Student Level Program Review

Michigan Department of Education Office of Special Education
Fall 2025

Purpose

The Michigan Department of Education Office of Special Education (MDE OSE), in
alignment with federal requirements, must monitor each intermediate school district
(ISD) at least once every six years. To meet this legal obligation, MDE OSE is using the
Student-Level Program Review (SLPR) as the formal monitoring activity. However, it is
important to understand that SLPR is only one component of the broader FAPE in the
LRE process. While the SLPR focuses on identifying and correcting individual instances of
noncompliance—because when a student is impacted, we are legally required to act—
this is not about fault or punishment.

The findings in the SLPR monitoring activity are not treated as high-stakes compliance
outcomes but rather as opportunities to improve. MDE OSE has waived the state
requirement for the 30-day corrective action timeline and now follows the federal
guideline for this activity of correction occurring as soon as possible but in no case
greater than one year from the date ISDs receive their final report to complete
corrections for any Student Level Corrective Action (SLCA) issued. This change supports
more thoughtful, sustainable improvements. Overall, the SLPR is viewed as a valuable
source of information that not only informs technical assistance and guides
improvement planning, but also serves as one key activity within the larger FAPE in the
LRE Capacity Building and Improvement Effort aimed at strengthening systems and
supports across the state.

To support transparency and clarity, this document outlines the specific Individuals with
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) citations MDE OSE will be reviewing in student
Individualized Education Program (IEPs). For each citation, the document includes the
compliance question, the regulatory reference, and the types of documentation that
may be used as evidence. Where applicable, examples of acceptable answers are also
provided to support consistency and understanding. At the conclusion of each student’s
program review, the form will indicate whether SLCA is required and whether Technical
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Assistance (TA) is recommended, along with the specific action steps needed to address
the findings and support improved compliance and practice.

Student Level Program Review Questions
#1- §300.322(a)(1)(2)(b)(1)(i)(ii)

Does the meeting invitation include the purpose (all reasons for meeting must be
identified), meeting time and location, and who will attend and is dated early enough to
ensure the parent could attend (prior to the date of the meeting)?

Source(s) of Evidence: |EP Meeting Invitation, current IEP (date of meeting).

B Yes: The meeting invitation includes all required components: Meeting purpose,
meeting time, meeting location, persons invited to attend, dated before the
meeting date.

B No: The meeting invitation does not include one or more of the required

components: meeting purpose, meeting time, meeting location, persons invited
to attend, dated before the meeting date.

#2- §300.322(d)(1)(2)(3)

If the parent(s) did not attend, is there documentation in the record of attempts to
arrange a mutually agreed upon time and place?

Source(s) of Evidence: |IEP Meeting Invitation, evidence of alternative means of IEP
participation, records of phone calls/correspondence/visits with dates.

B Yes: Documentation of more than one telephone call or correspondence (mail,
email, text) or visit to the student’s home or parent’s place of employment to
invite the parent(s) to attend.

B No: No documentation is included or only one attempt was made

B NA: Parent(s) attended the meeting
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#3- §300.321

Does the IEP indicate the required members of the IEP Team that attended?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current |IEP signature page or other attendance documentation,
IEP excusal documentation.

B Yes: The IEP includes attendance documentation of the parents of the child,
general education teacher of the child, special education teacher of the child,
representative of the public agency (administrator or designee), Individual who
can interpret the instructional implications of evaluation results, other (as
applicable), the child (when appropriate). If the required member did not sign or
indicate attendance, there is documentation of excusal prior to the meeting.

B No: The IEP does not include attendance documentation of the above required
members and there is no written excusal prior to the meeting.

#4- §300.503 (a)(b)(1)(2)(3)(6)(7)

Does the prior written notice include a description of the proposed action(s) with the
purpose(s) of the proposal(s), any documentation used as the basis by the public
agency, any other options considered, and is generally in written language
understandable to the general public?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current IEP demographic - language (native language), IEP
meeting invitation, notice page/prior written notice.

B Yes: Notice includes a description of the proposed action(s), purpose(s) of each
proposed action, documentation for each proposed action, other options
considered, written in language generally understandable to the public.

B No: Notice does not include one or more of the required items
#5- §300.503 (b)(4)(5)

Does the notice state the parent(s) have procedural safeguard protections and sources
parent(s) may contact for assistance in understanding the provisions of this part?
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Source(s) of Evidence: Notice page/prior written notice/notice regarding the provision
of special education.

B Yes: Notice states parent(s) given procedural safeguards or the means by which a
copy of a description of the procedural safeguards can be obtained and sources
of assistance to the parent(s).

B No: Notice does not state parent(s) given procedural safeguards or by what
means they can be obtained, or does not include sources of assistance.

#6- §300.114 (a)(2)(i)

Does the IEP include evidence of consideration of the child’s participation or
nonparticipation in general education with nondisabled peers?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current IEP LRE considerations section, PLAAFP, supplementary
aids & services.

B Yes: The IEP includes evidence of consideration of the child’s participation in
general education with nondisabled peers.

No: The IEP does not include evidence of such consideration.

B NA: The child receives all special education services with nondisabled peers or is
no longer eligible.

#7- §300.116 (d)

Does the IEP include evidence of consideration of potential harmful effects on the child
or quality of services of the placement decision?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current IEP Present Level present levels of academic achievement
and functional performance (PLAAFP) - impact on educational performance, LRE
considerations, additional comments, notice page/prior written notice.

B Yes: The IEP or notice includes evidence of consideration of potential harmful
effects on the student or quality of services.

B No: There is no evidence of such consideration
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#8- §300.117

Does the IEP include consideration of supplementary aids and services to support the
child participating in extracurricular and nonacademic activities?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current |IEP supplementary aids and services section, amended
IEP, notice page/prior written notice.

B Yes: The IEP includes evidence of consideration of supplementary aids and
services for extracurricular/nonacademic activities.

B No: There is no evidence of such consideration.

#9- §300.320 (4)

Does the IEP include a statement of the special education and, if needed, related
services, along with the supplementary aids and services to be provided to the child?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current IEP special factors, supplementary aids and services,
program/services section(s), amended IEP.

B Yes: The IEP includes evidence of consideration of supplementary aids and
services for extracurricular/nonacademic activities.

B No: There is no evidence of such consideration.

#10- §300.320 (7)

Does the IEP include the projected date for the beginning of special education, and if
needed, along with supplementary aids and services and program modifications with
anticipated frequency, location, and duration of those services and modifications?

Source(s) of Evidence: Current |IEP special factors, supplementary aids and services,
program/services section(s), amended IEP.

B Yes: The IEP includes the date services/modifications are to begin, with
frequency, location, and duration.

B No: The IEP does not include one or more of these elements.
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Results
SCLA

Does this student program review require student level corrective action (SLCA)?

B Yes
B No

If stated yes above: List the specific SCLA required actions.

Technical Assistance Required

Is technical assistance required to support improved compliance?

M Yes

B No

If stated yes above: List the specific TA required actions.
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