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Instructions 
 
Conduct a compliance review to determine any compliance factors that may be contributing to areas of low performance and program ineffectiveness, as identified by the Performance-Based Monitoring Analysis System (PBMAS) special education program indicators. Using the Special Education Compliance Review Topics Chart, conduct a compliance review on all topics designated for the PBMAS indicators with performance levels (PLs) of 2, or higher. Local education agencies (LEAs) that serve students with disabilities who reside in residential facilities (RFs) will ensure that RF students are proportionally included in the compliance review.
 
Refer to the Scope of Review listed below to determine the number of student folders to review. Document compliance status by checking if noncompliance was identified (select “Yes”, or “No”), along with the number of student folders reviewed for each area of investigation. If noncompliance was identified:
 
Indicate the total number of student folders containing noncompliance; andEnter a detailed description of each area of noncompliance identified in the space provided, to include the number of student folders associated with each area of noncompliance. Example:  
Properly Constituted Admission, Review, and Dismissal (ARD) Committee  -
35 folders reviewed  - 5 folders with noncompliance:
For three students, there was no evidence that the general education teacher of the child attended the ARD committee meeting                        34 CFR §300.321(a)(2).For two students that were participating in career and technical education (CTE), there was no evidence that a representative from CTE attended the ARD committee meeting  - 19 TAC §89.1050(c)(1)(I).   If noncompliance is identified during the review process, the LEA will develop a corrective action plan (CAP) that outlines the activities/steps the LEA will take to correct all findings of noncompliance. 
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