Plain Language Summary
Maryland is currently accepting public comments on how federal special education funding is planned and used across the state.
While most of this funding goes directly to school districts, the state has flexibility in how some funds are prioritized. This public comment period is an opportunity for families and community members to ask questions, share concerns, and help improve transparency around how decisions are made.
Although the budget is typically already drafted by the time comments open, feedback can still help influence future funding decisions and highlight areas where additional support may be needed.

Helpful comments often focus on:
· what services or programs are being funded 
· whether funding aligns with student needs 
· how funds have been used in the past 
· what outcomes those investments are producing 

We encourage families, caregivers, and community members to submit a comment during this period. Sharing your experiences, questions, or concerns can help inform future funding decisions and ensure that a range of perspectives are reflected.



Additional Information: Key takeaways from the April 9, 2026 COPAA session
· Most IDEA funding goes directly to school districts and is based on formulas. This session focused on the smaller state set-aside portion, since the state has more discretion over these funds. Last year Maryland received ~$26 million in state set-aside funds (not including about $5.5 million for administration).
· While there are required categories for how these funds must be used, like monitoring, enforcement, and mediation, states have a lot of flexibility in how much they actually invest in those areas. In practice, that means the discretionary categories are where you really see priorities.
· The facilitators shared that almost every state was flagged for issues related to fiscal oversight of these funds!
· By the time the public comment period opens, the budget is typically already developed. So this window is less about changing this year’s plan and more about getting concerns on the record, asking for clarity and transparency and helping shape future cycles.
· Attendees noted that the most effective comments tended to focus on:
· what is being funded
· how proposed spending aligns with student needs
· outcomes tied to those investments
· how prior funding has actually been used
· outcomes tied to those investments
· whether required advisory input actually happened
· IDEA requires states to maintain a state advisory panel (SESAC in Maryland) that is supposed to advise on policies, unmet needs, and areas related to funding. That includes the Part B application.
· The January 2026 SESAC agenda included a review of FY25 outcomes, so there is at least some engagement with required data. It is less clear how those discussions connect to funding decisions. There are also no publicly available minutes for that meeting, so it is hard to see what was actually discussed. I reached out to request the January meeting minutes and materials for more context.
· Advocates across different states reported a few consistent themes that budgets can be difficult to access or interpret, prior-year spending details are often not readily available, advisory committees had minimal influence over the application and budget.
