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Bureau Bulletin

 Purpose

 Nearly 100% Accessible

 Release Dates

 September 16th Back to School edition

 Notification of New Editions

 Ways to Participate
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General Supervision

Office of Special Education Programs 
and IDEA 2004 Requirements

– The State must monitor the implementation of Part B, 
enforce Part B in accordance with the provisions at 34 
CFR 300.604(a)(1), and (a)(3), (b)(2)(i) and (b)(2(v), 
and (c)(2), and annually report on performance under 
Part B.



September 16, 2009

General Supervision

Office of Special Education Programs 
and IDEA 2004 Requirements

– Monitor

– Findings

– Corrective Actions

– Verification

– Enforce

– Ensure and Enable Compliance
See Handout
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General Supervision

1. State Performance Plan

Indicator 15: General supervision system 
(including monitoring, complaints, hearings, 
etc.) identifies and corrects noncompliance as 
soon as possible but in no case later than one 
year from identification.

http://www.sde.ct.gov/sde/lib/sde/PDF/DEPS/Special/State_Perf_Plan.pdf
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General Supervision

1. State Performance Plan Indicator 15: Measurement

 Percent of noncompliance corrected within one year 
of identification:

 a. # of findings of noncompliance.

 b. # of corrections completed as soon as possible 
but in no case later than one year from 
identification.

 Percent = [(b) divided by (a)] times 100.

For any noncompliance not corrected within one year of 
identification, describe what actions, technical 
assistance and enforcement actions that the State 
has taken.

http://www.sde.ct.gov/sde/lib/sde/PDF/DEPS/Special/State_Perf_Plan.pdf
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Data Trends and Patterns

 Typical areas of noncompliance:

 Child Find

 Failure to Implement the IEP as Written

 Disproportionality

 Provision of FAPE in the LRE

 Parentally Placed and Service 
Agreements



September 16, 2009

Examples of Corrective Actions

 District samples of corrected IEPs;

 Revisions of relevant policies;

 Evidence of data collection infrastructure 
and data management procedures;

 Attestation of professional development 
offerings and attendance; and

 Submission of new or additional data with 
district-level interpretation of data that 
indicated correction of noncompliance.
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Indicator 11 Head’s Up

 Status on Statewide Evaluation Timelines Collection
 64 to 44 to 18
 Regional concerns

 Student-level data submission: Verification of Correction 
(either timely or subsequent):
 For those findings for which the State has reported correction, 

describe the process the State used to verify that the LEA: (1) 
is correctly implementing the specific regulatory requirements; 
and (2) has completed the initial evaluation, although late, 
unless the child is no longer within the jurisdiction of the LEA, 
consistent with OSEP Memorandum 09-02. 

 Next Steps:
 Clarification from OSEP
 Letter with steps
 October collection
 November verification
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