
FFY2024 IDEA Part B Determination Enclosure and Letter
RDA Matrix

Massachusetts
2026 Part B Results-Driven Accountability Matrix

Results-Driven Accountability Percentage and Determination (1)
	Percentage (%)
	Determination

	81.36%
	Meets Requirements


Results and Compliance Overall Scoring
	Section
	Total Points Available
	Points Earned
	Score (%)

	Results
	20
	18
	90.00%

	Compliance
	22
	16
	72.73%


(1) For a detailed explanation of how the Compliance Score, Results Score, and the Results-Driven Accountability Percentage and Determination were calculated, review "How the Department Made Determinations under Section 616(d) of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act in 2026: Part B."

2026 Part B Results Matrix
Reading Assessment Elements
	Reading Assessment Elements
	Grade
	Performance (%)
	Score

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Participating in Statewide Assessment (2)
	Grade 4
	99%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Participating in Statewide Assessment
	Grade 8
	97%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 4
	38%
	2

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 4
	78%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 8
	43%
	2

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 8
	83%
	1







Math Assessment Elements
	Math Assessment Elements
	Grade
	Performance (%)
	Score

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Participating in Statewide Assessment
	Grade 4
	99%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Participating in Statewide Assessment
	Grade 8
	96%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 4
	61%
	2

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 4
	82%
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Scoring at Basic or Above on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 8
	33%
	2

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities Included in Testing on the National Assessment of Educational Progress
	Grade 8
	90%
	1


(2) Statewide assessments include the regular assessment and the alternate assessment.


Exiting Data Elements
	Exiting Data Elements
	Performance (%)
	Score

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Dropped Out
	13
	1

	Percentage of Children with Disabilities who Graduated with a Regular High School Diploma*
	79
	1


*When providing exiting data under section 618 of the IDEA, States are required to report on the number of students with disabilities who exited an educational program through receipt of a regular high school diploma. These students meet the same standards for graduation as those for students without disabilities. As explained in 34 C.F.R. § 300.102(a)(3)(iv), in effect June 30, 2017, “the term regular high school diploma means the standard high school diploma awarded to the preponderance of students in the State that is fully aligned with State standards, or a higher diploma, except that a regular high school diploma shall not be aligned to the alternate academic achievement standards described in section 1111(b)(1)(E) of the ESEA. A regular high school diploma does not include a recognized equivalent of a diploma, such as a general equivalency diploma, certificate of completion, certificate of attendance, or similar lesser credential.”


2026 Part B Compliance Matrix
	Part B Compliance Indicator (3)
	Performance (%) 
	Full Correction of Findings of Noncompliance Identified in FFY 2023 (4)
	Score

	Indicator 4B: Significant discrepancy, by race and ethnicity, in the rate of suspension and expulsion, and policies, procedures or practices that contribute to the significant discrepancy and do not comply with specified requirements.
	0.00%
	N/A
	2

	Indicator 9: Disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in special education and related services due to inappropriate identification.
	0.00%
	N/A
	2

	Indicator 10: Disproportionate representation of racial and ethnic groups in specific disability categories due to inappropriate identification.
	0.00%
	N/A
	2

	Indicator 11: Timely initial evaluation
	72.66%
	YES
	0

	Indicator 12: IEP developed and implemented by third birthday
	65.12%
	YES
	0

	Indicator 13: Secondary transition
	98.53%
	YES
	2

	Indicator 18: General Supervision
	96.61
	YES
	2

	Timely and Accurate State-Reported Data
	100.00%
	-
	2

	Timely State Complaint Decisions
	47.11%
	-
	0

	Timely Due Process Hearing Decisions
	100.00%
	-
	2

	Longstanding Noncompliance
	-
	-
	2

	Programmatic Specific Conditions
	None
	-
	-

	Uncorrected identified noncompliance
	None
	-
	-



(3) The complete language for each indicator is located in the Part B SPP/APR Indicator Measurement Table at: https://sites.ed.gov/idea/files/FFY2024-Part-B-SPP-APR-Reformatted-Measurement-Table.pdf
(4) This column reflects full correction, which is factored into the scoring only when the compliance data are >=5% and <10% for Indicators 4B, 9, and 10, and >=90% and <95% for Indicators 11, 12, 13 and 18.


Data Rubric
Massachusetts

FFY 2024 APR (1)
Part B Timely and Accurate Data -- SPP/APR Data
	APR Indicator
	Valid and Reliable
	Total

	1
	1
	1

	2
	1
	1

	3A
	1
	1

	3B
	1
	1

	3C
	1
	1

	3D
	1
	1

	4A
	1
	1

	4B
	1
	1

	5
	1
	1

	6
	1
	1

	7
	1
	1

	8
	1
	1

	9
	1
	1

	10
	1
	1

	11
	1
	1

	12
	1
	1

	13
	1
	1

	14
	1
	1

	15
	1
	1

	16
	1
	1

	17
	1
	1

	18
	1
	1









APR Score Calculation	
	APR Score Calculation
	Total

	Subtotal
	22

	Timely Submission Points -  If the FFY 2024 APR was submitted on-time, place the number 5 in the cell on the right.
	5

	Grand Total - (Sum of Subtotal and Timely Submission Points) =
	27



(1) In the SPP/APR Data table, where there is an N/A in the Valid and Reliable column, the Total column will display a 0. This is a change from prior years in display only; all calculation methods are unchanged. An N/A does not negatively affect a State's score; this is because 1 point is subtracted from the Denominator in the Indicator Calculation table for each cell marked as N/A in the SPP/APR Data table.


618 Data (2)
	Table
	Timely
	Complete Data
	Passed Edit Check
	Total

	Child Count/
Ed Envs 
Due Date: 7/30/25
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Personnel 
Due Date: 2/18/26
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Exiting 
Due Date: 2/18/26
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Discipline 
Due Date: 2/18/26
	1
	1
	1
	3

	State Assessment 
Due Date: 1/7/26
	1
	1
	1
	3

	Dispute Resolution
Due Date: 11/19/25
	1
	1
	1
	3

	MOE/CEIS 
Due Date: 11/19/25
	1
	1
	1
	3



618 Score Calculation
	618 Score Calculation
	Total

	Subtotal
	21

	Grand Total (Subtotal X 1.28571429) =
	27.00



(2) In the 618 Data table, when calculating the value in the Total column, any N/As in the Timely, Complete Data, or Passed Edit Checks columns are treated as a ‘0’. An N/A does not negatively affect a State's score; this is because 1.28571429 points are subtracted from the Denominator in the Indicator Calculation table for each cell marked as N/A in the 618 Data table.

Indicator Calculation
	Indicator Calculation
	Total

	A. APR Grand Total
	27

	B. 618 Grand Total
	27.00

	C. APR Grand Total (A) + 618 Grand Total (B) =
	54.00

	Total N/A Points in APR Data Table Subtracted from Denominator
	0

	Total N/A Points in 618 Data Table Subtracted from Denominator
	0.00

	Denominator
	54.00

	D. Subtotal (C divided by Denominator) (3) =
	1.0000

	E. Indicator Score (Subtotal D x 100) =
	100.00



(3) Note that any cell marked as N/A in the APR Data Table will decrease the denominator by 1, and any cell marked as N/A in the 618 Data Table will decrease the denominator by 1.28571429.







APR and 618 -Timely and Accurate State Reported Data

DATE: February 2026 Submission

SPP/APR Data

1) Valid and Reliable Data - Data provided are from the correct time period, are consistent with 618 (when appropriate) and the measurement, and are consistent with previous indicator data (unless explained).

Part B 618 Data

1) Timely –   A State will receive one point if it submits all EDFacts files associated with the IDEA Section 618 data collection to ED by the initial due date for that collection (as described in the table below). 

	618 Data Collection
	EDFacts Files
	Due Date

	Part B Child Count and Educational Environments
	FS002 & FS089
	7/30/2025

	Part B Personnel 
	FS070, FS099, FS112
	2/18/2026

	Part B Exiting
	FS009
	2/18/2026

	Part B Discipline 
	FS005, FS006, FS007, FS088, FS143, FS144
	2/18/2026

	Part B Assessment
	FS175, FS178, FS185, FS188
	1/7/2026

	Part B Dispute Resolution 
	FS227, FS228, FS229, FS230
	11/19/2025

	Part B LEA Maintenance of Effort Reduction and Coordinated Early Intervening Services
	FS231, FS232, FS233, FS234, FS235, FS236, FS237, FS238
	11/19/2025



2) Complete Data – A State will receive one point if it submits data for all files, permitted values, category sets, subtotals, and totals associated with a specific data collection by the initial due date. No data is reported as missing. No placeholder data is submitted. The data and metadata responses submitted to EDFacts align. State-level data include data from all districts or agencies.

3) Passed Edit Check – A State will receive one point if it submits data that meets all the edit checks related to the specific data collection by the initial due date. The counts included in 618 data submissions are internally consistent within a data collection. 


Dispute Resolution
IDEA Part B
Massachusetts
School Year: 2024-25

Section A: Written, Signed Complaints
	Section A: Written, Signed Complaints
	Total

	(1) Total number of written signed complaints filed.
	1,211

	(1.1) Complaints with reports issued. 
	692

	(1.1) (a) Reports with findings of noncompliance
	327

	(1.1) (b) Reports within timelines
	319

	(1.1) (c) Reports within extended timelines
	7

	(1.2) Complaints pending. 
	58

	(1.2) (a) Complaints pending a due process hearing. 
	9

	(1.3) Complaints withdrawn or dismissed. 
	461



Section B: Mediation Requests
	Section B: Mediation Requests
	Total

	(2) Total number of mediation requests received through all dispute resolution processes. 
	1,099

	(2.1) Mediations held. 
	548

	(2.1) (a) Mediations held related to due process complaints. 
	19

	(2.1) (a) (i) Mediation agreements related to due process complaints. 
	16

	(2.1) (b) Mediations held not related to due process complaints. 
	529

	(2.1) (b) (i) Mediation agreements not related to due process complaints. 
	441

	(2.2) Mediations pending. 
	132

	(2.3) Mediations withdrawn or not held. 
	419














Section C: Due Process Complaints
	Section C: Due Process Complaints
	Total

	(3) Total number of due process complaints filed. 
	426

	(3.1) Resolution meetings. 
	38

	(3.1) (a) Written settlement agreements reached through resolution meetings. 
	11

	(3.2) Hearings fully adjudicated. 
	20

	(3.2) (a) Decisions within timeline (include expedited). 
	5

	(3.2) (b) Decisions within extended timeline.
	15

	(3.3) Due process complaints pending. 
	130

	(3.4) Due process complaints withdrawn or dismissed (including resolved without a hearing).
	276



Section D: Expedited Due Process Complaints (Related to Disciplinary Decision) 
	Section D: Expedited Due Process Complaints (Related to Disciplinary Decision) 
	Total

	(4) Total number of expedited due process complaints filed. 
	27

	(4.1) Expedited resolution meetings. 
	2

	(4.1) (a) Expedited written settlement agreements. 
	1

	(4.2) Expedited hearings fully adjudicated. 
	5

	(4.2) (a) Change of placement ordered
	3

	(4.3) Expedited due process complaints pending. 
	0

	(4.4) Expedited due process complaints withdrawn or dismissed. 
	22



This report shows the most recent data that was entered by: 
Massachusetts

These data were extracted on the close date:
11/19/2025



How the Department Made Determinations

[bookmark: Introduction][bookmark: _Hlk124349373]Below is the location of How the Department Made Determinations (HTDMD) on OSEP’s IDEA Website. How the Department Made Determinations in 2026 will be posted in June 2026. Copy and paste the link below into a browser to view.

https://sites.ed.gov/idea/how-the-department-made-determinations/
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Final Determination Letter

June 18, 2026
Honorable Pedro Martinez
Commissioner
Department of Elementary and Secondary Education
135 Santilli Highway
Everett, MA 02149

Dear Commissioner Martinez:
I am writing to advise you of the U.S. Department of Education’s (Department) 2026 determination under Section 616 of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The Department has determined that Massachusetts meets the requirements and purposes of Part B of the IDEA. This determination is based on the totality of Massachusetts' data and information, including the Federal fiscal year (FFY) 2024 State Performance Plan/Annual Performance Report (SPP/APR), other State-reported data, and other publicly available information.
Massachusetts' 2026 determination is based on the data reflected in its “2026 Part B Results-Driven Accountability Matrix” (RDA Matrix). The RDA Matrix is individualized for each State and Entity and consists of: 
(1) a Compliance Matrix that includes scoring on Compliance Indicators and other compliance factors; 
(2) a Results Matrix that includes scoring on Results Elements;
(3) a Compliance Score and a Results Score;
(4) an RDA Percentage based on both the Compliance Score and the Results Score; and
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(5) the State’s or Entity’s Determination
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The RDA Matrix is further explained in a document, entitled “How the Department Made Determinations under Section 616(d) of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act in 2026: Part B” (HTDMD).
[bookmark: _Hlk155263664]The Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) is continuing to use both results data and compliance data in making determinations in 2026, as it did for Part B determinations in 2015-2025. (The specifics of the determination procedures and criteria are set forth in the HTDMD document and reflected in the RDA Matrix for Massachusetts). 
In making Part B determinations in 2026, OSEP continued to use results data related to: 
(1) [bookmark: _Hlk6923073]the participation of children with disabilities (CWD) on Statewide assessments (which include the regular assessment and the alternate assessment);
(2) the participation and performance of CWD on the most recently administered (school year 2023-2024) National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP), as applicable (For the 2026 determinations, OSEP is using results data on the participation and performance of children with disabilities on the NAEP for the 50 States, the District of Columbia, the Bureau of Indian Education (BIE), and Puerto Rico. OSEP used the available NAEP data for Puerto Rico in making Puerto Rico’s 2026 determination as it did for Puerto Rico’s 2025 determination. OSEP used the publicly available NAEP data for the BIE that was comparable to the NAEP data available for the 50 States, the District of Columbia and Puerto Rico; specifically OSEP did not use NAEP participation data in making the BIE’s 2026 determination because the most recently administered NAEP participation data for the BIE that is publicly available is 2020, whereas the most recently administered NAEP participation data for the 50 States, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico that is publicly available is 2024);
(3) the percentage of CWD who graduated with a regular high school diploma; and 
(4) the percentage of CWD who dropped out. 
You may access the results of OSEP’s review of Massachusetts' SPP/APR and other relevant data by accessing the EDFacts Metadata and Process System (EMAPS) SPP/APR reporting tool using your Massachusetts-specific log-on information at https://emaps.ed.gov/suite/. When you access Massachusetts' SPP/APR on the site, you will find, in applicable Indicators 1 through 18, the OSEP Response to the indicator and any actions that Massachusetts is required to take. The actions that Massachusetts is required to take are in the “Required Actions” section of the indicator. 
It is important for your State to review the Introduction to the SPP/APR, which may also include language in the “OSEP Response” and/or “Required Actions” sections. 
Your State will also find the following important documents in the Determinations Enclosures section: 
(1) Massachusetts' RDA Matrix; 
(2) the HTDMD link; 
(3) “2026 Data Rubric Part B,” which shows how OSEP calculated Massachusetts' “Timely and Accurate State-Reported Data” score in the Compliance Matrix; and
(4) “Dispute Resolution 2024-2025,” which includes the IDEA Section 618 data that OSEP used to calculate the Massachusetts' “Timely State Complaint Decisions” and “Timely Due Process Hearing Decisions” scores in the Compliance Matrix. 
As noted above, Massachusetts' 2026 determination is Meets Requirements. A State’s or Entity’s 2026 RDA Determination is Meets Requirements if the RDA Percentage is at least 80%, unless OSEP has imposed programmatic Specific Conditions on the State’s or Entity’s last three IDEA Part B grant awards (for FFYs 2023, 2024, and 2025), and those Specific Conditions are in effect at the time of the 2026 determination.
The Department is committed to transparency, accountability, strong partnerships with States and stakeholders, high expectations, and improved outcomes for children with disabilities. To support these priorities, the Secretary is considering modifications to the factors the Department uses when making determinations, effective June 2027. Potential additional factors include graduation rates and assessment data, such as graduation rates for students with disabilities compared to all students, and Statewide assessment results of students with disabilities compared to all students. Other potential factors include longstanding noncompliance (such as OSEP-identified noncompliance that remains unresolved) as a factor in determinations.  
For the FFY 2025 SPP/APR submission due on February 1, 2027, OSEP is providing the following information about the IDEA Section 618 data. The 2025-26 IDEA Section 618 Part B data submitted as of the due date will be used for the FFY 2025 SPP/APR and the 2027 IDEA Part B Results Matrix and data submitted during correction opportunities will not be used for these purposes. The 2025-26 IDEA Section 618 Part B data will automatically be prepopulated in the SPP/APR reporting platform for Part B SPP/APR Indicators 1, 2, 3, 5, 6, 15, and 16 (as they have in the past). States and Entities are expected to submit high-quality IDEA Section 618 Part B data that can be published and used by the Department as of the due date. States and Entities are expected to conduct data quality reviews prior to the applicable due date. OSEP expects States and Entities to take one of the following actions for all business rules that are triggered in EDPass prior to the applicable due date: 1) revise the uploaded data to address the business rule; or 2) provide a data note addressing why the uploaded data triggered the business rule. States and Entities will be unable to submit the IDEA Section 618 Part B data without taking one of these two actions. There will not be a resubmission period for the IDEA Section 618 Part B data.
As a reminder, Massachusetts must report annually to the public, by posting on the State educational agency’s (SEA’s) website, the performance of each local educational agency (LEA) located in Massachusetts on the targets in the SPP/APR as soon as practicable, but no later than 120 days after Massachusetts' submission of its FFY 2024 SPP/APR. In addition, Massachusetts must: 
(1) review LEA performance against targets in the Massachusetts' SPP/APR; 
(2) determine if each LEA “meets the requirements” of Part B, or “needs assistance,” “needs intervention,” or “needs substantial intervention” in implementing Part B of the IDEA; 
(3) take appropriate enforcement action; and 
(4) inform each LEA of its determination. 
Further, Massachusetts must make its SPP/APR available to the public by posting it on the SEA’s website. Within the upcoming weeks, OSEP will be finalizing a State Profile that:
(1) includes Massachusetts' determination letter and SPP/APR, OSEP attachments, and all State or Entity attachments that are accessible in accordance with Section 508 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973; and 
(2) will be accessible to the public via the ed.gov website.
OSEP appreciates Massachusetts' efforts to improve results for children and youth with disabilities and looks forward to working with Massachusetts over the next year as we continue our important work of improving the lives of children with disabilities and their families. Please contact your OSEP State Lead if you have any questions, would like to discuss this further, or want to request technical assistance.
Sincerely,

Erin McHugh
Deputy Director
Office of Special Education Programs
cc: Massachusetts Director of Special Education 
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