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https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-III/part-300/subpart-F/subject-group-ECFR76957f34acb3422/section-300.600

Targeted monitoring also includes an on-site review for LEAs with a DL 2 SD Year 3 in two or
more areas that did not participate in a targeted on-site review during the prior school year.

Intensive support includes both a desk review and an on-site review for LEAs with a DL 3 or DL
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e LEAs with at least one finding of noncompliance from the folder review, on-site review, or
self-reported noncompliance are assigned an overall compliance status of “Noncompliant”
and require a CAP.

e | EAs with no findings of noncompliance from the folder review, on-site review, or self-
reported noncompliance but at least one pre-finding correction of noncompliance are
assigned an overall compliance status of “Pre-finding Corrected” and have “No Action
Required” (i.e., LEA does not require a CAP).

e [ EAs with no findings of noncompliance or pre-finding correction from the folder review, on-
site review, or self-reported noncompliance are assigned an overall compliance status of
“Compliant” and have “No Action Required” (i.e., LEA does not require a CAP).

LEAs with an overall noncompliant status must submit a CAP within 30 calendar days of this
report. The CAP must include all citations with a noncompliance finding. LEAs should access the
CAP resources and submission requirements on the Review and Support TEA webpage.

LEAs must complete the required actions as soon as possible, but in no case later than one year
from the date of this notification (see OSEP QA 23-01). TEA determines if noncompliance has
been addressed according to the following criteria:

e Child-Specific Correction- Individual cases of noncompliance have each been corrected
e Systemic Correction— 100% compliance implementing regulatory requirements

LEAs with both pre-finding correction of noncompliance for two or fewer students (i.e.,
individual level) and verification of child-specific and systemic corrections by the pre-finding
correction deadline do not require a CAP. However, LEAs with an individual level of
noncompliance for two or fewer students that has not been corrected by the pre-finding
correction deadline or LEAs with a systemic level of noncompliance (i.e., more than two
students) require a CAP.

LEAs that do not complete their CAP or complete their CAP after the required one-
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DATA REVIEW

Data Sources

Data from the following areas were considered for the targeted monitoring review:

Copyright © 2024. Texas Education Agency. All Rights Reserved.


https://tealprod.tea.state.tx.us/tea.askted.web/Forms/Home.aspx
/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-guide.pdf
/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-guide.pdf
https://texreg.sos.state.tx.us/public/readtac$ext.TacPage?sl=R&app=9&p_dir=&p_rloc=&p_tloc=&p_ploc=&pg=1&p_tac=&ti=19&pt=2&ch=89&rl=1115

on the 2023 RF Tracker annual data submission in the Texas Student Data System (Oracle
Database).

Results Driven Accountability (RDA), State Performance Plan
Indicators (SPPI), and Significant Disproportionality (SD)

LEAs are annually assigned special education determination using four determination levels
(DLs; see
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STAKEHOLDER ANALYSIS AND RESULTS (ON-SITE ONLY)

TEA collected stakeholder data using structured interviews during the targeted monitoring on-
site review from special education providers, general education providers, and district/campus
administration.

The purpose of analyzing interview data was to measure stakeholder understanding of certain
aspects of the LEA's special education program related to the focused areas of identification
and discipline of children with disabilities. Interview questions were indexed to one of three
categories to enable the desired analysis: policy, procedure, or implementation. TEA assigned
each interviewee response one of four possible values to reflect the level of understanding
observed: responses designated as “good understanding” or “some understanding” were
assessed as reflecting a positive result, while responses designated as “little understanding” or
“no understanding” were assessed as reflecting a negative result.

Table 7 shows the analysis of stakeholder results for each category (policy, procedure, and
implementation) by role (special education providers, general education providers, and
district/campus administration). Stakeholder data were collected using a non-probability
sampling method and included respondents according to their roles as identified by the LEA.
The number of respondents refers to the number of unique respondents for a particular role.
Roles with fewer than five respondents are masked. The percentages are the total number of
positive responses out of all responses.

Table 7. Stakeholder Results by Role and Category

Catedor Special Education General Education Administration
gory Providers Providers (Campus and District)
Number of
NA
Respondents
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SUCCESSES AND CONSIDERATIONS

The following successes were identified from the monitoring review:

e SUCCESS: Systems for documentation are implemented well as evidenced by descriptive and
detailed present levels of academic achievement and functional performance (PLAAFPS)
supported by student data.

e SUCCESS: Systems for parent involvement are implemented well as evidenced by parent
invitations and their attendance at admission, review and dismissal (ARD) committee
meetings.
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APPENDIX I: SELF-REPORTED NONCOMPLIANCE

Table 9 lists LEA self-reported noncompliance. This noncompliance is also included in the
overall total count of noncompliance in Table 3.

Table 9. Self-Reported Noncompliance

Area

Citation

Level

Status

Action

NA

NA

NA

NA

NA
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APPENDIX Il: ADDITIONAL RESOURCES

Differentiated Monitoring and Support System

Differentiated Monitoring and Support Guide

State Performance Plan and Annual Performance Report and Requirements

Race and Ethnicity in Special Education: Difference Between Data Collection and Data Reporting
Results Driven Accountability Reports and Data

Results Driven Accountability District Reports

Results Driven Accountability Documentation
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