of School Day ..:............coviiiiiiiiiinnieao... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ......... No Information
05 23 /R Noncompliant
Ed.-w/Nondis./Removal only when A1ds/Serv1ces Standard Met . . ... Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. ... ... ...couvn... Noncompliant
Placement Based on IEP ..... P +.......No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ........ e Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
. If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
‘Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . .................. P No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
JEPS .« ottt iiietierenenencsesaecsnsesssssaaossssnsonsnsns No Information
Content ..................... e e e -No Information
Meetings . ............. PPN No Information
Transition Services........civiiiiieenrnenrnsrncnsrscnsossnnns Noncompliant
TNOICE .« ot e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services .....:..........ciiiiiinenn... Noncompliant
' Meeting Participants .............. e e Noncompliant
General Supervision ...........ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiienaan Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .......... e e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... No Information
- Complaint Management .. ...........cooiiiiiiinnennennennnnn. Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days . .......... ... iiiiiinanenn. Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ................ e No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS .......... ... it Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method .. .... e 1
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 1
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ... 3
Correction of Deficiencies ................... e e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............. ... ittt No Information
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Compliant
Content of Notice ... ................. P No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ............... e e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ................ciiiiiiiiainnn. eeeaes No Information
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State Mississippi -~ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/25/97

‘Date of Final Report 8/22/97 R - Time Elapsed in Days 119
FAPE ......c.iiininaae, eeneseenns e eereaes . Noncompliant
ESY ....... e JR A S P .....No Information
Related SEIViCes . ... ......uvuneuneiunnaee, e Compliant
Length of School Day ........... P P .......Noncompliant
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ......... No Information
LRE ...0vvviiiinnnnennnnannnns e eererenrd e, +««+.+... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met .. . Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ..............................No Information
Placement Based onIEP .......................... e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ............ PP No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ...... - N/A ‘
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ...... PO v...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................. .......No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
IEPS «oiiviieiinnnnnns. Nesessaanane esecesacsennans «+sees...NoInformation
Content . ..... e e e No Information
MeEEtINgS . . oo ottt e e e No Information
Transition Services ............. retreeenas ceens feeeeen +e..... Noncompliant
Notice ............. e e PP Noncompiiant
Statement of Needed Services . ...... RN e FUN e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .......... ... .. Noncompliant
General Supervision ..........cccciiiiiiiiiiiiriernnnnens «+++.. No Information
Incarcerated StUdEnts ... .........oooiiirriniin e, Compliant
‘Review & Approval of LEA Applications.......................Compliant
Complaint Management . ............. P P No Information
Resolved within 60Days ........................ e No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . . . . . A No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ... .. .. .. No Information
Method to Determine Compliance . . . .. e No Information.
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................No Information
| # of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ...
- Correction of Deficiencies . .. ............ e No Information
Procedural Safeguards ................. cecceacnes Ceeerenenes Noncompliant
- Hearing Decisions within 45 Days- ...........c..ovveennennnnn. Compliant
Content of Notice .. ... . oottt e e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ........ e e ... Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ..... e P No Information

Protection in Evaluation ................ Ceerrestaenennas ««+...No Information
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State Missouri : : Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/2/97

.. Date of Final Report 1/8/98 ' Time Elapsed in Days 251
FAPE .......... e e, et eeeenees .. Noncompliant
ESY ...... oy e e n e e S e No Information
Related Services . ...ttt Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ............... .. ... . ... o ... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ... ... .. Noncompliant
"LRE ......... Ceeeesasseesatatsatetattaacenana Ceeresnenns . . Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met ..... Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ... .. e e Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP .................................... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... Noncompliant
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School szued'? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .................... ....No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No
IEPS ......... e ettisettiiieniietiserectcenecaneasnenssens.. NoInformation
Content .......... ... i, e e No Information
Meetlngs .............. No Information
Transition Services .........oocueivneenn.. Ceeasseennnas +++.... Noncompliant
Nt .« ot ittt et et e et e e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... FS P Noncompliant
. Meeting Participants .............. U B Noncompliant
General Supervision ...................... Cereeeeeneraneen ... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ........... ... .. No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications....................... No Information
Complaint Management . ..............coiiuiinennaneeinannnn. No Information
Resolved within 60 Days . ............ ... it iieannn No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .. ... ... . ... ... ... ..., No Information
- State Monitoring of LEAs . ... .. ... .. . Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ............... . . No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. . . .
Correction of Deficiencies . .............. s Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards .................. Ceerenaarenes «ess0.... Noncompliant
‘Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ................... e No Information
Contentof Notice . . . ...t i i Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ........ ... ... ... .c.ivieiiinn... No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ........................ eaens ceeatenan Noncompliant
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" State Montana Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/15/94
. Date of Final Report 8/26/94 ‘E'B'N'H'BE—NH-A-t Time Elapsed in Days 133

FAPE ......coiiiiiiinnnnnnnnns et e . Noncompliant
ESY ........ S Noncompliant
Related Services .. ..ottt e e Noncompliant
Lengthof School Day ..............coiinniiiiiiiiiiiaaaanannn. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available .. ....... No Information

17 3 Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when A1ds/Serv1ces Standard Met ..... No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. No Information
Placement Based on IEP ...... O P No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .................. e No

Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewed‘7 ............. ‘No o

IEPS ....oiviiininnnnnn Cececcssetienneenn ereesietnecnesanas Noncompliant
Content . ...... ... .. i J Noncompliant
Meetings .............. AP No Information

Transition Services............. Gt it e hsesceesscessesasaescnnnnns Noncompliant

TNOLICE . o e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... ... ... iiiiiiina.... No Information
Meeting Participants .............. e e - Noncompliant

- General Supervision ............ . .00 0, eeteeseceeaaenans . Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ........ ... .. ... .. i No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ..................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . .. ..............ouuuueeeennnnnnnnenns ‘Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days ........ e e e Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ................c....... . ... ..., No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs . ........ ... . .. Compliant
Method to Determine Compliance .. ........................ No Information
- # of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information-
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e No Information

Procedural Safeguards ........... ... iiiiiiiiiiiiiiaan., Noncompliant -
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Compliant
Content of Notice . . . ...t i i Noncompliant

" Prior Notice/Parent Consent ............... e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protection in Evaluation ................ci ittt . Compliant
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State Nebraska | '~ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/2/93

Date of Final Report 11/29/93 ' ‘Time Elapsed in Days 241
FAPE ......... ereeeeeean Noncompllant
ESY ...... PR e e e e ... Noncompliant
Related Services............. D T <...........NoInformation
LengihofSchoolDay A AP No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Optxons Available . ........ No Information
LRE ............... .....................“............,....Nolnformation
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Alds/Serwces Standard Met ..... 'No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .................... ... ....... No Information
Placement Based on IEP .. e e e e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .............. A No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ......... PP S No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ Yes
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ~...No
‘Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ................. ".....No
“Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewed‘7 e No
B 1) - T eeeeesaaen No Information
Content ........ e aaaeaaees e e e No Information
Meetings ........0.o i innneenn.. e e No Information
Transition Services............. PO eteiencnteseataaes . No Information
NOtICE .« ottt e No Information
‘Statement of Needed Services ......... PP No Information
" Meeting Participants ..............coiiiiiiii i No Information
General Supervision ................... e eieeeaeeenaaaan .. .. Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . .............. eiiiiiiiiiiiiiee.......No Information
. Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ............... ‘.. .....Noncompliant
Complaint Management . . ...............oouereneeeanenrnenns No Information .
Resolved within 60 Days ........ e No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .. .. . .. PP e ierreeieoenee No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ... .....ouuurtiiineie e, Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .............. e .. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e 16
Complete Method to Determine Compliance .................Noncompliant
; # of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 1
' Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ............. .".. No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtonng ..... ,
Correction of Deficiencies .......... e e e No Information
Procedural Safeguards .............. eteeenanaes +eeseesess... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ..................... ... .... No Information
Contentof Notice .............. ...t e . . . No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ... ... JE P Noncompliant
~ Establishment of Procedural Safeguards R P . Noncompliant
Protectlon in Evaluation ..... cretresesecaseesnnns cevasteess... Noncompliant
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State Nevada Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/27/95

Date of Final Report 2/6/96 Time Elapsed in Days 102
FAPE .......... et easesassssassessaiosesanassossscsssnannan Compllant
- ESY ........ e e e Compliant
Related Services .. ..... .o i No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ......... ... ... ... . . .. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . ... .. .. No Information
LRE ... it Gesesesivnseesiasissasaas Compliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................. e No Information
Placement Based on IEP ...... e e e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually .................... ... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated.School Visited? ... ... ..No
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ...................No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... PO No
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o
0] M e sesesecesecasessercatrarsrorasennne Compliant
Content . ... ...t e ... - No Information
Meetings . ........cooviiiin... e e No Information
Transition Services............. eteeenteeteenaeresesenareannns Noncompliant
NoOtice ... .. e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ........... ... ... ... .. ... . ... No Information
Meeting Participants .............. . e Noncompliant
General Supervision ...........ccieitiitiiccittrtercrsoncncaes No Information
Incarcerated Students . ....... ... ... ... . -. . No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Compliant
Complaint Management . . ...........ouirineenneneennnennnn.. No Information
Resolvedwithin60Days . ............ .. ... ... ‘No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . . . .. e Meieiiiiiiiainivo.....No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ......... ... ... . i Compliant
Method to Determine Compliance .. ........................ . No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring ... ..
Correction of Deficiencies ................. e No Information
Procedural Safeguards .........................L. i ". . Compliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days . ........................... Compliant
Content Of NOtICE . .. ..o v i et Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ................ P, S Compliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .. ... e No Information
Protection in Evaluation ................... ereacereeatennens Compliant
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State New Hampshire Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/15/94

. Date of Final Report 8/25/94 Time Elapsed in Days 132

FAPE e eeenen e eereens Cereereeaeaas e ....Noncompliant
ESY e e e No Information
Related Services . ....... ... ... . .. i Noncompliant
Length of SchoolDay .......................... PR S No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ... ...... No Information

LRE ... it Creees Ceresasaeseiiaaans eeseeesss. No Information
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . . . No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ......... ... ... ....coiienn... No Information
PlacementBasedonIEP ........ ... .. .. ... . ... .. ... ..., No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ No-

Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... L...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................. .......No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No ,

IEPs ......oiivvennnn.. rerseenrsaans e eeeseseresetcecasnannn Noncompliant
Content . ... .. i Noncompliant
MEEtNgS . .o ot ottt e e Noncompliant

Transition Services............. e Cheisasisessacaaens ... Noncompliant
NOtICE . .ottt e Noncompliant
Statements of Needed Services ............................... Noncompliant

- Meeting Participants ......... ... .. . . Noncompliant

General Supervision .............. ceeeees Cetreceessesesaasaae ‘. Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . . . .. e e Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ..................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ................iiitienenenennnnn. .. Noncompliant

Resolved within60Days ................. F N Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint . ........ P No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ....... ... .. ... i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance .......................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... PN 10
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 7
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . .. 12
Correction of Deficiencies .................. e Noncompliant

Procedural Safeguards ........... ...ttt . . Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ... ... Noncompliant
Contentof Notice . .................. e e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ...................ccvviiininann. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Noncompliant

Protection in Evaluation .......... Ceeeeteiaieeeeeae ceeeemaans No Information
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State New Jersey Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/2/93

Date of Final Report 5/18/94 ‘ ' Time Elapsed in Days 411
FAPE ...... et taeneeeeeereerareeeeennanenannans et . Noncompliant
ESY ........ P Noncompliant
Related Services . ... .ottt e e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ........................ e No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant
LRE ..o eeeeeeeeeaaan ceeeesssanas Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . ... Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement Based on IEP ....... e Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... Noncompliant
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ............... ~...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ................. ......No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ... ... PN No o
IEPS ............ et eeetaeseetetstacsntttetesaaastesaseannns Noncompliant
Content ................. e e e e e Noncompliant
Meetings . ...t e Noncompliant
Transition Services............. i eeeeeetieeteeaaaaaeaaaans Noncompliant
NOHCE & v vvee e et e et e P No Information
Statement of Needed Services . . ... .. e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. iieveeiieviaieneaao.i...NoInformation -
General Supervision. ...............c00 il eeeseceeseans Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ................... e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ...............ccouitiiinennennnenn. No Information
Resolved within60Days ........... ... .ot No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ...... ... ... .. . .iiiiLL. No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS .. .......... ..ot Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .................. S Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e e 24
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. :
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e .. .. No Information
Procedural Safeguards .......... e Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45 Days ............ ... . .. .. ont. Compliant
Content of NOtICE . .. ..ottt i i e el Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent - . ..................oiuiinuenenn.. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........ e No Information
Protection in Evaluation ............ccciiiiiiiiiiiiinriennnnns Noncompliant
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State New Mexico Date Monitoring Visit Ended 12/3/93

. Date of Final Report 3/3/95 ‘ - Time Elapsed in Days 455
FAPE ..... e eereeneneeneaas ceeens et . Noncompliant
ESY ........ PSPPI Noncompliant
+ Related Services . ....................... [ .....Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ........ .. ... i No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ..... ... Noncompliant
LRE ........... everaeeans Cereeeeeraese e weeieessiens...No Information
Ed.w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ..............................No Information
PlacementBasedonIEP .............. ... ... .. ... ... ...... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ Yes
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? . .7............ woot...Yes
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ............ S e No
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? .. ... .. PP No
IEPs ........ e e rteaeeeeeeaeeeenn veveves... Noncompliant
Content ........ .. ... i S Noncompliant
Meetings . .............. PR PR No Information
Transition Services......... Chete ittt «esseseq... Noncompliant
Notice .......oviiiii s e . Noncompliant .
Statement of Needed Services ........... ... ... ... .. ... Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. e e Noncompliant
General Supervision ........ ceeens Ceeeeeaienaas ciesasssessss. Noncompliant
Incarcerated STUAENtS ... .. ....ournineit e Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications .. ..................... Noncompliant
‘Complaint Management . ............... .. ... No Information
Resolved within 60 Days . . . .. e e e No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .. ......... ... ... . ... i iiiin No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ............oirenina... P Noncompliant
. Method to Determine Compliance . ............. e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 54
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .......... ... 4
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ...
Correction of Deficiencies . .......... ... ... ... ... ...... Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards .................... Ceerraaans «++ev.... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ..... A No Information
~ContentofNotice . ................ N Noncompliant
- Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................ccoiiiiiniennnnn.. Noncompliant
- Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ............. ceressaseraas Chreesensens Noncompliant
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State New York Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/29/93
Date of Final Report 8/16/94 %BN‘H‘B’EN‘H‘A{ - Time Elapsed in Days 291

FAPE .......... et eeie e, e eeaenieneanen Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e e e e e e e Noncompliant
Related Services ............. e JET No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ....... ... ... . . .. . . . . . . . No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . ... .... Noncompliant

) ceereeees O Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
PlacementBasedonIEP ............ ... ... ... ... ... .. ... Noncompliant

.Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ~...No

- Was Private Segregated School Visited? ........................ No
Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No o

 § 01 A e reeeieeaaaas Noncompliant
COntent .. ...ovvereeeeaeeee e, P P ... Noncompliant

- Meetings . ... .. e e Noncompliant

Transition Services..........ccoiiuenenn.. Ceeeeiiesraesaeaen, Noncompliant
NOtICE . o .t e Noncompliant
Statement of Neeéded Services ....... D Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ...............cooeeeineiannn.... ......Noncompliant

General Supervision ........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiesianaas Noncompliant

. Incarcerated Students .................... e e Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications ................ e Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ............................. R Noncompliant

Resolved within 60 Days . . ... e e e Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ........... .. ... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ... .. ii it Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .. ....................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 36
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............10
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... 24
Correction of Deficiencies ..............oitiiinrnenann.n. Noncompliant

Procedural Safeguards ......... ... iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaaa., Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............... e S Noncompliant
Contentof Notice ........ ..., [ Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................................. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Noncompliant

Protection in Evaluation ............c.oveeieeeeneneeeeeennnnnss Noncompliant
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State North Carolina Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/5/95

.. Date of Final Report 9/29/95 ~ Time Elapsed in Days 147
FAPE .......... reereiaaaea, et eeeieeaeeaeaaas Noncompllant |
ESY ........ P AP No Information
Related SErvices . ......ouiiii i e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay .......... .. ... . . i No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . ... .... Noncompliant
LRE ..ttt iiieeeenteeetasasassnosadosssssacacnanans Noncompliant

Ed.-w/ Nondis./Removal only when Ast/Serv1ces Standard Met . ... Noncompliant

Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ................ e Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant.
Placement Determined at Least Annually ......... [ Noncompliant
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .................. e ‘No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No
FEPS «eev ittt tteeeesneeneeaneeesnnsnssosssssannesnaaennaaanns No Information
Comtent . ... i e e No Information
MeEetingsS . ..ot e No Information
Transition Services............. e eieestettentsesseneseseasass. Noncompliant
NOLICE . ..ottt e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... e e e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. e e e e Noncompliant |
General Supervision ................ e tecsseseescecesaenoanes Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ....... ... . .. ... No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... No Information
Complaint Management .. ................uitiriinenennnnnnn. Noncompliant
Resolved within 60 Days . ............vuiiiiiiinnnnenn... Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ..................................No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS .......... .. ... ... . ... ‘Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance .. ........................ Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 2
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 2
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtormg ..... 40
Correction of Deficiencies ................ R No Information
 Procedural Safeguards ..........ccoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiaiaane. Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ...................coovnu... No Information
Contentof Notice . .................coiviiinin... AP Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ...................... e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ..............cciiiiuiiennieneeannannn No Information
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State North Dakota , i Date Monitoring Visit Ended 12/10/93

Date of Final Report 5/26/94 - Time Elapsed in Days 167
FAPE .......... et e, e eredesnanenee ". No Information
CESY ........ S P N e e No Information
Related Services . . . . .. e ey e No Information
Lengthof School Day ...................... U No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . ... . . . .. No Information
LRE ......... Ceeesrereeetiaaaae sisesasiassssesaesenses. ... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
~ Nonacademic & Extracurricular .................coviirnnnnn. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP .......................... e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .. ... e Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ............. P No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A ‘
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ......................No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... S Yes
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Rev1ewed‘? e No
1 00 R N e i eetheeneaeeeaan Noncompliant
070311 LS Noncompliant
T OMEEtINES . L e No Information
Transition Services ...... ..o iiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnn, cereseees . No Information
Notice ....oovvvvnnn... e .. . No Information
Statement of Needed Services ....... “ieiiiaiieieee..iv.....No Information
Meeting Participants .......................................No Information
General Supervision ............ tertearescetesasicnssaeasss.. Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ................. e e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications ... ........c.ouiiin .. Noncompliant
Complaint Management ............. ... . ... e Noncompliant
Resolved within60 Days .............. e . No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ........... e .. Noncompliant
State Monitoringof LEAs ................. “iiviiviia.ve..... Noncomphant
Method to Determine Compliance . . . . . e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method . ..... e S
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method . ....... L....3 L
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies, ........... e No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .....
Correction of Deficiencies .................... e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ................ feeerersesnaaseasenanas Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days .................... e No Information
Content of Notice . .............. S No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ..................... e No Information
_Establishment of Procedural Safeguards e e No Information
Protectlon in Evaluation ................. seseeisvasecnians ....No Information
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State Ohio ' Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/30/94

~ Date of Final Report 10/13/95 A Time Elapsed in Days 378

B 7. - e e eeheeneeens . Noncompliant
ESY ... S iiiieiiiiiiiiie.ieo....:....Noncompliant
Related Services . .. .. ... .ot Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ........................ ... ... ... ... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available ... ...... Noncompliant

LRE ............. e eeeeeetiiaeeteeetastenettanetenetattanans Noncompliant
Ed: w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. 'Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ..................cooviuiio... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ........................ ... ... ... Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............. ......No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .................. e No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. ‘No _

1 0) 2 S S Compliant
Content . ... ... e Compliant
Mt S . . ottt e e Compliant

Transition Services . ... ... .ciiiiiiiiiiierieienreresnreecnnes Noncompliant
Notice ......oovvvviiiiinennn... S Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ................................ Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ....... S P Noncompliant

General Supervision ..........cc.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiitiieieaans Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ...................... e Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ..................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management .. ..............ouuiiniinnninannaen.. Noncompliant

Resolved within60Days ................ e Noncompliant |
Resolve Any Complaint .. .......... ... .. ... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ........ ... ... ... .o ool Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ............oovrunneenn.. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... S
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............ -
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. ..
Correction of Deficiencies ........ FE PP Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............... i iiiiiiiiiiiaiiiin Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days .............. ... .. .. ...... Noncompliant
Content Of NOHCE . . ..o o ettt e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ........................ooinnn.. No Information
‘Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ............ e e No Information
Protection in Evaluation ....................... ebsesescennsanes No Information
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SfateOklahoma « nAMCINCM Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/10/96
CUNI |

- Date of Final Report 6/11/97 Uit 1L 'R Time Elapsed in Days 397
FAPE .......... eeeiasarar e, e e eeeeereens Noncompllant
‘ ESY ........ PR e Noncompliant
Related Services . ...... ... oo Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ....... ... ... . i No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ..... ... No Information
5 L No Information
Ed. w/Nondis. fRemoval only when Aids/Services Standard Met ..... No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ...................... ... ..... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP .................. e No Information
. Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
- Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Vlsned? ........ Yes
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ..0........... e No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... .....No
~'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No S
IEPS «oviieniiiininnnes e e sesacacerrnasesaescenesncnsennnen No Information
~Content .......i...o.iiiie.... e Compliant
Meetings . . ..ot No Information
Transition Services............. e ntsesseresseceestteeteonanas Noncompliant
(0] = Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... E P No Information
Meeting Participants .............. S P Noncompliant
General Supervision ........ccciiiiiiiiiiiitiiiiatittitetinanens No Information
. Incarcerated Students .............. .. ... .. oL R No Information
- Review & Approval of LEA Applications ... ... e No Information
. Complaint Management . . ... .........ueeunernenneeneeennen.. No Information
Resolved within 60 Days ......... e No Information
Resolve Any Complaint .. .......... ... .. ... ....... e No Information
" State Monitoring of LEAs ............ ... ... ... e No Information
Method to Determine Compliance .. ........................ No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e '
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ...
.Correction of Deficiencies . ....... ... ... . i, No Information
Procedural Safeguards ................ i, No Information
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days .. ............ccoveeirennn.. No Information
Content of Notice . .......... e e Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ..................cooiiiiiinnnn. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ........covvieeeernrncesnoecnnnseneons Noncompliant
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State Oregon - " Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/2/97

- Date of Final Report 1/8/98 ~ Time Elapsed in Days 251
1 N 2 DR e e, RN . Noncompliant
. ESY ........ e P R Noncompliant ~
Related Services . ......... P Ceiiiiiiiiiieiiio......:..Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ........ ... ... . . i .. No Information
Provision of Special Educanon/Program Optlons Avallable e No Information
LRE . ittt iiiiiiieiaeeanan ceesiiienens «++..Compliant
Ed.-w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . .. . . No Information . -
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ..................... AN ". . No Information
Placement Basedon IEP ............... e s No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary e PP . No Information .
Placement Determined at Least Annually ......... P No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........No
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ................ ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ... ..................... No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? . ............ No
IEPS ....cooivennnnn et e e eeaeereteanetaneaaeaneearaaaaans No Information
Content ............. . i No Inforation
Meetings . ............. P e No Information
Transition Services............. 0 iieveiiiivieeneanananasss... Noncompliant
‘Notice ............ e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... e -.........Noncompliant’
Meeting Participants ... ........0 . .c.ceuiiiiiniiineinenann. Noncompliant
General Supervision ..............ciiiiiii.., cteeiensesss.. Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ............. ... .. ... ... ..., .. No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Apphcatlons R Compliant
Complaint Management . .......... e e e e Compliant:
Resolved within60Days ........................... e Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ........................ e Compliant
State Monitoring of LEAS ... ... ... .. i, Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .. ................. e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method. . ..... SO :
Complete Method to Determine Comphance ...... [T :No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. _
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ... ............coveiiiioen... .Non'compliam
' Procedural Safeguards ................. O Compliant
" Hearing Decisions within45Days .................... [P Compliant
Content of Notice .. .......0o ittt .. No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ............ PP No Information
~ Establishment of Procedural Safeguards :.............. e No Information
" Protection in Evaluation ..............ccc0iviienviivienennnn... Compliant
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State Pennsylvania ' 4 Date Monitoring Visit Ended 3/12/93
Date of Final Report 3/31/94 - “E‘@‘N‘H‘B‘E‘N‘H‘A‘k ' Time Elapsed in Days 384

FAPE .......... e erectseiaeaa e e e Noncompllant
ESY ........ e e e e e e Noncompliant
Related Services . . ... Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay .......... ... . i, No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant

LRE ... iiiiiiiiiinenes ................................Noncomphant

- Ed. w/Nondis. /Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . ... .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & EXtracurticular ... .............oeuenieeeenin. Noncompliant
PlacementBasedonIEP .................. ... ... ... ... Noncompliant.
.Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... Noncompliant
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
‘Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ................ ....No
‘Was Private Segregated School Visited? . .................. S No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No

IEPS ............ et eeeeneneneeaeaeaeaaas eeeennn Noncompliant
Content ....... ... ... ... .. ... ... ... e e . Noncompliant
MeEEtings . ..t e Noncompliant

Transition Services. ............. 0. Cereeaain e No Information
NOUCE ..ttt P No Information
Statement of Needed Services ....... e e No Information
Meeting Participants .............. N No Information -

General Supervision ..... et teeeiaretteanaeeeaaaa, «+«.... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ...................... e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ....... S Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ................... e PO Noncompliant

Resolvedwithin60Days ....... ... ... .. it Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ................. [ Noncompliant
State Monitoring of LEAs ........... ... ... . i, Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance ............. e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ..................... 4
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 6
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ ‘Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. ..
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e Noncompliant

Procedural Safeguards ......... Cesiaen ceassasenaaeas ++eese-.. Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days .................c.cooeuen... No Information
Content of Notice . .............. U Noncompliant
-Prior Notice/Parent Consent ... ......... ... .00ieninmennennnn Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .. .. .. PP No Information

Protection in Evaluation ......... tecissscessasssessssssssssss. Noncompliant
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. State Rhode Island Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/26/96

- Date of Final Report 7/24/96 Time Elapsed in Days 180

FAPE .......... @t teeeetiieeeineaa. e, e . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e e e e Noncompliant
Related Services . ...ttt e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ .. . 0. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . .. ... ... No Information

LRE ... i T Noncompliant
Ed: w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . . . ‘Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................ ... ... ... ..... Noncompliant
Placement Based onIEP ....... e i Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... Noncompliant
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ................ ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . .................0.. ... No

Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. ‘No ’

IEPS . ..oiiiiiiiinnnnns eeeeceetserasssssssasssessessssessss. Noncompliant
Content ... ... e Noncompliant
MEEtNgS . .ottt et e e ' No Information

Transition Services.......c.ovieiiiiiiiiieeieeeeneseseerncsnens Noncompliant
NOHICE & o\ vttt et e e e e e e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ................coiiiiinian .. Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. e e No Information

General Supervision ............cciiiiiiiiieiecenrocececacnns Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ......... ... .. ... .. .. i No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications.......................Compliant
Complaint Management .. ...............ccviitiininenennennn. No Information.

Resolved within60Days ............. ..., Compliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. ............co i, No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ...... ...ttt Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ................ e Compliant
# of Requirements LackingMethod ..................... '
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Compliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
" Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . .. 24
Correction of Deficiencies .. ........ ... ... ... Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ........... ...l Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ No Information
Content of Notice .. . ... S Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . .............couiiiiuninenenn.n. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ...............coitiiiiiiiiiininnenns Noncompliant
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. State South Carolina - Date Monitoring Visit Ended 3/31/95
- Date of Final Report 8/4/95 l :[ ’ HI lBEN [ IAl: Time Elapsed in Days 126

FAPE .......... e eeee et et e raaeanan e . ... Noncompliant
ESY ........ e iedieiieeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie.........Noncompliant
Related Services . .. ... e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ......... ... ... . . i, No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Avallabl ......... No Information

LRE ........ Cereessassanacens Cesereesseseseraana «esesees... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Alds/Servmes Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .......... ... ... ... ... .... Noncompliant
Placement Based on IEP ........ e e e No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Vlslted’? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ©...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... e No

‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? .............No ’

IEPs ........... . Cesesccserensearcanans No Information
Comtent . ... . Compliant.
Meetings . ............. Y No Information

Transition Services............ Ceeteteetiaeseet sttt enann No Information

NI . .t e e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ....... E e No Information
Meeting Participants .............. RS No Information -

General Supervision ........... ceeressanan [P ceenens Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . .............. ... .. .. ... S Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Apphcatlons e No Information
Complaint Management . . ............ciitinunrinennnenennn.. Noncompliant

Resolved within 60 Days .................. ... .. oaa.. No Information
Resolve Any Complaint ................ e e No Information
State Monitoring Of LEAS ... .o ittt No Information
Method to Determine Compliance . .............. e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method .. .... e ‘
Complete Method to Determine Compliance .......... e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies . ........... . ... i, No Information
~ Procedural Safeguards ....................... Cerenreneean . ... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ...............ccciiunninn.. No Information
Content Of NOTCE . .. . .o\ etie et et Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .............. .. c0iiirienennnn. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........ e No Information
Protection in Evaluation ................ Checesaesenariea [P Noncompliant
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State South Dakota - Date Monitoring Visit Ended 3/25/94

. Date of Final Report 5/6/94 Time Elapsed in Days 42
| N 4 Chaeeens e, e reeeenenaenraen Comphant '_
ESY ........ RS e No Information
Related Services . ................ [ P e No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... ... ..o .. L. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ No Information
LRE ...ttt tieetetceenscenssnsnnnns Ceeenenen .« ... Compliant
‘Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when A1ds/Serv1ces Standard Met ..... No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ..................... e No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ....... .. .. ... ... ... .. ... .. .. ... . No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
‘If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ No
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... L No
"Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No S
IEPS . vivninininnnnens Cersesasenssensaas eesasssne Ceeascenes Noncompliant
Content .................... e Noncompliant
Meetings .. .....oooiiniiiin i, e e No Information
Transition Services............. . 0oeviiin.n B Noncompliant
Notice . ................... e Noncompliant
- Statement of Needed Services . ...... M iiieiiiiisaiieneeo..... Noncompliant
. Meeting Participants .............. ... .. ... i Noncompliant
General Supervision ............. N Noncompliant
- Incarcerated Students ........... ... ... ...l Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . . . . e Compliant
Complaint Management . ................. e Compliant ,
Resolved within60Days ............................. ... No Information
Resolve AnyComplaint .. .......... ... ... .. .ciiniun... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ......... e Compliant
Method to Determine Compliance ............. e No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... PP
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ..
Correction of Deficiencies ................ e No Information
Procedural Safeguards ...........cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieae, Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Noncompliant
Content of Notice . .............. [ e Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . .............ccovuiininennnnennn.. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protection in Evaluation ........ ceenas Ceersetereanesenans «.... Compliant
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State Tennessee . ' Date Monitoring Visit Ended 1/26/96

Date of Final Report 7/24/96 : Time Elapsed in Days 180
FAPE .......... ettt ireaaanaeeas e . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e e e e Noncompliant
Related Services .. ...t e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ..................... ... ... .......... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant
LRE ...ttt teeeeanees feeeerecesaiseceeneseanns Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ......... e e Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP .................................... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ~...No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... B No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? . .. .. e No
JEPS ..ottt iiiiietttisnsnsaassnananses ebseeseaesananes No Information
Content ......... e e e e No Information
MEEtingS . . o ettt e No Information
Transition Services............. e eeeressttecacsaacsasaesenaons Noncompliant
Notice ................... e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services . ...... e e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. e e Noncompliant
GeneralSupervision ............ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiiiiienaans Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . .......... .. ... .. ... .. . .. ..., Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications ... .................... Compliant
Complaint Management . ...............couiinirninnnnnennnnn. Compliant
Resolved within60Days .............. ... ... ....cvon.. Compliant
Resolve AnyComplaint . ......... ... ... ..o iiieiin. . No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ............ e e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . .. ........... ... ... Compliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method .. .... e ‘
Complete Method to Determine Compliance .............. ... . Compliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
“Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... .
Correction of Deficiencies ............... P Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ................oiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiie, Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ............................ No Information
Content of Notice . ... ...ttt Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................cc0itiieinennnnnnnn Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information

Protection in Evaluation ..... T Noncompliant
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State Texas : Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/20/96

Date of Final Report 9/16/97 Time Elapsed in Days 361
FAPE ........ et e eeeeeraeaaeaas P e ereaenaeaeaa Noncompllant
ESY ........ PP .. No Information
Related Services . ......... e e e e .. . Noncompliant
"Lengthof SchoolDay ...... ... .. ... i No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ... ... .. No Information
LRE cioiivviiiiiiiiiiiniainaaaaa, testsersessans cernee «++.. Noncompliant
| Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . ... - Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................ ... .......... Noncompliant
PlacementBasedonIEP ......... ... .. .. .. ... .. i i Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ........ e No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
~Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ............... ~....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ....................... No
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? . . . . .. P ‘No
1 3] . S feeeeans ceenen eeretenraanneas .. .. No Information
L0011 11 No Information
MEtIn S . . ot ittt it e No Information
' Transition Services......... Ceseeseetas s aeaeans cecesess... Noncompliant
Notice ............... PPt Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ...................... e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants ...t Noncompliant
General Supervision ..................... Cetiecerrraseeenaaas Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .. ....... ... ... L i No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ..................... Compliant
Complaint Management . . ..........couuniiniriinennnennennn.. Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days .............cviiiiiiiinenan... Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ............................ e No Information
State Monitoring of LEAs ............. e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance ... ................. ... ... No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e :
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ............... .. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ......... PR .. Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring .. ... 4
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e . ... Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............. Cerheisenenansans P Compliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days ... i No Information
Contentof Notice . . ... .. i i No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .~ . ......................... PR No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
Protection in Evaluation ........... Ceeetesececansieennas cevees Noncompliant
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State Utah o ’ | . * Date Momtormg Visit Ended 9/24/93

Date of Final Report 11/17/94 ( . Time Elapsed in Days 419
FAPE .......ccoovvviii... e e Noncompllant
“ESY ........ U S . Noncompliant
" Related Services . . . .. S A . e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay .......... ... .o i, No Information
Provision of Special Educatlon/Program Optlons Avallable .++..:...No Information
LRE .. ittt ieiiiiieneentanaanes +eceeevaese.. Noncompliant
- Ed. w/ Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . ... Noncompliant
: Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. e Noncompliant
~ Placement BasedonIEP ................... e ... .. Noncompliant
* Continuum Available to Extent Necessary .. ..... e No Information
~ Placement Determined at Least Annually ................... .. .. Noncompliant
. If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
" Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ... Yes
' Was Private Segregated School Visited? . ........... . S No
. Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No .
IEPS «viiiieiiiiiiniiiniienanens teteesitiissseeniesen.n.... Noncompliant
~ Content . ..... e e Noncompliant
Meetings . ............... P e DI Noncompliant
Transition Services............. i eeseiaeeanas teeiesssseees... Noncompliant
Notice ........ooouiiiiiiini... e e No Information
Statement of Needed Services ............... ... ..coiiiunn... Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .............. . e ... No Information
General Supervision ............coieueun.n cevesssesseesees... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ........... e e No Information
' Review & Approval of LEA Applications . . ........... . No Information
Complaint Management'. ................ e S No Information .
"Resolved within60Days ............c.cviiiiinanneann... No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ............ e No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . .........outonrininnenan .. .. ... Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ......................... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ................... .4
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant’
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 8 -
- Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ... :
Correctionof Deficiencies . ..............coitiuinunnnnann.. ‘Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ..........cooveeniiiiiiiiiiiieiieienn... Noncompliant
- Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Noncompliant
Content of Notice . . ... .ot i Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ................. e PR Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards e e No Information

Protection in Evaluation ...... T S «« ... No Information
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~ State Vermont Date Monitoring Visit Ended 9/22/95

. Date of Final Report 2/8/96 : Time Elapsed in Days 139

FAPE .......... Ceeerieseaneans . e eeeeenes e . Noncompliant
ESY ........ S A No Information
Related Services . ...t e Noncompliant
Length of School Day .. ............coiiuiiiiininnennanan.. No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . ........ Noncompliant

LRE ittt iiiiiiteestennnesseeecsnrocsnsasncsannnns No Information
Ed. w/N ondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ......... . ... ... ... ... ... ... .. ... No Information

- Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ Yes
-Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ..................No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ... ................ e No
"Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ... ..... P No _

FEPS ittt iiiieieiineeeeeereonsecnnnnnns feeeceseseseaancenans Noncompliant
Content . ... ittt i e e Noncompliant
MeEEtngS . ..ot e e No Information

Transition Services............. et eecececiestsatsteacsananns Noncompliant
30 (7 Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ................... wevvevv......No Information
Meeting Participants .............. e e e No Information

General Supervision ..........ccciiiiiiiieiiioneiaanns eeeeene Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students .. ....... ... ... . . Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ................... ... Compliant
Complaint Management . . .......... ... iiiiiinennannnnn. Compliant _

Resolved within60Days ........... ... ... i, No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ....... PSP No Information
State Monitoring Of LEAS ... ....outiutieee e Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ................. ... ..... No Information
# of Requirements LackingMethod .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ........... S No Information
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . .. ..
Correction of Deficiencies ................ e e Noncompliant

Procedural Safeguards ............ ... il No Information
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ No Information
Contentof Notice ... ... it it No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ................... J No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .............. e No Information

Protection in Evaluation ...........coeeeienreionennnneenancanns Compliant
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State Virginia icinCMTLA L~ Date Monitoring Visit Ended 5/5/95
Date of Final Report 9/29/95 “E%I— IDCNTIAL ~ Time Elapsed in Days 147
FAPE .......... ettt tretaeteieeaeaneeeen eeereeeeaaanan . Noncompliant
ESY ........ P e Noncompliant
Related Services ............. e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ......... ... .. .. .. . i, No Information
‘Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . .. ...... No Information
LRE .. it PRI Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . . .. No Information
Nonacademic & Extracurmicular .................. ... ... .. ... No Information
Placement BasedonIEP ........... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ~. Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually . ...................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ........ e ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? .. ...................... No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No S
JEPS ¢ oviiiiiineinnennnnns eeeeneseens e ssentesrannnaane No Information
Content .......... P No Information
Meetings ......... e e e e e e No Information
Transition Services............. eteseseesaeian s aaa e Noncompliant
" Notice ........ PR Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ........................c.ovun.. Noncompliant
- Meeting Participants ................... e Noncompliant
General SUPervision .............c.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiaaaaaeaaa, Noncompliant
- Incarcerated Students . ...... .. ... .. L. No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . .. .................... Compliant
" Complaint Management . ..........c.ouverrrrreineeennnnnennns Noncompliant
Resolved within60Days . ............ ... ... . ... .cvou... Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint .. .......... e P No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS ... ............iviriiiiianeanannnn. Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ...........c....cvonen... Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... P 5
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information -
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . .. 10
Correction of Deficiencies . ................ e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ................. o iiiiiiaiiiiial, No Information
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ Compliant
Contentof Notice . ... i Compliant
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .. ................. e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ............. [P No Information
Protectionin Evaluation ...........c.oieiiiiiriiiiiiienceennnn Noncompliant
DETERMINED TO BE AN
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| State Washington ‘ B '  Date Monitoﬁng Visit Ended 1/14/94

- Date of Final Report 3/15/95 ‘ : " Time Elapsed in Days 425

FAPE ... iiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnss e et . No Information
ESY ........ e e No Information
Related Services ................... S No Information
Length of School Day e e No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Avallable ......... No Information

B 17 ... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met ..... Noncompliant

- Nonacademic & Extracurricular ............. ... ... ... ... ... Noncompliant

Placement BasedonIEP ......................... e Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...... e No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually .................... ... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ... ... .. N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .. ............... ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? . .................. L No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? .. ... ... e No _

1) 2 S e et en i eneaaens ..... Noncompliant
COMEENL . ..o ie et ittt e e e Noncompliant
MEEUNGS - o eoveeeree s R Noncompliant

Transition Services .........oeeiveiveeeenseenncneecennnes ...... Noncompliant
Notice ......o..ov..... . e P Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services . ...... P e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .......... SRS S e Noncompliant

General SUPervision ............coeveeneeenn. e Ceeeeaens Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ............. ... ... oL il .. Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ................... ... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . .................. i e Noncompliant

Resolved within60Days ................................. Noncompliant
Resolve Any Complaint ... ... ..o vii i, Noncompliant
State Monitoringof LEAs ...................... e Noncompliant
 Method to Determine Compliance . ..................... .... Noncompliant

# of Requirements Lacking Method .. .... T 11
Complete Method to Determine Compliance: ................. Noncompliant

# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ........... .. 14
Effective Method for 1dentifying Deficiencies .......... e Noncompliant

#.of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monltonng ..... 31
Correction of Deficiencies . .. ... eeiraneraa e [P Noncompliant

Procedural Safeguards .......... feseseicerransennns +«+ee.... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days .................. aeeana ... Noncompliant
Content of Notice . ......... S e S -Noncompliant
Prior Notice/Parent CONSENt . ...............ceveeeneennennenn. .. Noncompliant
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards .................. e Noncompliant

Protection in qulﬁation Ceeetaesereaneeteaaaas Chsesesacnesneas . Noncompliant
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State West Virginia Date Monitoring Visit Ended 12/6/96

Date of Final Report 4/22/97 - Time Elapsed in Days 137
FAPE .......... e e ... Noncompliant
ESY ........ e P Noncompliant
Related Servxces ......................... P Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... ... i .. No Information
Provision of Spccial Education/Program Options Available . .. ... ... No Information
LRE .. i i ittt ittt e taratceetrenaennn «<ese.... Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis. !Removal only when Alds/Serwces Standard Met . . . .. Noncompliant
Nonacademic & Extracurricular .............................. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ...... ... ... ... ... ... . ... ... ... Noncompliant
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... Noncompliant
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ... ........... we......No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ............. I .....No
‘Were Files of Students Placed out of Statc Reviewed? ............. No
IEPs . iviinninnnen. e esseseresseecrireacencrannas «evvrve... No Information
Content . . oo e e No Information
Mt S . o .ottt it e e Compliant
Transition Services........coventiinereeneenneenninnenns «+e.... Noncompliant
NI & oottt et e e e e e e ... Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services ....... e e Noncompliant
Meeting Participants . .............iiiiiii i Noncompliant
General Supervision .........cciv0iiiinierenanass «+seseees... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . .................... [ No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . .. .................... Compliant
Complaint Management . .......... ... iiiiriinnennennnnnn. No Information
Resolved within60Days ....................... S Compliant
‘Resolve AnyComplaint . .......... ... .. ... . ... No Information
State Monitoring of LEAS . ..., ... i i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . ... ...................... Compliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. No Information
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . . ...
Correction of Deficiencies ................ e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ............coceiuenenn.. ceeens +++-+«... NoInformation
Hearing Decisions within45Days ............................ No Information
Contentof Notice .. .......c.oouieunnnennenn.... P ... No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent . ..............ovuiirrunrnrennnnn. No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ Compliant
Protection in Evaluation ....................... creeevsssess... Compliant
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State Wisconsin Date Monitoring Visit Ended 10/22/93

. Date of Final Report 12/23/94 : : _ Time Elapsed in Days 427
7N 4 . Noncompliant
ESY ........ e B e Noncompliant
Related Services . ................. e Noncompliant
Lengthof SchoolDay ............ ... ... ... ... .. .oia... No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Available . . .. .. ... No Information
LRE ..oovvviiiiininennn, et treettaieeetreeeeaeaaanes ......Noncompliant -

Ed: w/ Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met . . .. Noncompliant

Nonacademic & Extracurricular ................. ... ... ....... Noncompliant
Placement Basedon [EP ..... ... ... ... ... ... . ... .. ... ... No Information
Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
Placement Determined at Least Annually ....................... No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? ..~ ................ ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ........................ Yes
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ........... .. No
IEPs ......... R e et e ettt e ee ettt etanareaae. «......Noncompliant
Comtent ... e Noncompliant
MEEtNES . . ottt e Noncompliant
_Transition Services............. v e reteieeereaeeas «ev.e... Noncompliant
NI .« .. ittt e e e e e e Noncompliant
Statement of Needed Services . ... .. e R Noncompliant
Meeting Participants .. ........... it Noncompliant
General Supervision ...............ciiiiiiiiiiiie., «e++... Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students . ......... ... .. .. e No Information
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . .................. . ... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . ....................... e No Information
Resolved within 60 Days ........... ... ... ... oieiien..n. No Information
Resolve Any Complaint . ...... e e No Information
State Monitoringof LEAs . ....... ... .. ... .. ... oL Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance . . . ... e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method .....................
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method .............
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Monitoring . . ... 15
Correction of Deficiencies ............... e Noncompliant
Procedural Safeguards ........... ...l «+eesesee.. Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within 45 Days . ..............cccceuuenen... Noncompliant
Contentof Notice . ... ...t _. No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent ................. e No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........................ No Information
" Protection in Evaluation ................. Cheeseessertaseaeeans . Noncompliant
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State Wyoming " Date Monitoring Visit Ended 4/29/94

Date of Final Report 3/3/95 o Time Elapsed in Days 308
FAPE .......... eeeeenenens cheesaaeas PN Cetseesenenaaes No Information
ESY ........ e e e No Information
"Related Services . ... ...t e No Information
Lengthof SchoolDay ........ ... ... .. .. i, No Information
Provision of Special Education/Program Options Avallable ......... No Information
LRE .......cccvnnnnns Cieaesiseeieneranaaananaos eereseeeenas Noncompliant
Ed. w/Nondis./Removal only when Aids/Services Standard Met .. . .. Noncompliant
" Nonacademic & Extracurricular ...................ciiiinn. Noncompliant
Placement BasedonIEP ................ U P No Information
-Continuum Available to Extent Necessary ...................... No Information
- Placement Determined at Least Annually ..................... - . No Information
If no LRE Noncompliance, was Segregated School Visited? ........ N/A
Was School for the Blind or Deaf Visited? .................. ....No
Was Private Segregated School Visited? ................... DI No
'Were Files of Students Placed out of State Reviewed? ............. No
IEPS ¢vvveernnnnannnn Ceeeteeacnananas Ceneeeaeraaaann ceeeeann Noncompliant
Content .. ... e e S Noncompliant
Meetings . ...oovvvrineinei it et iee e No Information
Transition Services.........c.o.iiliniiieiiiiennnnonnenans «« .. No Information
NOtCE . .o No Information
Statement of Needed Services . ................oiiireienneenns No Information
Meeting Participants .............. PSP No Information
"General Supervision ..........c000000nnn. eeesacseateeanennn Noncompliant
Incarcerated Students ........... ... . ... .. Noncompliant
Review & Approval of LEA Applications . ...................... Noncompliant
Complaint Management . . . ........... ... ... iiiuiaiiniiaannnn Compliant '
Resolved within 60 Days ......... e [P No Information
Resolve AnyComplaint .. ........................... "....No Information
- State Monitoringof LEAS . ......... ... . i Noncompliant
Method to Determine Compliance .. ................... e Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Method ...... e 11 .
Complete Method to Determine Compliance ................. Noncompliant
# of Requirements Lacking Complete Method ............. 3
Effective Method for Identifying Deficiencies ................ Noncompliant
# of Discrepancies between Federal & State Momtormg ..... 1
Correctionof Deficiencies ......... ..ot No Information
Procedural Safeguards ................. esesesnsvecnnenan . ... Noncompliant
Hearing Decisions within45Days . ...............c.counn... Noncompliant
Contentof Notice ... ...t i No Information
Prior Notice/Parent Consent .................ouerneunanaannnn No Information
Establishment of Procedural Safeguards ........ e Noncompliant

Protection in Evaluation ............. e, v+......No Information
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Appendix H

Overview of the New Continuous Improvement Monitoring System

333
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ADMINISTRATIVE MARKING
INITIALS: Re€___ DATE: M/04//2
201 -0103-3

In February 1998, the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) convened a national
meeting of advocates and parents of children with disabilities, representatives from the states,
and other stakeholder groups to gather input for the proposed revision of OSEP’s monitoring
system. Their input significantly affected the design of the revised system. Program
improvement, accountability for outcomes, collaboration, and compliance are the multiple
objectives of the new continuous improvement monitoring system. OSEP claims a stronger
focus on state improvements that will significantly improve outcomes for children with
disabilities without diminishing the focus on ensuring compliance. OSEP sees monitoring as
having two main components, both necessary to improving compliance and actual results for
children in each state. The first component is the feview and corrective action/improvement
process in each state, which should focus on those requirements having the greatest impact on
improving results for children. The second is the data collection to support findings of

noncompliance, which is still necessary.

The revised procedures will require states to assume accountability for measuring and
reporting progress, identifying weak areas and identifying and implementing strategies for
improvement. It will require each state to collect and use data newly required under the IDEA
’97 amendments.! Each state will work with a steering committee made up of a broad range of
stakeholders, including advocates and parents, to design and implement an ongoing monitoring
process focused on improving results for children and youth with disabilities. OSEP will

periodically visit programs in the states to verify their self-assessments.

Although states are not required to have a steering committee to conduct its self-
assessment process, OSEP is strongly encouraging every state to use the steering committee
mechanism and to ensure representation of all stakeholder interests in the self-assessment

process.’

The concept of the new monitoring process differs significantly from that of the old

model. OSEP defines its key characteristics as follows:
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1

-A continuous, rather than episodic, accountability system that integrates self-assessment,

continuous feedback, and response and is clearly linked to systemic change.-

A partnership with parents, students, state education agencies (SEAs), local education

agencies“(LEAs), and other federal agencies in a collaborative process in which

stakeholders are part of the entire process, including

- the setting of goals and benchmarks;
- the collection and analysis of self-assessment data;
- the identification of critical problem issues and s_olutibns; and

- the development, implementation, and oversight of improvement strategies to

ensure compliance and improved results for children and youth with disabilities.

A continuous improvement monitoring process in each state driven by data that focus on

improving results.

Self-assessment and monitoring processes in each state that are public, with broad
dissemination of self-assessment results, monitoring reports, and the design,

implementation, and results of correction/improvement plans.
Technical assistance from OSEP as part of its on-site work in each state.
Technical-assistance plans as part of corrective action/improvement plans in each state. .

The use of Regional Resource Centers and the National Early Childhood Technical
Assistance System (NECTAS) for technical assistance throughout continuous

improvement process in each state.

. 20 U.S.C. § 1418(a).

2. Conversation with Larry Ringer, Office of Special Education Programs, Washington, DC,
September 2, 1999.
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Appendix 1

Complamts Received b Office for Civil Rights y the, U.S. Department of Educatlon,
Related to Primary or Secondary Schools :
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The following tables reflect discrimination complaints filed with the Office for Civil
Rights (OCR) for the period October 1, 1993-May 4, 1998. The complaint data displayed in
these tables are only those for which the respondent was a primary or secondary school. OCR
has classified all the complaints included in these tables as complaints related to Title II of the
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA); most of them are also classified as complaints related to
Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act. There are 5,684 individual complainants (5,584
nonduplicative docket numbers) for the reporting period. These complainants raise 12,349
issues. Complainants often raise more than one issue and OCR treats each issue separately. The
complaints and issues raised with respect to primary and secondary schools constitute 72.3
percent of all the individual complainants and 74.7 percent of all issués raised with the Office for
Civil Rights under ADA Title II.

Chart 26 shows that the key issues for an ADA/504 complaint are admission to an
education program, program services for students with disabilities, and student treatment in areas
such as discipline, awards, and honors, and student or parents’ rights. By far, the issue for which
the most complaints are filed involves enrollment recruitment, requirements, or selection criteria
and procedures. The disabilities of the complainants vary. As it is noted in Table 27, a fairly
large proportion (18.65%) of the students identified had learning disabilities. Attention Deficit
and Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) also accounts for a noticeable proportion of the
complainants. Approximately 33 percent of the complainants are categorized as "general"”
disability or "other handicapped.” It is unclear from these categories what types of disabilities
are experienced by those complainants. What is clear, however, is that a large proportion of the
ADA/504 complaints lodged against school districts involve students with cognitive disabilities.

The distribution of complaint resolutions is displayed in Table 28. This distribution
demonstrates the OCR focus on facilitating a resolution between the parties, rather than
determining violations. Approximately 40 percent of the cases are reported closed by a
resolution developed by the respondent, OCR, or another federal agency (and accepted by OCR).
In approximately 13 percent of the complaints, the case is closed by referral to another federal
agency for investigation or resolution. OCR finds insufficient basis or evidence to support an

allegation or finding in approximately 16 percent of the cases. The remaining complaints do not
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. re‘suit in a finding for thevcomplainant for a variety of technical reasons, including thg absence of
a sigﬁed consent by the complainant, a lack of éocperation by the complainant, Iéck of OCR*-
jurisdiction, withdrawal of the complaint by the complainant, or because the complaint was
prewously investigated and handled and OCR has Judged the current complamt as substannally

the same as the prevxously handled complaint.

[

Chart 25: Number of OCR Complaints From anary or Secondary Schools
Identified as " Title 11 Only" or "ADA/504"

ADA Title V504 Complaints Filed with the Departrnent of Education

:
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No. of Complaints
g g

1993 1984 -~ 1995 1996 1997 ' 1998
Year Complaint Received
{1998 is for Jan-Apr only)
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Chart 26: Issues Raised in DOE/OCR Title II and ADA/504 Complaints

4% 5%

R 42%

Issues Raised in ADA Title 1l/504 Complaints |

g Employee Issues

mAdmission to Education Program
gProgram Senvice

| g Program Requirements
‘.Suppon Senvces .
Extracumicular Activities

Senice Related Administration

@ Student/Beneficiary Treatments |
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7 :

Total number of Issues Raised: 12,349

5% Employee ssues
42% Admission to Education Program
20% Program Services
3% P'rogram.Requirements
1%  Support'Services
2% Extracurricular Activities
'23% Student/Beneficiary Treatments

4% Service Related Administration
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Table 27: Type of Disability Constituting Basis of Complaint for OCR Complaints*

/1_ General B " L 23.96%
Other health impairments 6.68%
Hearing problems o 2.72%
Leaming disability 18.65%
Mental illness s 8.19%
Mental retardation 4.64%
Orthopedic or physical deformity impairment 6.51%
Visual impairments 1.26%
Attention Deficit Disorder (ADD) 7.38%
Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder (ADHD) 8.79%
Speech impairment e 1.29%
Other handicapped 9.00%
Miscellaneous (e.g., HIV/AIDS, cancer, alcohol, epilepsy) 0.94%
Total (n =11,281) 100.0%

* Bases are calculated by issue, thus total number of bases is larger than total number of
complainants.

Table 28: Distribution of OCR Complaint Resolutions*

Resolved by referral to other federal agency 1.61%
Not enough information or signed consent to proceed 4.78%
Complaint not timely 2.89%
OCR has no jurisdiction 9.07%
Complaint too suspect to proceed 0.68%
Previously investigated & handled = 1.45%
Allegation is being investigated by another federal agency 11.61%
Resolved by respondent (recipient) 11.86%
OCR facilitated early resolution (ECR) 6.75%
'OCR negotiates agreement for corrective action 19.96%
Resolved by other agency, OCR accepts outcome 1.33%
Complainant withdraws complaint 5.42%
Insufficient factual basis to support allegation 6.64%
Insufficient evidence to support finding of a violation 8.06%
No violation Letter of Findings (LOF) issued 0.67%
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- OCR negotiates agreement for corrective action & issues a 0.57%
"violation corrected” LOF »
Complainant does not cooperate 1.37%
Misc. 0.20%
Allegation moot or complainant died & allegations cannot 4.72%
be pursued '

Will treat as compliance review S © _ 0.37%
Total (n=11,198) 100.00%

*Each issue raised has a resolution code. Total number of resolutions is larger than total
number of complainants. '
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Appendix J

List of Acronyms
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BEH

CAP
CBE
ccD
CDE
CSDE
~ CSPD

DBTAC
" DCPS
DoED
DOJ
DREDF

ECR
EDGAR
EHA
ESY

FAPE

Air Carrier Access Act

Americans with Disabilities Act
Administration on Developmental Disabilities
Attention Deficit and Hyperactivity Disorder
Alaska Department of Education

- Administrative Law Judge

Bureau of Education for the Handicapped

Corrective Action Plan

Chicago Board of Education |
Consortium of Citizens with Disabilities
California Departmeni of Education '
Colorado State Department of Edﬁcation _

Comprehénsive System of Personal Development

Disability Technical Assistance Center
District of Columbia Public Schools
Department of Education

Depértment of Justice

Disability Rights Education and Defense Fund

OCR-Facilitated Early Resolution

Education Department General Administrative Regﬁlations
Education for All Handicapped Children Act |

Extended School Year

Free Appropriate Public Educatibn
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 FHAA
FLDE
FTE

GAO
GEPA
GPRA

HCPA

o
IDEA
-~ IEP
1G
ISBE

KSBE

LEA
LOF
LRE

MASSDE
MDE
MDOE
‘MOU
MSIP

Fair Housing Act
Florida Department of Education

Full-time Equivalent

General Accounting Office
General Education Provisions Act

Government Performance and Results Act
Handicapped Children’s Protection Act

Iowa Department of Education ’
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act
Individualized Education Program |
Inspector General .

Illinois State Board of Education

Kentucky Department of Education

Kansas State Department of Education

Local Education Agency
Letters of Findings

Least Restrictive Environment

Massachusetts Department of Education
Minnesota Department of Education
Maine Department of Education
Memorandum of Understanding

Monitoring and State Improvement Planning Division
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. NAPAS

NARIC

' NASDSE

 NCD
'NICHCY
'NIDRR
NMSDE
NPND
'NYSED

OD
OGC
0OIG
OSEP
OSERS

P&A
PAAT
PADD
PAIR
PAR
PDE
PRDE
PTI

RCF
RFP
RSA

Nat10na1 Assoc1at10n of Protection and Advocacy Systems

National Rehabilitation Informatlon Center

National Association of State Directors of Special Education |
Nationél Council on Disability' ‘ ‘

National Information Center for Children and Youih with Disabilities
National Institute on Disability and Rehabilitation Research |
New Mexico State Department of Education |

National Parent Network on Disabilities

New York State Education Depantmént

Office for Civil Rights

Office of the Director

Office of General Counsel

Ofﬁce of fhe Inspectof General
Ofﬁc‘é of Special Education Programs

Office of Special Education and Rehabilitative Services

~ Protection and Advocacy

Protection & Advocacy for Assistive Technology

Protection and Advocacy for Persons with Developmental Disabilities
Protection and Advocacy for Individual Rights |
Program Administrative Review '

Pennsylvania Department of Education

Puerto Rico Department of Education

Parent Training and Information

Residential Care F acilities
Request for Proposal

Rehablhtatlon Serv1ces Admmlstratmn
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http:Network.on

RTP
'SCDE

" SEA

SEP -

TEA

VADOE
VIDE

d

Research to Practice Division

South Carolina Department of Education

~ State Education Agency

Special Education Program
Texas Education Agency

Virginia Department of Education
Virgin Islands Department of Education

347



DETERMINED TO BE AN | -
ADMINISTRATIVE MARKING CONHDEN HAL
INITIALS: Be¢ ___DATE: /1/09//D_ :

w1 -0103-5

Appendix K

‘Consolidated List of Findings and Recommendations
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Consolidated List of Findings and Recommendations

I. The Law, the Compliance/Enforcement Scheme, and the Context

Finding # 1.1
The effectiveness of DoED’s internal coordination amohg the various offices and teams
involved in IDEA implementation and enforcement is unclear.

LOSERP is responsible for IDEA compliance monitoring and enforcement consulting with
several other offices within the Department of Education, as needed. Within OSEP, the close
integration of enforcement responsibility with responsibilities for state grant administration,
compliance monitoring, technical assistance, énd program improvement can lead to conflicting
internal objectives. There appears to be no process for assessing whether the current approach to
internal collaboration has helped or hindered IDEA enforcement.

Recommendation # 1.1

The Department of Education should assess whether its current internal organization and

’X\r\ division of IDEA grant administration and enforcement functions/responsibilities effectively

supports the Department’s goals to correct persistent state noncompliance.

OSEDP, the Office for Civil Rights (OCR), and perhaps the Office of General Counsel
(OGC) should further articulate the objectives of their joint activities in relation to the
enforcement of IDEA, Section 504, and ADA Title II, and describe the specific mechanisms and
divisions of responsibility they have developed to implement each objective. In addition, OSEP
and OCR should evaluate the effectiveness of their current collaboration for improving

compliance monitoring and enforcement of IDEA.

Finding # 1.2

The Department of Education’s mechanisms for external coordination and collaboration to
better implement and enforce IDEA need to be evaluated.

Recommendation # 1.2

The Department of Education should also articulate the objectives and mechanisms for

collaborating with other government agencies (i.e., the Department of Justice and the
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Department of the Interior) on the enforcement of IDEA, and evaluate their effectiveness on
an ongoing basis. At least every two years, DoED’s annual report to Congress should report
on the effectiveness of these mechanisms and the agencies’ progress toward meeting their

collaboration objectives.
I1. Grassroots Perspectives on Noncompliance and Federal Enforcement of IDEA

Finding # I1.1A
The ongoing struggles of many students with disabilities, their parents, and advocates to
obtain services under IDEA leaves them with the impression that the Federal Government

is not enforcing the law.

Finding # I1.1B

As a result of 25 years of nonenforcement by the Federal Government, parents are the main
enforcement vehicle for ensuring compliance with IDEA.

Recommendation # 11.1A

The Department of Education must exercise leadership in enforcing the law, with parents as
partners and resources in carrying out their enforcement mandate.

Recommendation # I1.1B

The Department of Education should publicly articulate and implement an enforcement
philosophy and plan that includes the strategic use of litigation and administrative sanctions.
When noncompliance is not corrected within the agreed upon time frame, the Department of
Education should aggressively enforce the law, using clearly defined appropriate sanctions to

improve accountability and achieve compliance with the law.

Finding # I1.2
Parents have identified a number of obstacles to their participation as full partners in the
IDEA monitoring and enforcement processes.

. Parents have not been invited consistently to be involved in the monitoring process,
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and if invited, have not been given an opportunity consistently to be heard.

. Parents are not knowledgeable enough about either the requirements of IDEA or
the monitoring and enforcement processes. |

. The presentation of compliance information in the monitoring reports is
inconsistent from one monitoring period to the next, making evaluation of
improvements over time difficult.

The recommendations below address how some of these obstacles can be corrected.

Recommendation # I11.2A

OSEP should encourage the involvement of students with disabilities and their parents as

resources to improve monitoring.

Parents stressed that they and their children have the “frontline” experience and expertise
with the districts in their states and would like increased involvement in directing the monitoring
process and resources to areas of noncompliance that they have already identified.
Recommendation # 11.2B
Congress should direct a change in the mission of the P&As and IL centers to include a
priority focus on special education advocacy, and in collaboration with the PTIs, the
development of a collaborative special education advocacy strategy for their states.

The combined resources of PTIs, P&As, and IL centers are needed to develop and
maintain special education advocacy services and programs statewide at a level commensurate
with the need of students with disabilities and their parents for assistance in obtaining services
and supports under IDEA, as well as participating effectively in monitoring and enforcement.
Recommendation # 11.2C
OSEP should standardize the presentation of the monitoring reports and data.

Such standardization is essential for accurate and credible evaluation of compliance from

one monitoring period to the next.
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III. Grant Administration, Compliance Monitoring, Complaint Handling, and
Enforcement Functions

Finding # III A.1
Many states are found eligible for full funding under Part B of IDEA while simultaneously
failing to ensure compliance with the law.

Although no state is fully ensuring compliance with IDEA, states usually receive full
funding every fiscal year. Once eligible for funding, a state receives regular increases, which are
automatic under the formula. OSEP’s findings of state noncompliance with IDEA requirements
usually have no effect on that state’s eligibility for funding unless (1) the state’s policies or
procedures create systemic obstacles to implementing IDEA, or (2) persistent noncompliance
leads OSEP to enforce by imposing high risk status with “special conditions” to be met for
continued funding.

Recommendation # 111 A.1
The Department of Education should link a state’s continued eligibility for federal funding
under Part B to the remedy of any noncompliance within the agreed upon time frame.

When a state is found out of compliance with the law via federal monitoring, continued
eligibility for IDEA funding should be linked with achieving compliance within a designated
time frame. The state corrective action plan or compliance agreement should spell out what must
be done within a specific time frame to achieve compliance or the state will be found ineligible

for all or part of the available grant money for the next fiscal period.

Finding # III A.2

The competitive state Program Improvement Grants are intended to make funding
available to states for implementing improvement strategies to correct IDEA
noncompliance problems.

Recommendation # 111 A.2A

OSEP should require that five percent of funds awarded under the State Program
Improvement Grants be applied toward developing a statewide standardized data collection

and reporting system for tracking the core data elements needed to measure state compliance
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with IDEA and evaluate educatwnal results for chzldren with dtsabtlmes

i Recommendation #I1A2B

' When a state is found out of compliance with the law via federal monitoring, continued
 eligibility for State Program Improvement Grant funding should be linked with achieving

compliance within a designated time frame.

Finding # III B.1A |
_After 25 years, all states are out of compliance with IDEA to varying degrees.

An analysis of the most recent federal =monitoring report-available for each state (from
1994-1998) indicated that no state had camed out its responsibilities to-ensure comphance with
all the requirements of Part B. While the degree of noncompliance w1th any given requirement
(based on number and seriousness of infractions) \faned among the states, many states had failed
to ensure compliance with a significant Anumber of requirements. Of the seven areas analyzed, 24
‘percent, or 10 states, had failed to ensure compliance in five areas; 24 percent, or 10 states, had
failed to ensure compliance in six areas; and 12 percent, or six states, had failed to ensure
compliance in seven areas. Four percent, er two states, had failed to ensure compliance in only

one area.

Finding # I1I B.1B

More than half of the states have failed to ensure full compliance with the following areas: |
general su‘pervision (90%, or 45 states); transition (88 %, or 44:states); free appropriate -
public education (80%, or 40 states); procedural safeguards (78%, or 39 states); and least
restrictive environment (72 %, or 36 states).

| Other areas in which states failed to ensure compliance are IEPs (44%, or 22 states) and

protection in evaluatien (38%, or 19 states). |
Recommendation Il B.IA - -

Cengress should ask the General Accounting Office (GAO) to conduct a study of the extent to
which SEAs and LEAs are ensuring that the requirements of IDEA in the areas of general

supervision, transition, free appropriate public education, procedural safeguards, and least
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