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Phyllis Wolfram, Executive Director
1736 E Sunshine Street, Suite 501
Springfield, MO 65804
				
Phone: (417)427-7720
www.casecec.org 
January 28, 2026
Brian Fu, Program and Management Analyst
Office of Planning, Evaluation & Policy Development
U.S. Department of Education
Washington, DC  20202

Docket ID ED-2025-SCC-0481
Dear Mr. Fu:
The Council of Administrators of Special Education (CASE) opposes the proposed removal of the data collection regarding significant disproportionality [Sec. 618(d) and 34 CFR 300.646 and 300.647] from the Annual State Application under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, Part B (IDEA).  

With over 6,000 members, CASE, the largest division of the Council for Exceptional Children, is the professional organization for local special education administrators across the country.  CASE’s mission is to provide leadership to advance the field of special education through professional learning, policy, and advocacy.  This mission includes an assurance that all children suspected or at risk of having a disability are appropriately identified and evaluated, followed by a determination if they are eligible to receive a free appropriate public education in the least restrictive environment under the mandate of the IDEA.

Rather than removing the data collection from the State Application, CASE recommends revisiting collection design and the use of Coordinated Early Intervening Services funds as a remedy.

CASE offered extensive comments in 2016 in response to the Notice of Proposed Rulemaking regarding determinations of significant disproportionality based on race and ethnicity in special education.  CASE continues to believe significant disproportionality is a function of overarching bias across the entire educational system, rather than solely a special education issue.  Shining a public light on this issue through collection and reporting of these data is critical.  Therefore, we support maintaining this data collection as part of the State Application and, more importantly, identifying and addressing the root causes of the problem. 

While we strongly support keeping this data requirement, we have some concerns about the current methodologies for collecting this information.  The process has sometimes proven cumbersome and does not always result in an accurate picture in the school district.  CASE also has concerns about the required use of the maximum set-aside of 15 percent of a district’s IDEA, Part B, grant for coordinated early intervening services (CEIS) as a “remedy” for significant disproportionality.  Using CEIS funds to target students not yet identified as needing special education services is particularly troublesome when IDEA is already seriously underfunded.  

Rather than removing the data collection from Section V of the Annual State Application under IDEA, Part B, CASE believes the Department of Education must recommit to monitoring and addressing significant disproportionality as a federal priority, providing technical assistance to states to implement efficient, robust data collection practices and identifying appropriate supports to address the underlying causes of the problem.






CASE appreciates the opportunity to comment and would be happy to provide additional information, as needed.

Sincerely,
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Phyllis Wolfram
Executive Director
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