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ODE found two 

“systemic” procedural 

errors based on a re-

view of 75 student 

files last year. And 

guess two which were 

most common?  

First the good news—

these are both really 

easy to correct! 

Both errors  are on 

the Service Summary 

Page. 

1. NONE NEEDED—

if a student does 

not need any re-

lated services, say 

so. (“None” is one 

of the drop down 

options in OR 

SPED). If a student 

does not need any 

modifications or 

accommodations, 

say “None” or 

“None needed” 

Ditto for supports 

for personnel. But 

be sure “None” is 

the correct an-

swer. Most stu-

dents with disabili-

ties need some 

accommodations 

to access their 

education. 

2. NONPARTICIPA-

TION JUSTIFICA-

TION STATE-

MENT—This is a 

mouthful. If a stu-

dent is pulled out 

of gen ed for any 

part of the school 

day to a special 

education setting, 

then say “YES” and 

give an amount  

and explanation. 
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Tool for Calculating % of Removal 

 

http://www.pps.k12.or.us/departments/special-

education/4430.htm   

 

(scroll down to Calculation Table for Percent of Removal) 

 

CTP has its own calculation table that is available through CTP. 

“If we did all the 

things we are capable 

of, we would astound 

ourselves.”– 

Thomas Edison  

http://www.pps.k12.or.us/files/board/6_50_011_AD.pdf
http://www.pps.k12.or.us/files/board/6_50_011_AD.pdf
http://www.pps.k12.or.us/departments/special-education/4430.htm
http://www.pps.k12.or.us/departments/special-education/4430.htm


The IRT does not decide place-

ment, but does ensure that place-

ments to more restrictive settings 

are only made when data supports 

that decision. 

Good news! For the first time in 

many years, PPS was not flagged 

for having too many students in 

special classes in 2012-13! 

 

The Intervention Resource Team 

(IRT) is a tool to ensure that PPS is 

not moving students to more re-

strictive settings without first im-

plementing data-based interven-

tions in less restrictive settings.  

This is important from a legal per-

spective because PPS is flagged 

every year by the state for having 

more students with disabilities in 

the most restrictive placements 

than current state-wide practice 

and more than state targets for 

improvement.   

The categories that are most dis-

proportionate?  Historically—

students with more than 60% in 

special classes and students in spe-

cial schools and home instruction.  

(PPS tends to be below state-wide 

practice in using increased  learn-

ing center time to support stu-

dents.) 

The IRT also provides a tool for 

aligning our PBIS practices across 

the district so we do not just have 

“pockets of implementation” but a 

cohesive district practice of sup-

porting struggling students where 

they are.  IRT reminds us that spe-

cial education is a “service”, not a 

“place”.  

The AMOUNT of removal should 

be stated in a percentage, where 

possible, or in a very clear manner, 

ie “1 out of 8 periods”. 

Common mistake:  “up to 10%”, 

“not more than 15%”. 

Correct:  The team needs to make 

a “best guess” determination and 

go with it. “10%”, not “up to 10%” 

and “15%, not “not more than 

15%. 

What to do when a student is 

gradually increasing time in gen 

ed and it is not clear at the time 

of the IEP meeting what will be 

successful? 

Use the starting place as your ex-

tent of removal, and agree to stay 

in close communication as the trial 

increases are implemented. When 

the data supports increased time, 

either hold another meeting and 

make the change, or implement an 

IEP change by written “parent-

district agreement”.  
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IRT—what is it, what it’s not, and why it matters 
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Separate school/home in-

struction:  (12-13)  

PPS—3.9% 

State—1.2% 



dent’s suspected weakness: Basic 
Reading Skills (phonemic aware-
ness, phonics); Reading Fluency; 
Reading Comprehension; Math 
Calculations; Math Problem Solv-
ing. 
 
8.   How often must progress   
monitoring data be collected? 
Progress monitoring must include 
a minimum of four data points.  
These data points must be collect-
ed at least once every two weeks. 
 
9.  Must progress monitoring data 
be collected as part of a reevalua-
tion for SLD?  While the team does 
not need to collect NEW progress 
monitoring data, the original pro-
gress monitoring data must be in-
cluded as part of the consideration 
of whether the student still meets 
eligibility criteria for SLD.  The orig-
inal progress monitoring “report 
date” should be listed on the NEW 
eligibility form along with the re-
view dates of the NEW eligibility 
determination.  (If there is no evi-
dence of original progress moni-
toring data, then new progress 
monitoring data must be collect-
ed.) 

1.  What is “progress monitor-
ing”?  Progress monitoring is the 
documentation of a student’s 
achievement on a regular basis.  It 
involves the formal assessment of 
the student’s progress during in-
struction in reading and/or math.  
Progress monitoring documents 
how a student responds to appro-
priate instruction, and it may be 
collected for a single student or for 
an entire class. 
 
2.   Is the district required to col-
lect progress monitoring data?  
Yes.  The documentation of pro-
gress monitoring data is required 
by federal and state special educa-
tion law when determining eligi-
bility under the category of Spe-
cific Learning Disability. 
 
3.   Is progress monitoring a new 
practice in teaching? No.  Teach-
ers have been systematically col-
lecting data and analyzing stu-
dents’ progress as a means of de-
termining the effectiveness of 
their instruction.  The legal re-
quirement of progress monitoring 
merely documents what teachers 
have been doing as an aspect of 
good teaching. 
 
4.  What are examples of progress 
monitoring tools general educa-
tion teachers may use? Examples 
of progress monitoring tools in-
clude: DIBELS, DRAs, easyCBMs, 
informal reading inventories, cur-
riculum based unit test/measures, 
formal group or individual assess-
ments, etc. The best tools to use 
are those that have been adopted  

by the school or district for moni-
toring progress in reading or math 
for all students in a grade.   
 
5. Who is responsible for col-
lecting progress monitoring data? 
This data is collected by the stu-
dent’s general education teacher
(s) in the content area(s) of read-
ing and/or math based upon a stu-
dent’s suspected weakness.   
 
6.   How is progress monitoring 
documented? A form is posted on 
the PPS website (see link in box 
below).  (If the progress monitor-
ing data is entered electronically 
and can be printed out in a stu-
dent-specific report, the electronic 
print out can be used instead of 
the progress monitoring form.) 
 
7.  In what content area(s) must 
progress monitoring data be col-
lected? Progress monitoring data 
must be collected in reading and/
or math in the content area(s) in 
which the student has a suspected 
weakness.  (Progress monitoring 
data are not required in the area 
of written expression.)  The follow-
ing are content areas in which pro-
gress monitoring data might be 
collected depending upon the stu-

Progress Monitoring Q & A 
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Progress Monitoring Form—link  to whole 

form 

http://www.pps.k12.or.us/files/special-education/Specific_Learning_Disability_El_edited_easy.pdf


Pre-referral access to appropriate instruction:  The initial SLD evaluation report should note whether 

the student had access to “appropriate instruction” before the referral for an SLD evaluation.  The an-

swer is yes if the student has been enrolled in school using district-approved curriculum or alternative 

curriculum that is approved by a school. For students who have not been enrolled in school, the team 

must dig a little deeper to find out what instruction has been provided.  The “report date” and “review 

date” from the original report is repeated on continuing SLD eligibilities for the same student.  If there 

is no evidence that this data has been included in a previous report or reviewed in a previous eligibility 

meeting, then it should be included and reviewed in the current report and eligibility. 

 

NOTE:  A student who has not had access to appropriate instruction in reading “including the essential 

components of reading instruction” or lack of instruction in math may not be found eligible as SLD (or 

any other category of disability) if that is the “determinant factor” for the eligibility decision. 

 

Progress Monitoring data: 

 Must be attached to eligibility or report. 

 Must be addressed in report. 

 Report date must be written on form and information reviewed at eligibility meeting. 
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Documenting Progress Monitoring on the SLD Eligibility Form 

All four of these lines must completed on every SLD eligibility 

Portland Public Schools recognizes the diversity and worth of all individuals and groups 

and their roles in society. All individuals and groups shall be treated with fairness in all ac-

tivities, programs and operations, without regard to age, color, creed, disability, marital 

status, national origin, race, religion, sex or sexual orientation. 
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