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Cyclical Monitoring Commitment

Differentiated Monitoring and Support (DMS)
Determination
DL 1

Meets Requirements

DL 2

Needs Assistance

DL 3

Needs Intervention

DL 4

Needs Substantial
Intervention

Self-Assessment is an annual process for all LEAs, regardless of determination level and monitoring schedule
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Cyclical Monitoring Overview

Cyclical Monitoring Numbers

Districts
Charters

133

Cycle 3 – 6

56

343

Total = 831 LEAS to
be monitored

Cycle 1 and 2
Total = 399 LEAS

698

After cycle 6, all 1,230 LEAs will participate in cyclical monitoring.
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Cyclical Monitoring Results: Cycle 1 Group 1 & Group 2
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IEP Implementation
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Cyclical Monitoring Outcomes: Cycle 1 G3 and Cycle 2 G1 and G2
Districts
80 total instances
of noncompliance
25% of
NC

23% of
NC

Charters

20% of

20

33 total instances
of noncompliance

NC

33% of
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LEA Noncompliance Data
Trends

Noncompliance Trends: Child Find/Evaluation
SE 1

Was a full and individual evaluation (FIE) completed within 45 school days of the date the district received written consent for
evaluation?

SE 1a What was the reason for the delay?
SE 2

Was a review of existing data (REED) completed by the IEP team and other qualified professionals?

SE 3

Did the school provide Prior Written Notice (PWN) to the student’s parent/guardian describing all evaluation procedures it
proposed to conduct?

SE 4

Was the evaluation based on information from a variety of sources (e.g. aptitude/ achievement tests, parent input, teacher
recommendations, as well as information about the student's physical, social/cultural and adaptive behavior)?

SE 5

Were evaluation instruments provided and administered in the student’s native language or other mode of communication and in
the form most likely to yield accurate information on what the student knows and can do academically, developmentally, and
functionally, unless it was clearly not feasible to provide or administer?

SE 6

Did the evaluation sufficiently identify and address all related services to meet the child's needs (e.g. transportation, OT, PT,
counseling, etc.)?
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Noncompliance Trends: Transition
TR 1

Was the student's first transition ARD committee meeting held prior to his/her 14th birthday?

TR 2

Is there evidence the student was invited to attend the ARD committee meeting to consider postsecondary goals and transition needs?

TR 4

Is there evidence that the ARD committee considered and documented the student's strengths, preferences and interests?

TR 6

Did the ARD committee consider, and, if appropriate, address and document an appropriate functional vocational evaluation?

TR 7

Did the ARD committee consider and, if appropriate, document a referral of a student or the student's parents/guardians to a governmental agency for services or public
benefits, including a referral to a governmental agency to place the student on a waiting list for public benefits available to the student, such as a waiver program…

TR 10

Beginning not later than the first IEP to be in effect when the student turns 16 years of age, or younger if determined appropriate by the ARD committee, and updated
annually thereafter, does the IEP include measurable postsecondary goals based upon age-appropriate transition assessments related to education and training?

TR 11

Beginning not later than the first IEP to be in effect when the student turns 16 years of age, or younger if determined appropriate by the ARD committee, and updated
annually thereafter, does the IEP include measurable postsecondary goals based upon age-appropriate transitions assessments related to employment?

TR 12

Where appropriate, beginning not later than the first IEP to be in effect when the student turns 16 years of age, or younger if determined appropriate by the ARD committee,
and updated annually thereafter, does the IEP include measurable postsecondary goals based upon age-appropriate transitions assessments related to independent living
skills?

TR 13

Beginning not later than the first IEP to be in effect when the student turns 16 years of age, or younger if determined appropriate by the ARD committee, and updated
annually thereafter, does the IEP include the transition services (including courses of study) needed to assist the student in reaching the postsecondary goals?

TR 14

At least one year before the student reached the age of 18, was it documented that the student was informed about the transfer of rights?

TR 18

Was an IEP developed and implemented by the child's third birthday?

Noncompliance Trends: IEP Development
ID 2

Does the PLAAFP for this student describe the effect of the student's disability on involvement and progress in the
general education curriculum?

ID 3

Are the student's goals measurable?

ID 4

Does the IEP contain a description of how the student’s progress will be measured?

ID 5

Does the IEP indicate when progress reports will be shared with the parent?

ID 6

Does this student participate in the alternate assessment (STAAR Alternate 2)?

ID 6a

Does the IEP include benchmarks or short-term objectives aligned to alternate achievement standards (in addition
to the annual goals)?
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Noncompliance Trends: Properly Constituted ARDs
PCA 3

Did a general educator attend the ARD committee meeting?

PCA 4

Did the special educator attend the ARD committee meeting?

PCA 7

Did an LEA representative attend the ARD meeting? Note: the LEA rep must be qualified to provide, or supervise
the provision of, specially designed instruction to meet the unique needs of children with disabilities,
knowledgeable about the general curriculum, and knowledgeable about the availability of resources of the LEA.

PCA 9

For a student who is participating in or being considered for CTE, did a representative from CTE attend the ARD
committee meeting?

PCA 20

Does the IEP indicate whether the child's parent, the adult student, if applicable, and the administrator agreed or
disagreed with the decisions of the ARD committee?

Technical Assistance and
Resources
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Diagnostic Framework for Monitoring

Three IDEA implementation
domains
PCA
SE
IC
ID
IE

Seven focus
areas of
compliance

SA
TR
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Planning for Desk Review
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Planning with Self-Assessment Resources

Self-Assessment
Glossary

Self-Assessment
Guide
Self-Assessment
Evaluative Rubric

https://tea.texas.gov/academics/special-student-populations/review-and-support/self-assessment

Evaluative Rubric: Probing Questions
Probing Questions

Sources of Evidence

Quality of Implementation Level

Justification
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Technical Assistance

Planning for Strategic Support Plans and Corrective Action Plans
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Resources and Webinars

Technical Assistance Trending Topics Monitoring
Trending Topics in Monitoring Issue 1

Trending Topics in Monitoring Issue 2

Trending Topics in Monitoring Issue 3
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Glance at Trending Topic

Leading areas of
noncompliance
identified in most
recent monitoring
group

Universal
Support/Technical
Assistance

Contact Information: Review and Support Department

Phone Number: (512) 463-9414

Email Address: ReviewandSupport@tea.texas.gov

13

Thank you!
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