Part B MOE Reduction and CEIS Data Notes
2014-15 Reporting Year
This document provides information or data notes on the ways in which states collected and reported data differently from the Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) data formats and instructions. In addition, the data notes provide explanations of substantial changes or other changes that data users may find notable or of interest in the data from the previous year.
[bookmark: _GoBack]Arizona 
1. A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A2A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.  These were new LEAs in FFY 2014. 
2. A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A3A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.  Balances of NAs are charter schools, unified high school districts, and state agencies that are not eligible for preschool funds.
3. A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A3B) for MULTIPLE LEAs.  Balances of NAs are charters, unified high school districts, and state agencies that are not eligible for preschool funds.
4. A response of “NA” was reported as a value for determination under 34 CFR300.600 (a)(2) that controls whether the LEA may be able to reduce MOE (column B2) for MULTIPLE LEAs.  These were new LEAs in FFY 2014.  See update flag in column “3” as new. The others were state agencies, a closed school (update flag 2), and transportation districts listed below.
School						NCESID		
Chevelon Butte Elementary			401920, No SPED students-Transporting only
Empire Elementary District			402820, No SPED students-Transporting only	
Forrest Elementary				403030, No SPED students-Transporting only	
Redington Elementary				406930, No SPED students-Transporting only
California
I. For the following issues:
· “A response of 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A2A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· A response of 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A2B) for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· A response of 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A3A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· A response of 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A3B) for MULTIPLE LEAs.”
· Response: In California, IDEA 611 & 619 funds are allocated to Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA).  The SELPA has an annual allocation plan for its members, and not all members received 611 & 619 funds on annual basis.

II. ISSUE: The value used to calculate the percent of the available reduction taken by the LEA/ESA (column B4) was greater than 100% for THERMALITO UNION ELEMENTARY.
· The discrepancy of $0.50 is due to CDE policy that requires LEAs to report whole numbers instead of decimals.

III. ISSUE:  A response of "NA" was reported as a value for determination under 34 CFR§300.600(a) (2) that controls whether the LEA may be able to reduce MOE (column B2) for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· For column B2, California reported “NA” for all LEAs that received a determination other than “Meets requirements” because only LEAs that receive a “Meets requirements” can take advantage of this flexibility.

IV. ISSUE: A response of 0 was reported as a value for “Total number of children receiving CEIS under the IDEA in the LEA/ESA” (column D2) when the response reported for “Was the LEA/ESA required to use 15% of funds for CEIS due to significant disproportionality” (column C2A) was "Yes" for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· California requires LEAs that are significantly disproportionate to complete a CEIS budget plan.  The plan requires LEAs to meet with Special Education and General Education staff in order to determine the use of the CEIS set-aside funds. Some LEAs did not provide services to children in the school year 2014-15.  However CDE has communicated with these multiple LEAs, and determined that: (1) these LEAs have set-aside the required amount of IDEA funds for CEIS; and (2) these LEAs intend to provide CEIS related services to children in the school year 2015-16.

V. ISSUE:  The value reported for "total number of children who received CEIS during reference period" (column D2) was not zero or NA when the responses for "Was the LEA/ESA required to use 15% of funds for CEIS due to significant disproportionality" (column C2A) and "Did the LEA/ESA voluntarily use up 15% of IDEA 611 or 619 fund for CEIS" (column C3A) were "No" for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· These multiple districts were districts that were required to set-aside prior year IDEA funds for CEIS and provide CEIS related services to children in SY 2014-15.

VI. ISSUE: The discrepancies between the FFY 2013 LEA 611 allocations reported in the previous year's submission and the current year's submission for 611 funds for LEA specified were due to the amount reported format as whole dollars compared to the previous amount with decimal values. 
VII. ISSUE: The discrepancies between the FFY 2013 LEA 619 allocations reported in the previous year's submission and the current year's submission for 619 funds for LEA specified have the same issues depicted above.
Colorado
A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A2A) for ElIZABETH. 
· In FFY 2013 Elizabeth was a member district of East Central BOCES.  Elizabeth became its own LEA (AU) for IDEA purposes in FFY 2014.

A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A3A) for DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, DIVISION OF YOUTH SERVICES, and CMHI PUEBLO. 
· The Department of Corrections, Division of Youth Services and the Colorado Mental Health Institute in Pueblo (CMHI Pueblo) do not serve students with disabilities aged 3 – 5 and therefore do not receive 619 allocations.

A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A3B) for DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS, DIVISION OF YOUTH SERVICES, and CMHI PUEBLO. 
· The Department of Corrections, Division of Youth Services and the Colorado Mental Health Institute in Pueblo (CMHI Pueblo) do not serve students with disabilities aged 3 – 5 and therefore do not receive 619 allocations.
Federated States of Micronesia
Response of 0 reported for total LEA/SEA allocation for Section 619 FFY 2013 (column A3A) and FFY 2014 (column A3B) for FSM.
· The Federated States of Micronesia (FSM) has been reporting zero figures under these two columns because it only qualifies for 611 Part B funding. FSM does not receive funding under Section 619.   
Kansas
The following Organizations: KS State Penitentiary S0525, no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($), no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) and no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($). 

The following Organizations: Ft Leavenworth 207, Tonganoxie-Basehor-Linwood Sp Ed Coop 458, Butler Co Sp Ed Coop 638, received no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) and no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($). 

The following Organizations: Topeka Juvenile Facility S0319, Larned JJA S0410, Kansas School for the Blind S0604, Parsons State Hospital S0507 received no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($), and received no LEA/ESA funds / allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($)
Michigan
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   Data note explaining the note required by OSEP, “Yes was reported in column C2A.2, C2A.3, and/or C3A.4 for several LEAs but No was reported in column C2A.
The reason no funds were reported under C2A is because of the funding mechanisms in Michigan.  Not all LEAs receive IDEA funding and therefore when they are identified as having significant disproportionality there are no funds to allocate 15%.
Mississippi
NORTH BOLIVAR CONSOLIDATED SCHOOL, SUNFLOWER CONSOLIDATED DIS, and WEST BOLIVAR CONSOLIDATED DIST were established in FFY 2014.

COFFEEVILLE SCHOOL DIST – The FFY 2013 611 amount reported in the prior year’s submission was incorrectly reported. The correct amount is $137,908 and was correctly reported in the current year’s submission.

JEFFERSON DAVIS CO SCHOOL DIST – The FFY 2013 611 amount reported in the prior year’s submission was incorrectly reported. The correct amount is $446,203 and was correctly reported in the current year’s submission. 
North Carolina
A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A2A) for MULTIPLE LEAs. 
· As documented in the file, these LEAs are new charter schools for the 12-13 school year and we identified this with a ‘3’ in “Update Flag” column as directed in the instructions.

A response of NA or 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of    IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A3A) for MULTIPLE LEAs. 
· Charter Schools in North Carolina does not receive Section 619 Funding as Charter schools do not serve pre-k.

A response of 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A3B) for MULTIPLE LEAs. 
· Charter Schools in North Carolina does not receive Section 619 Funding as Charter schools do not serve pre-k.

A response of "NA" was reported as a value for determination under 34 CFR§300.600(a)(2) that controls whether the LEA may be able to reduce MOE (column B2) for MULTIPLE LEAs. 
· As documented in the file, these LEAs are new charter schools for the 12-13 school year and we identified this with a ‘3’ in “Update Flag” column as directed in the instructions.
North Carolina requests that the State Supplemental Survey as well as required fields and instructions provided by OSEP for the submission of data to be used to determine whether or not data notes are needed.
New Hampshire
There is no preschool in the LEA’s that have zeros.
New Jersey
Where A5<>C2B or C3B the auto calculated field goes out 2 decimal places where we round to the nearest dollar.

Where references to “No value for A3A; No value for A3B;” these districts are not eligible for 619 funds (eg. Vocational schools, High Schools, etc.)

Where references to “No value for A3A;” districts were not eligible in SY 2013-14, but became eligible in 2014-15.

Where references to “No value for A2A; No value for A3A; No value for A3B; are new charter schools that were not in existence in SY 2013-14 and not eligible for 619 funds in SY 2014-15.

Where references to “C2A = Yes and A5 <> C2B; D2 should have a value when C2A = Yes”, LEA reserved the correct amount but did not run a program.

Where references to “B2=NA”, LEAs did not have a determination, but had an allocation did not have data for evaluation year of 13-14 as the LEAs were not in operation.
Oklahoma
The LEA known as Marcus Garvey had the same NCESID as the Oklahoma City LEA. Because they shared the same unique ID, when the previous year’s report was compared to this year’s report, the data for Oklahoma City was pulled from the Marcus Garvey row. This happened because Marcus Garvey was listed first in the list of LEAs. Marcus Garvey is now closed and we have resubmitted new data to reflect the request to remove that LEA.
Pennsylvania 
A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 611 of IDEA
FFY 2013 ($) (column A2A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.
· Response: 
Data Note: The following LEA’s 4200873, 4200876, 4200875, 4200865, 4200858, 4200872, 4200877, 4200874, and 4200835 were newly established charter schools that were not in operation for FFY 2013.

OSEP has identified a large percent (41.38%) difference between your state’s total 611 award ($420,403,039.00) and the sum of the LEA/ESA 611 allocations reported by your state $297,363,817.58). Please verify the data were reported accurately and provide a data note addressing this discrepancy.
Response: The OSEP allocation was not inclusive of all LEAs in the state, specifically those IU LEAs who perform specific activities for the provision of special education services as per the PA school code. 
Table 8 does not show our allocation to the pre‐school 3‐5 students which is not a part of the school age grant and does not show our allocation to the Intermediate Units that provide training and consultation and EP Services.

OSEP identified 1. A large percent (458.04%) difference between your state's total 619 award
($13,035,171.00) and the sum of the LEA/ESA 619 allocations reported by your state ($2,335,893.00).
Please verify the data were reported accurately and provide a data note addressing this discrepancy.”

OSEP identified 2. A response of NA was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section 619
of IDEA FFY 2013 ($) (column A3A) for MULTIPLE LEAs.”

OSEP identified 3. A response of NA or 0 was reported as a value for Total LEA/ESA allocation for Section
619 of IDEA FFY 2014 ($) (column A3B) for MULTIPLE LEAs.

· Response: The OSEP calculation was not inclusive of the Preschool Early Intervention programs in the state, specifically the Preschool Early Intervention programs in which the state has a contract or a mutually agreed upon written arrangement (MAWA) to provide 619 funded services to children ages 3 – 5. Item 2 and 3 the response of NA or 0 were reported appropriately for Section 619 of IDEA FFY 2013 and FFY2014. However this only represents funds that were passed through from the Preschool EI programs to school districts for children in kindergarten that were 5 years of age. The majority of 619 funds went directly to the Preschool EI programs that are contracted by the state to provide 619 services to children ages 3 – 5. 
South Carolina
Values of NA were reported for multiple LEAs for FFY 2013 and FFY 2014 because the LEAs and State Operated Programs with this value do not provide any special education services to students ages 3-5.

The small variance from the state’s total 619 award and what is reported in our MOE/CEIS report is due to the rounding of dollar figures within our internal financial system.

Data for LEA allocations for Section 611 and 619 for FFY 2013 have been resubmitted which will correct the FFY 2013 discrepancies between the last year’s submission and this year’s submission.
Utah

2. In FFY 2013 the following 611 and/or 619 funds were adjusted due to being new and expanding schools: American Preparatory Academy (4900005), Freedom Academy (4900062), Open Classroom (4900118), and Weber State University Charter Academy (4900167).

3. For the following schools changes were made between the original submission in FFY2014 of MOE/CEIS report and the following year submission due to discrepancies found by internal audit between Title 1 and Special Education Section.  The discrepancies were found in the way Title 1 defined and calculated for expanding charter schools.  Academy For Math Engineering and Science (4900017), Open Classroom (4900118), and Valley Academy (4900158).

4. Liberty Academy (4900047) was incorrectly identified as a closed school.  The correction has been made and the data resubmitted. 

5. The following LEAs were affected by an incorrect “merge” of 611 and 619 funds: Liberty Academy (4900047) and American Preparatory Academy (4900005). The error has been corrected and data resubmitted. 

6. The following LEAs had errors due to typographical errors: Canyon Grove Academy (4900143), Highmark Charter School (4900156), Timpanogos Academy (4900016), Utah Schools for the Deaf and the Blind (4900069), Valley Academy (4900158).


