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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 

/student-assessment/monitoring-and-interventions/rda/rda-and-pbmas-manuals


 

https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/Guidance_on_State_General_Supervision_Responsibilities_under_Parts_B_and_C_of_IDEA-07-24-2023.pdf


/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/strategic-support-plan
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/Guidance_on_State_General_Supervision_Responsibilities_under_Parts_B_and_C_of_IDEA-07-24-2023.pdf
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DATA REVIEW 

Data Sources 

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

● AskTED District Identification Data 
● Results Driven Accountability (RDA) Data 
● Significant Disproportionality (SD) Year 3 Data 
● State Performance Plan (SPP) Data   
● Desk Review Data  
● On-site Review Data (if applicable) 
● Stakeholder Interview Data 
● Residential Facility (RF) Summer PEIMS Data 
● Self-Reporting Noncompliance Data (if applicable) 

Student Sampling and Campus Information 

Targeted monitoring includes a desk review and, if applicable, an on-site

-

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
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https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-III/part-300/subpart-F/subject-group-ECFR76957f34acb3422/section-300.603#p-300.603(b)(1)
https://www.ecfr.gov/current/title-34/subtitle-B/chapter-III/part-300/subpart-F/subject-group-ECFR4f9a33f19162f53/section-300.646
/student-assessment/monitoring-and-interventions/rda/results-driven-accountability-data-and-reports
https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/idea/index.html
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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 

Category 
Special Education 

Providers 

General Education 

Providers 

Administration  

(Campus and District) 

Number of 

Respondents 
NA 
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SUCCESSES AND CONSIDERATIONS 
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/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-guide.pdf


/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-dms
/Academics/Special_Student_Populations/Review_and_Support/Review_and_Support/
mailto:ReviewandSupport@tea.texas.gov
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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 II: 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 

 

  

/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-dms
/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/differentiated-monitoring-and-support-guide.pdf
/Reports_and_Data/Data_Submission/State_Performance_Plan/State_Performance_Plan_and_Annual_Performance_Report_and_Requirements
/sites/default/files/rda-sd-race-ethnicity.pdf
/Student_Testing_and_Accountability/Monitoring_and_Interventions/Performance-Based_Monitoring_Analysis_System_(PBMAS)/Performance-Based_Monitoring_Reports_and_Data
https://rptsvr1.tea.texas.gov/pbm/distrpts.html
/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/rda-documentation



