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Individuals with Disabilities Education Act: Statutory
Provisions and Selected Issues

Summary

The Individualswith Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) isboth agrants statute
and a civil rights statute. It provides federal funding for the education of children
with disabilities and requires, as a condition for the receipt of such funds, the
provision of afree appropriate public education (FAPE). The statute also contains
detailed due process provisionsto ensure the provision of FAPE. Originally enacted
in 1975, the act responded to increased awareness of the need to educate children
with disabilities and to judicia decisions requiring that states provide an education
for children with disabilities if they provided an education for children without
disabilities.

IDEA hasbeen amended several times, most recently and most comprehensively
by the 1997 IDEA reauthorization, P.L. 105-17, the Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act Amendments of 1997. The 1997 reauthorization was the result of
years of congressional debate and its final version was crafted by a bipartisan and
bicameral working group. P.L. 105-17 placed many former regul atory requirements
into the statute in order to make the requirements of IDEA more accessible and also
added substantive changes. Among the key features of the 1997 IDEA
reauthorization are expanded proceduresfor the discipline of disabled students, new
state and substate allocation formulas, and emphasis on educational results.

Congress is presently examining IDEA again. The purpose of thisreport isto
summarizethe provisionsof all four partsof IDEA—Parts A through D and to discuss
selected issues, especially regarding selected provisions of Part B—the most often
discussed part of the act. Part A contains the general provisions, including the
purposes of the Act and definitions. Part B contains provisions relating to the
education of school aged and preschool children and includes the funding formula,
provisions relating to evaluations, eligibility determinations, individual education
programs (IEPs) and educational placements. It also contains detailed requirements
for procedural safeguards as well as withholding of funds and judicial review. Itis
Part B’ s procedural safeguards that are sometimes referred to as IDEA’ s discipline
provisionsathough they cover situationsbesidesdiscipline. Part C concernsinfants
and toddlers with disabilities while Part D contains the requirements for various
national activities designed to improve the education of children with disabilities.

This report will not be updated.
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Individuals with Disabilities Education Act:
Statutory Provisions and Selected Issues

Introduction

The Individualswith Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) isboth agrants statute
and acivil rights statute. It provides federal funding for the education of children
with disabilities and requires, as a condition for the receipt of such funds, the
provision of afree appropriate public education (FAPE). The statute also contains
detailed due process provisions to ensure the provision of FAPE. IDEA states, in
part, that it has the following purposes:

e “to ensure that all children with disabilities have available to them a free
appropriate public education that emphasizes specia education and related
services designed to meet their unique needs and prepare them for
employment and independent living;

e to ensure that the rights of children with disabilities and parents of such
children are protected; and

e toassist States, localities, educational service agencies, and Federal agencies
to provide for the education of all children with disabilities....”*

Originally enacted in 1975 asthe Education for All Handicapped Children Act,
P.L. 94-142 the act responded to increased awareness of the need to educate
children with disabilities and to judicial decisions requiring that states provide an
education for children with disabilities if they provided an education for children

! 20 U.S.C. §1400(d), P.L. 105-17 8601.

2 Thenamewas changed to the Individual swith Disabilities Education Act by P.L. 101-476.
This public law also substituted the phrase “children with disabilities” for the phrase
“handicapped children” throughout the act.
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without disabilities.®> Asthe Supreme Court stated in Smith v. Robinson,* the statute
“...isacomprehensive scheme set up by Congressto aid the Statesin complying with
their constitutional obligations to provide public education for handicapped
children.”®

IDEA has been amended several times® most recently and most
comprehensively by the 1997 IDEA reauthorization, P.L. 105-17, the Individuals
with Disabilities Education Act Amendments of 1997.” The 1997 reauthorization
was the result of years of congressional debate and itsfinal version was crafted by a
bipartisan and bicameral working group. The end result was described by Members
as “historic"® and “monumental.”® P.L. 105-17 placed many former regulatory
requirements into the statute in order to make the requirements of IDEA more
accessible and also added substantive changes. Key features of the 1997 IDEA
reauthorization include:

e Expanded procedures for the discipline of disabled students. Schools have
specific statutory authority to remove certain misbehaving students with
disabilitiesfrom classroomsand placethemin alternative settingsfor up to 45
days. New, but limited, authority is given to hearing officers to change the
placement of disabled children.

e No cessation of educational services. Disabled studentsarestatutorily entitled
to special educational services, even if expelled from school for disciplinary
reasons.

¥ PARC v. Sate of Pennsylvania, 343 F.Supp. 279 (E.D. Pa. 1972); Mills v. Board of
Education of the District of Columbia,348 F.Supp. 866 (D.D.C. 1972). For amore detailed
discussion of these cases and the congressional intent behind the enactment of P.L. 94-142
see CRS Report 95-669, The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act: Congressional
Intent, by Nancy Lee Jones.

4 468 U.S. 992 (1984).
5 |d. at 1000.

® See P.L. 99-373, the Handicapped Children’s Protection Act (authorizing attorneys' fees
for prevailing parents); P.L. 99-457, the Education of the Handi capped Act Amendments of
1986 (provided fundsfor early intervention servicesfor infantsandtoddlers); P.L. 101-476,
the Education of the Handicapped Act Amendments of 1998 (renamed the statute the
Individualswith Disabilities Education Act to reflect an “individualsfirst” approach); P.L.
103-382, thelmproving America sSchoolsAct, Titlelll, Part A (gave schoolsthediscretion
to remove achild with a disability to an interim alternative educational setting for up to 45
daysif the child brings a gun to school).

" For adiscussion of 1997 amendments made by P.L. 105-17 see CRS Report No. 97-535,
Individuals with Disabilities Education Act Reauthorization Legidlation: An Overview, by
Steven R. Aleman and Nancy Lee Jones. For an overview of the final IDEA regulations
from the Department of Education see CRS Report RL30103, The Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act: Department of Education Final Regulations, by Nancy Lee
Jones and Richard N. Apling.

8 143 Cong. Rec. H2538 (daily ed. May 13, 1997)(remarks of Rep. Morella).
® 143 Cong. Rec. H.2538 (daily ed. May 13, 1997)(remarks of Rep. Cunningham).
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e Limitson therecovery of attorneys fees. Parents who prevail in due process
disputeswith school districts may not recover those attorneys’ fees connected
to meetings on the individualized education program (IEP) of their disabled
child, except in certain circumstances.

e Increased reliance on mediation. Before parents can request a formal due
process hearing over adispute about the schooling of their disabled child, they
must be offered mediation and encouraged through counseling to try
mediation first to resolve the problem.

e New state and substate allocation formulas. Under the grants to states
program, enactment of appropriations above approximately $4.9 billion
(which occurred in FY 2000) triggers a new state formula that distributes a
base amount to states equal to their allocations in the year before the trigger
wasinitially reached (FY 1999) and distributes“new money” based upon total
school-age population (weighted 85%) and total school-age population in
poverty (weighted 15%). Minimum and maximum grant provisionsensurethat
thereisafloor and ceiling on the amount of aid going to states. Aid to local
school districts now is distributed in a similar fashion as aid to states.

e Emphasis on educationa results. Each disabled child’'s individualized
education program (IEP) must relate programming for the child to
achievement in the general education curriculum. Further, states must
establish performance goals and indicators for disabled pupils as well as
include disabled pupilsin statewide assessments and alternative assessments.

e Providing fiscal relief to local school districts. When federal appropriations
for the grants to states program exceed $4.1 billion (which occurred in
FY 1999) and a school district gets alarger award, the district is permitted to
reduce local spending on special education by a certain amount.

e Revamped and streamlined special purposeprograms(Part D). Therearethree
broad special purpose programs. state program improvement grants
coordinated research and personnel preparation; and coordinated technical
assistance, support, and dissemination.™

Congress is presently examining IDEA again. The purpose of this report to is
identify and discuss the major provisions of IDEA.™

Structure of IDEA

19 For amore detailed discussion of P.L. 105-17 see CRS Report 97-535, Individuals with
DisabilitiesEducation Act Reauthorization Legislation: An Overview, by StevenR. Aleman
and Nancy Lee Jones.

1 For amore concise discussion of IDEA see CRS Report RS20366, The Individual s with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA): Overview of Major Provisions, by Richard Apling and
Nancy Lee Jones.
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Currently IDEA is divided into four sections, Parts A, B, C, and D. Part A
contains the general provisions, including the purposes of the Act and definitions.
Part B, the most often discussed part of the act, contains provisions relating to the
education of school aged and preschool children and includes the funding formula,
provisions relating to evaluations, eligibility determinations, |EPs and educational
placements. It also contains detailed requirementsfor procedural safeguardsaswell
aswithholding of fundsand judicial review. ItisPart B’ sprocedural safeguardsthat
are sometimes referred to as IDEA’s discipline provisions although they cover
situations besides discipline. Part C concernsinfants and toddlers with disabilities™
while Part D contains the requirements for various national activities designed to
improve the education of children with disabilities.

Selected Provisions

Part A

IDEA begins with the title of the act and a statement of findings including the
finding that “[d]isability is a natural part of the human experience and in no way
diminishes the right of individuals to participate in or contribute to society.
Improving educational resultsfor children with disabilitiesisan essential element of
our national policy of ensuring equality of opportunity, full participation, independent
living, and economic self-sufficiency for individuals with disabilities.” 3

The definitions section includes definitions for various terms used in IDEA.
Several of the most discussed terms are:

e assistive technology device — “...any item, piece of equipment, or product
system, whether acquired commercially off theshelf, modified, or customized,
that isused to increase, maintain, or improvefunctional capabilitiesof achild
with adisability;”

e child with a disability — “a child<i) with mental retardation, hearing
impairments (including deafness), speech or language impairments, visual
impairments (including blindness), serious emotional disturbance (hereafter
referred to as ‘emotional disturbance’), orthopedic impairments, autism,
traumatic brain injury, other heath impairments, or specific learning
disabilities; and (ii) who, by reason thereof, needs special education and
related services;”

e child aged 3-9—“Theterm ‘child with adisability’ for achild aged 3 through
9 may, at the discretion of the State and the local educational agency, include
achild—(i) experiencing developmental delays, as defined by the State and as
measured by appropriate diagnostic instruments and procedures, in one or

12 part C was originally established as Part H.
13 20 U.S.C. §1400(c)(1), P.L. 105-17 §601.
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moreof thefollowing areas: physical developments, cognitive devel opments,
communication development, social or emotional development, or adaptive
development; and (ii) who, by reason thereof, needs special education and
related services;”

® excesscost—“Theterm ‘excesscosts meansthose coststhat arein excess of
the average annual per-student expenditure in a local educational agency
during the preceding school year for an elementary or secondary school
student, as may be appropriate, and which shall be computed after
deducting—(A) amountsreceived—(i) under part B of thistitle; (ii) under part
A of title | of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965; or (iii)
under part A of title V11 of that Act; and (B) any State or local funds expended
for programs that would qualify for assistance under any of those parts.”

e free appropriate public education — “The term ‘free appropriate public
education’ means special education and related services that—A) have been
provided at public expense, under public supervision and direction, and
without charge; (B) meet the standards of the State educational agency; (C)
include an appropriate preschool, elementary, or secondary school education
in the State involved; and (D) are provided in conformity with the
individualized education program required under Sec. 614(d);”

e related services—“theterm ‘related services' means transportation, and such
developmental, corrective, and other supportive services (including speech-
language pathology and audiol ogy services, psychological services, physical
and occupational therapy, recreation, including therapeutic recreation, social
work services, counseling services, including rehabilitation counseling,
orientation and mobility services, and medical services, except that such
medical servicesshall befor diagnostic and eval uation purposes only) as may
berequired to assist achild with adisability to benefit from special education,
and includes the early identification and assessment of disabling conditions
in children;” and

e transition services—"“theterm ‘transition services meansacoordinated set of
activities for a student with a disability that |A) is designed within an
outcome-oriented process, which promotes movement from school to post-
school activities, including postsecondary education, vocational training,
integrated employment (including supported employment), continuing and
adult education, adult services, independent living, or community
participation; (B) is based upon the individual student’s needs, taking into
account the student’ s preferences and interests; and (C) includes instruction,
related services, community experiences, thedevel opment of employment and
other post-school adult living objectives, and when appropriate, acquisition
of daily living skills with functional vocational evaluation.”**

14 20U.S.C. 81401, P.L. 105-17 8§602.
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Developmental Delays. The definitions were not aparticularly
controversial part of the 1997 reauthorization of IDEA but severa changes were
made then. One of the most significant was the addition to the definition of child
with adisability for children ages 3 through 9. This provision was added in order to
allow for acategory for developmental delays for young children since determining
the specific category of disability isoften difficult for thisage group. The House and
Senate reports stated that the “[u]se of ‘developmental delay’ as part of a unified
approach will allow the specia education and related services to be directly related
to the child’ s needs and prevent locking the child into an eligibility category which
may beinappropriate or incorrect, and could actually reducelater referral of children
with disabilities to special education.”*

Related Services.  The definition of related services was keyin
determining what servicesaschool districtisrequiredto providefor achild withvery
severedisabilitiesin Cedar Rapids Community School District v. Garret F.*° Garret
F. wasachild paralyzed from the neck down asaresult of amotorcycle accident but
who retained his mental abilities. His family had arranged for his physical care
during the day for a number of years but eventually they requested the school to
accept financial responsibility for hishealth care servicesduring the school day. The
Supreme Court, interpreting the definition of related services, held that the extensive
services required by Garret F. must be provided by the school aslong asthey were
not medical services that must be provided by a physician.'’

Part B

Funding Provisions for Part B Grants to States. Section 611"
determines how funds appropriated for the grants to states programs are distributed
to states, local school districts, and other recipients. After funds are reserved by the
Secretary of Education for the outlying areas and freely associated states and for
services for Indian children with disabilities,® the remainder of the funds are
distributed by formula to the 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico.
Until FY 2000, funds were distributed under an “interim formula,” (Section

15 SRep. No. 105-17, at 6; H.R. Rep. No. 105-95, at 86.
16 526 U.S. 66 (1999).

¥ For a more detailed discussion see CRS Report RS20104, Cedar Rapids Community
School Digtrict v. Garret F.: The Individualswith Disabilities Education Act, by Nancy Lee
Jones.

8 20U.S.C. 81411, P.L. 105-17 8§611.

¥ Section 611(b), 20 U.S.C. §1411(b), requires the Secretary to reserve up to 1% of total
appropriations for grants to states for outlying areas and freely associated states. The
Secretary reserves less than this maximum percentage. Section 611(c) requires that the
Secretary reserve 1.226% of total appropriations for assistance to Indian children with
disabilities provided by the Secretary of the Interior. Until FY 2002, this percentage was
reserved. In FY 2002 (apparently based on arecommendation from the U.S. Department of
Education (ED)), appropriations language required that this amount be determined by
increasing the FY 2001 amount by the rate of inflation. See H. Rept. 107-342, p. 28. This
resulted in about 1.1% of total appropriations being reserved.
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611(d)(2)) which was essentially the same as the state formula under prior law and
was based on states’ proportional shares of children with disabilities. The 1997
amendments provided for anew, “ permanent” formulaonce appropriationsexceeded
$4,924,672,200, which occurred in FY 2000 (Section 611(€)).

The permanent formulafirst requiresthat each state receive abase grant, which
is the amount received in the base year—the year before the permanent formula
became effective (in this case the FY 1999 grant). The next step in the permanent
formulaisto distribute 85% of the remaining funds among the states based on states
shares of total population ages 3 to 21?° and 15% of the remaining funds based on
states' shares of poor childreninthat agerange. Thethird step ensuresthat statesdo
not receive less than certain minimum amounts or more than maximum amounts.
Under recent substantial funding increases for these grants, the key constraint on a
state’ sgrant isthat it cannot grow by a percentagethat iseither 1.5 percentage points
below or 1.5 percentage points above the growth rate for total Part B grantsto states
appropriations.”* For example, FY 2002 appropriations increased by 18.8% over
FY 2001 appropriations. As aresult of the formula, states’ increases ranged from
17.3% above their FY2001 grants to 20.3% above those grants. The overall
maximum grant that astate may receiveisthe amount resulting from multiplying the
number of children with disabilities served by the state by 40% of the national
average per pupil expenditure (APPE).

The Act permits statesto reserve funds from their grants for administration and
other statewide activities (such as providing direct services to children with
disabilities, funding the mediation process discussed bel ow, meeting local personnel
needs, and achieving other purposes). (Section 611(f)(3)) The Secretary calculates
these amountsfor states each year by adjusting the prior year’ samount by the rate of
inflation or the percentageincreasein each state’ stotal grant. Sincegrantshave been
growing substantially each year and because the rate of inflation has been low, the
latter has been used to determine thesereserves. A state may use aspecified portion
of the state reserve for administration of Part B, including the administration of
programsfor preschool ers, which arefunded in part under Section 619. Thisamount
is based on an inflation-adjusted increase over the prior year amount (again, as
determined by the Secretary).”® For FY 2000, thisamount is approximately 3% of the
overal state grants. The result of these provisions is to ensure that funds for
administration and other statewide activitiesgrow at least by therate of inflation, but

% These age ranges for this population vary from state to state depending on the age range
for which each state makes FAPE available.

2! Section611(€e)(4), 20U.S.C. 81411(e)(4), providesformulaproceduresfor the permanent
formula when appropriations for a fiscal year are less than the prior fiscal year's
appropriations—procedureswhich have not been used so far, since appropriations have been
growing.

22 For further information on maximum state grantsand “full funding” of thegrantsto states
programs, see CRS Report for Congress RL30810. Individual s with Disabilities Education
Act (IDEA): Issues Regarding “ Full Funding” of Part B Grants to States, by Richard N.
Apling.

2 The minimum amount a state may reserve for administration (originally $500,000 for
FY 1998) also isannually adjusted for inflation.
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that most of future increases in Part B funding will be directed to the local level,
presumably for direct services for children with disabilities.

Any year in which the growth of a state’s grant exceeds the rate of inflation
(which hasbeen the caseinrecent years), the Act requires statesto reserve an amount
for local capacity-building and improvement grants unless this amount is less than
$100,000. The maximum amount for these grants is calculated by multiplying the
amount the state was allowed to reserve for state-level activities in the prior fiscal
year by the difference between the growth rate of the state’s grant and the rate of
inflation.

Funds remaining after removing the above reserves are distributed to LEAS
based on a“permanent” formula* (Section 611(g)(2)(B)) similar to the stateformula
discussed above. Like the state formula, LEAS are first alocated base grants.®
Again similar to the state formula, 85% of the remaining fundsis allocated based on
LEAS shares of public and private school enrollment and 15% of the remaining
fundsisallocated based on shares of children livingin poverty, asdetermined by the
SEA. There is no minimum or maximum grant and the 40% maximum grant
provision that applies to the state does not apply at the LEA level.

The main rationale in 1997 for the new formula was to remove any federal
fundingincentivefor statesor LEAsto* overidentify” childrenwith disabilities. The
main concern was that a formula based on numbers of children served might be
providing such anincentive.®® Thesolutionwasto switch to acensus-based formula,
which allocates funds mostly on population. However, acomplete switch to such an
approach would have significantly redistributed IDEA funds among the states, i.e.,
there would be large “winners and losers.” To dampen the impact of the new
formula, Congressdel ayed itsimplementation until appropriationsgrew significantly,
guaranteed a base grant amount derived from the prior formula, and prevented
massive state gains and losses from year to year by providing minimum grant
provisions and by limiting gainsto + 1.5% points relative to the overall increase in
appropriations.

State Eligibility. Inorder to be eligible for IDEA funds, states must havein
place certain policiesand procedures. Foremost among theseisthe corerequirement
of IDEA that states provide a free appropriate public education to al children with

4 Prior to FY 2000 when the permanent formula “trigger” appropriation was surpassed,
funds were distributed to L EAs based on the approach used prior to the 1997 amendments,
proportional to the number of children served.

% Thisisan amount an LEA would have received under the prior formulafor FY 1999if the
state had distributed 75% of its grant to the local level.

%6 Other provisionsof the Act al so address concerns about the overidentification of students
for special education, especially the overidentification of minority students. For example,
as discussed below, the Act requires that multiple methods be used to evaluate and re-
evaluate children with disabilities and that tests and other assessment instruments be free
of racial and cultural bias. For further information on this issue, see CRS Report for
CongressRL31189. Individualswith DisabilitiesEducation Act (IDEA): Identificationand
Misidentification of Children with Disabilities by Richard N. Apling.
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disabilities between the ages of 3 and 21 residing in the state, including those
children who have been suspended or expelled from school .’ Thisrequirement does
not apply to children aged 3 though 5 and 18 though 21 in astate wherethe provision
of such education would be inconsistent with state law or practice or to certain
children in adult correctional facilities.?® States must establish agoal of providing
full educational opportunity to al children with disabilities.® States must also
identify childrenwith disabilitiesresidingin thestate.*® Anindividualized education
program (IEP) must be developed for each child with a disability®* and, to the
maximum extent appropriate, children with disabilities are to be educated with
children who are not disabled and placement in special classes or separate schools
isto occur only when the nature or severity of the disability is such that education in
the regular classroom with the use of supplementary aids and services cannot be
achieved satisfactorily.® Procedura safeguards,® evaluations,* and confidentiality®
are required. In addition, there is a requirement regarding transitions from early
intervention programs® as well as provisions on the coverage of children with
disabilities in private schools®* Finaly, there are requirements concerning
supervisory responsibilities for state agencies,® obligations relating to ensuring
services,* procedural requirementsrelating to local educational agency eligibility,*
and arequirement for a comprehensive system of personnel development.*

Free Appropriate Public Education. The cornerstone of IDEA is the
requirement of afree appropriate public education (FAPE). Thisterm isdefined in
the statute and includes special education and related services. Although the FAPE
requirement has remained essentially unchanged since 1975, there was an addition
in 1997 requiring the continuation of educational services even when children with
disabilities are suspended or expelled.

27 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(1)(A), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(1)(A).
2 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(1)(B), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(1)(B).
2 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(2), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(2).

* 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(3), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(3).

3 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(4), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(4).

2 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(5), P.L. 105-17 §612(8)(5).

® 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(6), P.L. 105-17 §612()(6).

% 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(7), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(7).

% 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(8), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(8).

% 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(9), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(9).

¥ 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(10), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(10).

® 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(11), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(11).

® 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(12), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(12).

© 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(13), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(13).
420 U.S.C. §1412(a)(14), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(14).
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Continuation of Educational Services. During the 1997 reauthorization
of IDEA, a phrase was added to the basic requirement of the provision of FAPE
prohibiting the cessation of educational servicesfor achild with adisability even if
that child was suspended or expelled.  Although this had been the way the
Department of Education had interpreted IDEA prior to 1997, putting the
requirement in the statute was one of themost contentious additionsto IDEA. Those
opposed to this addition argued that this created a disparity in treatment between
children with disabilities and children without disabilities in states that did not
provide educational services to children who had been suspended or expelled. In
addition, they contended that the decision on whether or not to provide services
should rest with the states. On the other hand, those in favor of requiring the
continuation of services argued that children with disabilitieswere morelikely to be
negatively effected by not receiving educational services and were more likely to
become involved in the criminal justice system and to become dependent on
welfare.** During IDEA hearings in 1997, the Police Chief of the city of Buffalo,
New Y ork testified on behalf of police chief executives stating: “ Expulsion without
education is not adeterrent to crime in our schools or our communities. Y outh who
commit criminal actsmay need to havetheir freedomin the community removed, but
should not beremoved from education....[K]idsleft without theresourcesor structure
to become law abiding adults will only be more likely to become involved in
crime....Theresponseto violent and disruptive childrenin school smust reach beyond
just putting them on the streets without the supervision and help they need.”*

Child Find. Statesareobligatedto striveto identify all childrenresidinginthe
state who might qualify for specia education and related services. This means not
only assessing the needs of children enrolled in public schools, but also making sure
that children not in public school s (such asthose attending private schools and those
who are home schooled) and their parents are aware that, if a child isachild witha
disability and as a result needs special education and related services, a free
appropriate public education (FAPE) will bemade available. It should be noted that
theactual evaluation of achildto determineeligibility and special education services
must follow procedures discussed below, including parental informed consent prior
to achild s evaluation.

Education with Children who do not Have Disabilities. The 1997
IDEA amendmentsadded astatutory provision requiring that to the maximum extent
appropriate, children with disabilities are to be educated with children who are not
disabled and placement in special classes or separate schoolsisto occur only when
the nature or severity of the disability is such that education in the regular classroom

2 See eg., Wagner, Mary, et a., The Transition Experience of Young People with
Disabilities: A Summary of Findings form the National Longitudinal Transition Sudy of
Soecial Education Student, Menlo Park, SRI (1993).

* Statement of Kevin Comerford, Police Chief, Buffalo Police Department, Buffalo, New
York, Hearings on H.R. 5, the IDEA Improvement Act of 1997, Before the Subcommittee
on Early Childhood, Y outh and Families of the Committee on Education and Workforce,
105" Cong., 1% Sess. 255 -256 (Feb. 4 and 6, 1997).
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with the use of supplementary aids and services cannot be achieved satisfactorily.*
This concept, often referred to as the least restrictive environment, inclusion, or
mai nsteaming, was contai ned intheregul ations promul gated under IDEA prior tothe
1997 amendments and has been examined in the current regulations.*

Private Schools. The 1997 amendmentsto the Individualswith Disabilities
Education Act changed previousstatutory languageregarding private school services
for children with disabilities who are unilaterally placed in a private school by their
parents. Three major additions were made to the statutory language on thisissue: (1)
requiring the statesto spend aproportionate amount of IDEA funds on private school
children with disabilitieswho are enrolled in the private school by their parents, (2)
allowing school districtsto provide special educationrelated servicesonthe premises
of private schools, including parochia schools, and (3) applying the identification,
child find, and evaluation provisions to children placed by their parents in private
schools. Sinceenactment, several courtshaveinterpreted these provisionsand found
public schools are not required to pay the costs of special education services for a
particular childinaprivate school; rather, statesarerequired to expend proportionate
amounts of federal funds on special education services for such children.*

Other Selected State Eligibility Provisions. The following are some
additional requirements that states must meet to receive assistance under Part B:

e To respond to ongoing shortages of qualified specia education teachers and
other trained personnel, statesarerequired to have acomprehensive personnel
devel opment system (Section 612(a)(14))* and personnel standards (Section
612(a)(15))* to ensure appropriate and adequate training and preparation of
personnel. These requirements are related to other provisions in the Act
discussed el sewhere, such as Section 653 and | ocal educational agency (LEA)
requirements under Section 613.

e As part of the goal of 1997 Amendments to improve outcomes for children
with disabilities, statesare required to establish performance goals (related to
overall state educationa goals and standards) and indicators to assess those
goals (Section 612(a)(16)).* At aminimum, these indicators should address
achievement, drop-out rates, and graduation rates for children with

4 20 U.S.C. §1412(8)(5), P.L. 105-17 §612(a)(5).

4 34 C.F.R. 88300.550 et seq. For amoredetailed discussion of thisissue see Jones, Nancy
and Aleman, Steven, The 1997 IDEA Amendments: A Guide for Educators, Parents and
Attorneys 5:1 et seg. (2d ed. 2000).

% For a detailed discussion of private schools and IDEA see CRS Report 98-854,
Individual swith Disabilities Education Act: Servicesin Private SchoolsUnder P.L. 105-17,
by Nancy Lee Jones. Note that 20 U.S.C. §1412(f), P.L. 105-17 8612(f), contains certain
funding provisions relating to private schools.

47 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(14).
% 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(15).
20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(16).
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disabilities. (For arelated provision, see the discussion of |EP requirements
below.)

A related requirement is that children with disabilities are to be included in
state and local assessment programs, with accommodations as necessary
(Section 612(a)(17)).* For those children for whom participation in state and
local assessmentsis not feasible, the state is required to develop and conduct
aternative assessments. (For arelated provision, see the discussion of |IEP
reguirements below.)

Like other federal education grant programs, states must comply with certain
fiscal requirements. States must ensure that IDEA funds supplement, not
supplant, other federal, state, and local funds for specia education (Section
612(a)(18)).** In addition, unless waived by the Secretary for exceptional or
uncontrollable circumstances, states must not reduce funding for special
education from one year to the next (Section 612(a)(19)),> or they face loss
of federal funding equal to the amount of the reduction. Sometimes known
as maintenance of effort (MOE), this provision helps to ensure that federal
funds add to, rather than substitute for, overall funding for special education
and related services® (LEAs have similar fiscal requirements. See
discussion under LEA €ligibility below.)

States are required to have state advisory panels (Section 612(a)(21))>* that
include a diverse group of representatives of individuals and organizations
involved in the education of children with disabilities. These panels advise
state educational agencies (SEAS) on various concerns, issues, and policies.

Under Section 612(b)>, SEAS are authorized to provide direct services to
children with disabilities. In providing such services, the SEA basically is
treated as another LEA and may use funds that otherwise would have goneto
those LEASs in the state for which the state is providing services. Section
613(h) details circumstances under which states may provide direct services.
These include LEAs that are unable to provide special education and related
services or that enroll children with disabilities who can be better served in
regional or state programs (e.g., in schools for visually or hearing impaired
children).

50

51

52

53

20 U.S.C. 81412(a)(17).
20 U.S.C. 81412(a)(18).
20 U.S.C. 81412(8)(19).
The Secretary may waive these fiscal requirements if the state presents convincing

evidence that FAPE is available to all children with a disability in the state.
* 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(21).
® 20U.S.C. §1412(b).
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e Section 612(e)* clarifies that nothing in IDEA permits states to reduce
benefits or ater eligibility under the Maternal and Child Health Block Grant
(TitleV of the Social Security Act) or under Medicaid (Title X1X of the Social
Security Act) with respect to providing FAPE for children with disabilities.

e Under Section 613(d)*, states are required to reduce or stop payments to
LEAs that fail to comply with requirements for LEA €ligibility under 20
U.S.C. 1413(a).

Local Educational Agency Eligibility. Section 613°® details LEA
eligibility requirements for assistance under Part B. In general, LEAs must have
policiesand programs (Section 613(a)(1)) that are consistent with state requirements
as discussed above. In addition, the section details certain other requirements that
LEAs must fulfill for eligibility. Like the state, LEAS must comply with certain
fiscal requirements (Section 613(a)(2)). LEAsmust use Part B fundsonly to pay for
the additional or excess cost of educating children with disabilities. Except asnoted
below, these funds must be used to supplement other federal, state, and local funding
for special education. In addition, except as discussed below LEAs may not reduce
local expenditures for specia education and related services from one year to the
next. One exception to the MOE requirement applies under certain circumstances
when local expenditures for special education decrease. For example the MOE
requirement may not apply when senior (and more highly paid) teachers retire and
are replaced by younger (and lower salaried) teachers or when children requiring
especialy costly programsleavethe LEA. An additional exception tothe MOE and
to the supplement, not supplant requirementsistheprovisionallowing LEAsto “treat
as local funds’ a certain portion of their Part B grants to meet these fiscal
requirements. Once total appropriations for the grants to states program exceeded
$4.1 billion (which occurred in FY 1999), an LEA (unlessthe SEA determines that
the LEA isnot meeting the requirementsof Part B) can use up to 20% of theincrease
initscurrent-year grant over the prior-year grant to satisfy the M OE and supplement
not supplant requirements. That is, the LEA can substitute this portion of IDEA
funds for some locally provided funds and use those funds for other purposes.™

IDEA specifically allows astate, at itsdiscretion, to require alocal educational
agency toincludeastatement of any current or previousdisciplinary actionsthat have
been taken against achild with adisability, in the records of thechild. The statement
can include a description of the behavior the child engaged in, a description of the
disciplinary action taken, and other information that is relevant to the safety of the
child and other individuals. Thisinformation can be transmitted to the same extent

5% 20 U.S.C. §1412(e).
57 20 U.S.C. §1413(d).
5 20 U.S.C. §1413,

% OnJanuary 8, 2001, the Secretary issued final regulations (66 FR 1474) for implementing
this provision.
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that such information would be transmitted with the records of children who do not
have disabilities.®®

In addition to these requirements, other LEA €ligibility requirements include:

e LEAs must ensure that all special education personnel are adequately and
properly prepared. (Section 613(a)(3))*

e LEAS are required to provide services and funding for children with
disabilitiesin charter schools that are public schools of the LEA in the same
manner in which services and funding are provided to children with
disabilitiesin other schoolsin the LEA. (Section 613(a)(5))%

e Except for charter schoolsthat are LEAS, states may require an LEA that the
state deemsto be unable to provide effective special education programs (for
example, becauseit istoo small) to establish joint eligibility with one or more
other LEAsand to jointly provide assistance under Part B. (Section 613(g))®

Evaluations, Eligibility Determinations, Individualized Education
Programs, and Educational Placements.  Section 614* contains some of the
most essential requirements of the Act. This section outlineshow LEAs (and SEAS
and other state agenciesthat are providing direct services) initially evaluate children
to determine their eligibility and specific needs for specia education and related
services, periodically re-evaluate children receiving specia education, determinethe
individualized education program (IEP) that providesthe required special education
and related servicesto each child with adisability, and decide where services areto
be provided.

The purposes of achild sinitial evaluation (for example, when he or she first
enters school or when evidence of a disability is first suspected) is to determine
whether the child iséligible (i.e., fits the definition—discussed above—of achild with
adisability) and to determine the specific needs of the child (Section 614(a))%. The
initial evaluation (and subsequent re-evaluations) must follow certain procedures.
(Section 614(b))%. First, the LEA must obtain informed consent from the parent for
the evaluation. Parental consent does not obligate the parent to agree to placement
of the child in specia education. Inevaluating the child, the LEA must use multiple
assessments and not rely on any single procedure as the sole source of evaluative
information. The section is specific about the characteristics of evauative
techniques. For example, they must not discriminate based on race or culture, and

© 20 U.S.C. §1413(j), P.L. 105-17 §613()).
5 20 U.S.C. §1413(3)(3).

2 20 U.S.C. §1413(a)(5).

5 20 U.S.C. §1413(e).

% 20 U.S.C. §1414.

5 20 U.S.C. §1414(a).

% 20 U.S.C. §1414(b).
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they must be administered (unlessclearly not feasible) in the child’ s native language
or mode of communication. The determination of eligibility is to be made by a
qualified team of professionals and the child’s parent.

Subsequent re-evaluations are required at least every 3 years, and sooner if
warranted or requested by the child’s parent or teacher. These re-evaluations must
follow the above requirements, including parental consent. Among the purposes of
these re-evaluations are to determineif the child continuesto need special education
and if so whether services need to be modified. Based on the determination of the
|EP team (discussed below), additional information may or may not be required and
collected for are-evaluation and subsequent decisions.

Section 614(d)(1)(A)* is very specific about the IEP requirements. Each
individualized program is based on an individualized plan (also termed an IEP)
which details:

e Thechild scurrent levelsof educational performance (especially with respect
to the genera curriculum),

e Measurable annual goals and objectives for meeting the child's educational
and other needs,*®

e The special education and related servicesthat areto be provided (especially
with respect to advancing toward the child’ sannual goals, making progressin
the genera curriculum, and participating in educational and other activities
with other children with disabilities and nondisabled children),

e Any explanation of the extent to which the child will not participate with
nondisabled children in the regular classroom and in other activities,

e Any modification to be made so the child can participate in state or
districtwide assessments or ajustification of why an aternative assessment is
necessary, and

e The projected beginning date of services and their location, frequency, and
duration.®®

In addition, IEPs for older children must contain information about needs and
servicesto aid the child as he or she makes the transition from special educationin
public school to later activities, such as post secondary education and employment.
(See the definition of transition services above.)

5 20 U.S.C. §1414(d)(1)(A).

% Thechild’ seducational needs must be assessed in terms of making progressinthe general
curriculum.

% Although FAPE must be provided to children with disabilities in adult prisons, the Act
permits the modification of 1EP requirements “if the State has demonstrated a bona fide
security or compelling penological interest that cannot be otherwise accommodated.”
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The Act requires that the IEP be developed by an IEP team (Section
614(d)(1)(B))", which must include, among others, the parents of the child with a
disability, at least one special education teacher and one regular education teacher,
other representatives of the LEA, other qualified individuals, and if appropriate, the
child with adisability. In general, the team isto consider the child’ s strengths and
needs, parental concerns, and the result of the most recent evaluation. For certain
children, the plan must address specified areas. For example, for a child whose
behavior disrupts the education of others or his or her own learning, the team must
consider strategies to address such behavior. For a child with limited English
proficiency, thechild’ slanguage needs must be considered. The Act requiresthat the
team review the |EP at least annually to assess the achievement of annual goals, to
make modifications to reflect lack of progress toward goals or results of re-
evaluations.

Procedural Safeguards. When Congressdecided tofirst enact P.L. 94-142
in 1975, detailed procedural safeguards were also included so that education for
children with disabilities would be assured. Each state educational agency, state
agency, or local educational agency that receives funds under IDEA must establish
and maintain proceduresto ensurethat children with disabilitiesand their parentsare
guaranteed procedural safeguards with respect to a free appropriate public
education.” The various types of procedures include an opportunity for parents of
achildwith adisability to examine records and participate in meetings and obtain an
independent educational evaluation of the child; prior written notice of a change or
refusal to change a placement; an opportunity for mediation; and an opportunity to
present complaints.”? In addition, IDEA mandates proceduresthat require the parent
or theattorney representing the child to provide noticeincluding thechild’ snameand
school, the nature of the problem, and a proposed resolution of the problem.” State
or local educational agencies are also required to ensure that procedures are
established and implemented to allow partiesin adispute to use mediation to resolve
the dispute. This mediation is to be voluntary, conducted by trained, impartial
mediators, and the cost is to be borne by the state.”

When a complaint is received under IDEA with respect to the identification,
evaluation, educational placement, provision of afree appropriate public education
or placement in an aternative educational setting, the parentshave an opportunity for
animpartial due process hearing” with aright to appeal.” Any party to thishearing
has the following rights

20 U.S.C. §1414(d)(1)(B).

" 20 U.S.C. §1415(a), P.L. 105-17 §615(a).
2 20 U.S.C. §1415(b), P.L. 105-17 §615(h).
7 |d.

" 20 U.S.C. §1415(e), P.L. 105-17 §615(€).
s 20 U.S.C. §1415(f), P.L. 105-17 §615(f).

20 U.S.C. §1415(g), P.L. 105-17 §615(g).
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e to be accompanied and advised by counsel and by individuals with special
knowledge or training regarding children with disabilities,

e to present evidence and confront, cross-examine, and compel the attendance
of witnesses,

e toreceiveawrittenor electronic version of theverbatim record of the hearing,
e to receive the written or electric findings of facts and decisions.”

The decision made in the hearing isfinal, except that any party may appeal and
hastheright to bring acivil actionin state or federal court. At the court’ sdiscretion,
attorneys' fees may be awarded as part of the costs to the parents of a child with a
disability who is the prevailing party.”® Attorneys fees are based on the rates
prevailing in the community and may not be awarded for services performed
subsequent to a written offer of settlement to a parent in certain circumstances
including if the court finds that the relief finally obtained by the parentsis not more
favorableto the parents than the offer of settlement. Also, attorneys' feesare not to
be awarded relating to any meeting of the |EP team unless the meeting is convened
as a result of an administrative proceeding or judicial action or, at the state's
discretion, for amediation. Attorneys feesmay bereducedin certain circumstances
including where the parent unreasonably protracted the final resolution of the
controversy.™

IDEA contains a “stay put” provision which has been in the statute since its
original enactment. With certain exceptions, during the pendency of any due process
proceeding or civil action, unlessthestate or local educational agency and the parents
agree otherwise, the child with a disability shall remain in the then-current
educational placement or, if applying for initial admission, be placed in the public
school program until all proceedings have been completed.®

Section 615(k) of IDEA contains detailed provisions regarding placement of
children with disabilitiesin alternative educational settings. Generally, achild with
adisability is not immune from disciplinary procedures; however, these procedures
arenotidentical tothosefor childrenwithout disabilities.® If achildwith adisability
commits an action that would be subject to discipline, school personnel have several
options. These include

7 20 U.S.C. §1415(h), P.L. 105-17 §615(h).

® The provision on attorneys’ fees was added by Congressin the Handicapped Children’s
Protection Act, P.L. 99-372.

20 U.S.C. §1415(i), P.L. 105-17 §615(i).
& 20 U.S.C. §1415(j), P.L. 105-17 §615()).

8 For a more detailed discussion of discipline and IDEA see CRS Report 98-42, The
Individual swith DisabilitiesEducation Act: DisciplineProvisionsinP.L. 105-17, by Nancy
LeeJones. Also notethat 20 U.S.C. § 1412(a)(22) requires the state educational agency to
examine datato determineif significant discrepanciesare occurringintherate of long-term
suspensions and expulsions of children with disabilities and to address such discrepancies.
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asuspension for up to ten days,

placement in an interim alternative education setting for up to forty five days
for situations involving weapons or drugs, and

asking a hearing officer to order a child placed in an interim alternative
educational setting for up to forty fivedaysif it isdemonstrated that the child
is substantialy likely to injure himself or othersin his current placement,

conducting amanifestation determination review to determine whether there
isalink between the child’s disability and the misbehavior. If the child’s
behavior is not a manifestation of a disability, long term disciplinary action
such asexpul sion may occur, except that educational servicesmay not cease.

Section 615(k)® also provides protections for children who are the subject of a

disciplinary action and who all ege after the action occurred that they are disabled and
thus entitled to the protections of IDEA. P.L. 105-17 allows such a child to assert
the protectionsof IDEA if thelocal educational agency had knowledge that the child
was a child with a disability before the behavior that precipitated the disciplinary
action occurred. The law specifically states that the LEA is deemed to have such
knowledge if

e the parent of the child has expressed concern in writing (unless the parent is

illiterate or has adisability that prevents such expression) to personnel of the
agency that the child isin need of special education and related services,

the behavior or performance of the child demonstrates the need for such
services,

the parent of the child has requested an evaluation of the child; or
theteachersof thechild or other LEA personnel have expressed concern about

the behavior or performance of the child to the special education director or
to other personnel of the agency.®

Section 615% specifically states that nothing in Part B of IDEA shall be

construed to prohibit an agency from reporting a crime committed by achild with a
disability to appropriate authorities or to prevent state law enforcement and judicial
authorities from exercising their responsibilities.®

82
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20 U.S.C. §1415(K), P.L. 105-17 §615(k)
20 U.S.C. 8615(K), P.L. 105-17 §615(K).

8 20 U.S.C. §1415(k)(8), P.L. 105-17 §615(k)(8).

85
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20 U.S.C. 8615(K), P.L. 105-17 §615(K).
20 U.S.C. §1415(k)(9), P.L. 105-17 §615(K)(9).
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Withholding and Judicial Review. Asdiscussed above, IDEA provides
grants of funds to the states if they meet certain conditions. If the Department of
Education finds that the conditions are not substantially met, funds provided to the
state may be withheld.®” Since the amount of money provided to each state is
significant, asa practical matter withholding the entire amount for arelatively small
departure from the requirements would be difficult. Thisissue was discussed during
the 1997 reauthorization and withholding may now be done in whole or in part, a
change which allows the Department of Education more flexibility.

States that are dissatisfied with the Secretary of Education’s determination of
state eligibility for funds, may file for judicia review.® Provisions for judicial
review regarding disagreements between parents and schools are discussed above
under procedural protections.

Administration. Section617% obligatesthe Secretary of Educationto provide
stateswith technical assistance on carrying out the requirements of Part B and, more
generally, in educating children with disabilities.® The section also requires the
Secretary to issue regulations as necessary to ensure compliance with the Act’s
requirements. The section also reinforces the Secretary’ s obligation under Section
444 of the General Education Provisions Act® to assure the confidentiality of
personally identifiable information that the Secretary, the states, and LEAS collect.
Finally, the section authorizes the Secretary to hire qualified personnel to assist in
administering the Act.

Program Information. Section 618% requires states receiving assistance
under Part B to provide annual program data to the Secretary. These data include
numbers of children in various age groups served, numbers served by disability
category and by race and ethnicity, and numbers and characteristics of children with
disabilities placed in interim alternative settings resulting from disciplinary actions.
Selected results from this data collection are published in annual reports to
Congress-the most recent available report covers school year 1998-99 (the 22™
Annual Report).

Preschool Grants. Section 619* of IDEA authorizes grants to states for
preschool programs serving childrenwith disabilitiesages3t05.% Statesareeligible

8 20U.S.C. §81416(a), P.L. 105-17 §616(a).

8 20U.S.C. 81416(b) , P.L. 105-17 §616(hb).

8 20U.S.C. 81417, P.L. 105-17 8617.

Part D authorizes grantsto provide technical assistance. See discussion below.

%% Thisis the Family Educational Rights and Privacy Act of 1974 (FERPA), sometimes
referred to as the Buckley Amendment, 20 U.S.C. §1232g.

% 20U.S.C. §1418, P.L. 105-17 §618.
% 20U.S.C. 81419, P.L. 105-17 §619.

% Section 619(a)(2), 20 U.S.C. §1419(a)(2), permits states to service children asyoung as
(continued...)
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for these grants if they are eligible for grants under the Part B grants to states and
makeavailablefreeappropriate public education (FAPE) to all disabled children ages
3to5inthestate.® Currently all states qualify and receive preschool grants under
thissection. Since Part B grantsto states are used to serve children with disabilities
as young as 3 years of age (as well as school-age children), Section 619 is not so
much a separate program as it is supplementary funding for services to this age
group. In general, the provisions, requirements, and guarantees under the grantsto
state program that apply to school-age childrenwith disabilitiesal so apply to children
in this age group.®® Asaresult, Section 619 isarelatively brief section of the law,
which deals mostly with the state and substate funding formulas for the grants and
state-level activities.

Thepreschool stateand substate grant formulasare similar to thegrantsto states
formula discussed above. One important difference is that the formula was
implemented immediately after the provision became effective-with the alocations
for FY 1998 funds, using FY 97 grants as the base. In addition, the 40% maximum
grant does not apply. The stateisallowed to reserve an annually adjusted amount of
the grant for state activities. The remaining funds are distributed to LEAs under a
formula very similar to the substate formula for the grants to states program,
discussed above.

Part C

Part C authorizes the state grants program for infants and toddlers (ages birth
to 2) with disabilities and their families. A genera purpose of these grantsisto aid
each state to create and maintain “a statewide, comprehensive, coordinated,
multidisciplinary, interagency system that provides early intervention services for
infants and toddlers with disabilities and their families.”*’

%(...continued)
2 years of age under Part B if they will turn 3 during the school year.

%At the state's discretion, children experiencing developmental delay (as defined by the
state) with respect to, for example, physical, cognitive, social, or emotional development
may be included as children with disabilities eligible for services.

%For a brief overview of the provisions of Part B, see The Individuals with Disabilities
Education Act (IDEA): Overview of Major Provisions. CRS Report for Congress RS20366
by Richard N. Apling and Nancy Lee Jones. Theimplementation of the Part B requirements
for preschool programs does not necessarily completely paralel in all respects the
implementation for school-age children with disabilities. For example, although the
requirement of the least restrictive environment for serving preschool children with
disabilities applies and to the maximum extent possible these children must be served with
their nondisabled peers, this does not mean that a state must provide free public education
to all preschool children in order to meet this requirement. LRE can be met by serving
disabled preschoolers “in a variety of settings, including public or private preschool
programs, regular kindergarten, Head Start programs, or childcare facilities.” U.S.
Department of Education (ED) Budget Justifications for FY 2002, p. H-21.

% 20 U.S.C. 1431(b)(1), P.L. 105-17 §631(b)(1).
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In many respects, the requirements for these statewide systems resemble the
requirements under IDEA Part B for specia education and related services for
children with disabilities served in school systems. However, state systemsto serve
very young children (the anal og to state educational agencies (SEAS)) did not and do
not exist in all states. Thus Part C differsin some respects from Part B in that it has
to help create the state structure in which services can be delivered to infants and
toddlers with disabilities. For example, unlike Part B, for which there are SEAsto
administer the program statewide and LEA s and other educational entitiesto deliver
special education and related services, services for infants and toddlers may be
administered in different agencies or by multiple agencies in various states. Thus
Part C requires states to identify the lead state agency for the program. In addition
to providing direct services for infants and toddlers, an important role of the lead
agency is to coordinate other federal, state, local, and private programs that
potentially can provide services to infants and toddlers with disabilities.

Part C differs from Part B in other respects. For example, Part C does not
recognize specific categories of disabilities. Rather the key to dligibility for services
is evidence of developmental delay, the precise definition of which is left to each
state. (See the discussion of developmental delay under definitions above.) In
addition, because of the central role of the family in the development of very young
children, services focus not just on the child with adisability but also on the family,
and intervention services are detailed in an Individualized Family Service Plan
(IFSP). Unlike specia education for older children, which takes place mostly in
schools, servicesfor very young children take placein avariety of settings, including
thehome. Part C requiresthat, to the maximum extent possible, servicesbeprovided
in “natural environments” with infants and toddlers who are not disabled.

Part D

Part D of IDEA authorizesseveral national activities, such asstateimprovement
grants, research, and technical assistance, aimed at improving the education of
children with disabilities. These activities are briefly summarized below.

Subpart 1. This subpart authorizes competitive state grants to improve
education and services for children with disabilities, tied to the goals and indicators
states must establish under Section 612(a)(16)*® (discussed above). Although
technical assistanceand dissemination activitiesareauthorized, theemphasisof these
grantsisonimproving professional development (in general at least 75% of the grant
must be spent on professional devel opment). Subsection 653(c)(3)(D)* isof interest
because it details characteristics of pre-service and in-service professional
development that not only must be addressed to receive an improvement grant but
that are cross-referenced in other IDEA requirements, for example under the
requirement for state comprehensive systemsof personnel development, required for

% 20 U.S.C. §1412(a)(16).
% 20 U.S.C. §1453(c)(3)(D).
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state eligibility (Section 612(a)(14)). In recent years, amost al states (49) have
received improvement grants, according to ED.'®

Subpart 2. Chapter 1 of Subpart 2 authorizes several competitive grant
activities. Section 672 authorizes research and innovation grantsto produce “ new
knowledge’ on special education and to integrate research and practice, among other
activities. Section 673 authorizes grants on personnel preparation, including
specific initiatives on training personnel for “low-incidence” disabilities (for
example, deaf-blind children) and “high-incidence” disabilities (such as those with
specific learning disabilities). Section 674'% authorizes national studies and
evaluations of IDEA. The Secretary is authorized to reserve up to %% of amounts
appropriated for Parts B and C for Section 674 studies and eval uations.*

Chapter 2 of Subpart 2 authorizes technical assistance, support, and
dissemination activities. Section 682'%® authorizes parent training and information
centers (PTICs), which aimto hel p parents better understand the nature of the child’s
disabilities and their role and rights under IDEA. Section 683'* authorizes
community parent resource centers, which appear to augment the purposes of the
centers authorized in Section 682. According to the report accompanying the 1997
Amendments, these centers (working in tandem with the PTICs) should reach even
more parents many of whom are isolated by geographic, social, language, cultural,
or racial factors.® Section 684'® authorizes the Secretary to provide technical
assistance to enhance the effectiveness of these centers. Section 685'%° authorizes
broader technical and dissemination activities to improve education for school-age
children with disabilities, to improve early intervention for younger children with
disabilities, and to “address systemic-change goals and priorities.” Finally, Section
686™? authori zes competitive grantsfor the broad devel opment and use of technology
to benefit childrenwith disabilities (Section 686(b)) and more specifically authorizes
media services, including descriptive video and closed and open captioning of
television and related media.

100 See FY 2002 Budget Justifications, p. H-39.
101 20 U.S.C. §1472.
102 20 U.S.C. §1473.
103 20 U.S.C. §1474.

104 |f this amount researches $20 million, the maximum reserveisthat amount adjusted each
subsequent year by the rate of inflation. The reserve in recent years has been about $16
million.

105 20 U.S.C. §1482.
106 20 U.S.C. §1483.
107 S, Rep. 105-17, p. 39.
108 20 U.S.C. §1484.
19 20 U.S.C. §1485.
10 20 U.S.C. §1486.
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