The Negative Impacts of Transferring IDEA Oversight from Federal to
State Jurisdictions
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Introduction

The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) is a landmark federal law that
ensures students with disabilities receive a Free Appropriate Public Education
(FAPE) tailored to their needs. Shifting its implementation, enforcement, funding,
and ability to modify its wording from federal oversight to state jurisdictions—as
implied by the 2025 conservative agenda—poses severe risks to students with
learning disabilities. This paper explores the detrimental impacts of such a shift,
including inconsistencies in implementation, erosion of IEP standards, reduced
funding, and the ripple effects on students, parents, educators, and administrators.

Points to Consider:

1. Inconsistency in Implementation Across States
Impact:

Federal oversight ensures a consistent baseline for special education across all states.
Delegating this responsibility to states would result in:

e Inconsistent standards: States could adopt varying rules for identifying and
serving students with disabilities.

o “Postcode lottery” effect: Educational opportunities would depend on ZIP
code, creating geographic disparities in service quality.

« Fragmented advocacy: Parents navigating 50 different systems would face
substantial challenges advocating for their children’s rights.

Cause:

States have diverse economic priorities, political philosophies, and varying levels of
commitment to special education.

2. Erosion of IEP Standards and Enforcement

Impact:

States could weaken Individualized Education Program (IEP) processes to cut costs:
« Higher eligibility thresholds: Students may lose access to services.

« Weaker enforcement: Schools might evade accountability for failing to
implement |IEPs.

« Limited parental recourse: State-level grievance processes may lack the
strength and impartiality of federal protections.

Cause:
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Budget constraints and political opposition to funding IDEA programs would drive states
to weaken |IEP regulations.

3. Reduced Funding for Special Education
Impact:
Federal IDEA funding serves as a critical safety net. Without it:
o States with low tax revenues would struggle to maintain IDEA standards.

« Service cuts (e.g., speech therapy, assistive technology) would become
common.

o Loss of qualified staff: Teacher shortages would worsen due to funding
shortfalls.

Cause:

States under fiscal pressure may prioritize general education or other initiatives,
especially in regions with school choice policies.

4. Impact of School Choice and Voucher Programs on Funding

Impact:

« Diverted funds: Voucher systems redirect public funds to private schools, which
are not obligated to comply with IDEA.

« Equity gaps: Wealthier families benefit disproportionately, leaving lower-income
students underserved.

« Exclusion from services: Private schools often lack resources or willingness to
support students with disabilities.

Cause:

School choice programs promote “flexibility” without mandates for special education,
leading to a funding drain on public schools.

5. Weakening of Legal Protections and Oversight

Impact:

Shifting to state-level control risks undermining IDEA's procedural safeguards:
« Reduced due process for families challenging inadequate services.
« Schools facing less accountability for meeting legal obligations.
« Difficulty enforcing consistent protections across state lines.

Cause:
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States may cut administrative costs by weakening legal oversight mechanisms.
6. Disrupted Evaluation Processes and Eligibility Criteria
Impact:

Under state control:

e Inconsistent evaluations: States could adopt divergent processes for
determining eligibility for special education.

o Stricter criteria: Higher thresholds could exclude students who previously
qualified under federal standards.

Impact on Students:
e Incorrect or delayed identification of disabilities.
» Inconsistent access to accommodations.
Impact on Families:
Parents would face increased hurdles navigating eligibility processes.
Cause:

State discretion to set evaluation criteria would fragment a once-consistent federal
system.

7. Administrative Burdens on Schools and Educators

Impact on Schools:
e Increased demands to collect data, ensure compliance, and report outcomes.
« Reduced resources for direct student services.

Impact on Educators:
o Greater workload: Additional paperwork detracts from teaching time.

« Professional burnout: Increased stress could exacerbate teacher shortages,
especially in special education.

« Reduced training: States with limited budgets may cut professional
development programs.

Impact on Administrators:
« Resource challenges: Competing priorities would strain school budgets.

o Compliance risks: Fragmented state standards would complicate enforcement
and increase legal liabilities.
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8. Loss of Federal Data Collection and Oversight

Impact:

The federal government collects critical data to measure IDEA’s effectiveness. State
control would result in:

o Lack of benchmarks: Inability to compare outcomes nationally.

« Reduced accountability: States could avoid scrutiny for poor special education
outcomes.

9. Negative Impact on Interstate Continuity
Impact:

Students relocating across state lines rely on consistent IDEA protections. Under state
control:

« Families may face delays or disruptions in IEP implementation.

« Military and transient families would struggle to secure equivalent services for
their children.

10. Decreased Innovation and Collaboration

Impact:

Federal oversight promotes innovation and sharing of best practices across states. A
fragmented system would stifle:

« Research and development of new teaching techniques.

o Cross-state collaboration among educators and policymakers.
11. Civil Rights Implications
Impact:

IDEA is fundamentally a civil rights law ensuring educational equity. State-level control
risks:

« Discrimination: Students with disabilities could face exclusion or segregation.

« Dilution of FAPE: States may weaken or eliminate Free Appropriate Public
Education standards.

Cause:

Political and economic pressures could deprioritize civil rights protections.
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Impacts on Stakeholders
For Students:

« Inconsistent access to services.
e Disrupted educational progress.
e Higher dropout rates.
For Parents:
e Increased advocacy burden.
« Financial strain for private evaluations or legal challenges.
o Forced relocation to states with better services.
For Educators:

e Increased paperwork and stress.

o Professional burnout and shortages.
For Administrators:
« Difficulty managing compliance and resource allocation.

« Staff recruitment and retention challenges.
Conclusion

Transferring IDEA oversight to states would undermine decades of progress toward
equitable education for students with learning disabilities. The risks of inconsistent
standards, weakened legal protections, reduced funding, and administrative
burdens far outweigh any perceived benefits. Coupled with the rise of school choice
and voucher programs, this shift threatens to drain resources from public schools,
exacerbating inequities and harming the most vulnerable students.

The 2025 conservative agenda, which implies such a change, overlooks the essential
role of federal oversight in upholding IDEA’s civil rights protections. To ensure
consistency, fairness, and access to quality education, IDEA must remain under federal
jurisdiction.
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