[bookmark: _GoBack]Eligibility Determination: Specific Learning Disability (Severe Discrepancy Model)

	Child Name:
	DOB:

	Gender:
	Age:

	School:
	Grade:

	Parent/Guardian:
	Address:

	Parent/Guardian:
	Address:

	Home Phone:
	Work Phone:

	Home Language:
	Language Proficiency:

	Primary Language:
	Referral Date:

	Test Dates:
	Report Date:



Specific learning disability means a disorder in one or more of the basic psychological processes involved in understanding or in using language, spoken or written, that may manifest itself in the imperfect ability to listen, think, speak, read, write, spell, or to do mathematical calculations, including conditions such as perceptual disabilities, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia. Specific learning disability does not include learning problems that are primarily the result of visual, hearing, or motor disabilities, of intellectual disability, of emotional disturbance, or of environmental, cultural, or economic disadvantage. (34 CFR Sec. 300.8(c)(10))

Specific learning disability (SLD) is a disability rooted in a neurological processing deficit (e.g., auditory processing, memory, processing speed, phonological processing, visual/perceptual processing, etc.) and results in significant academic underachievement following sustained, high-quality, scientific, research-based instruction and intervention. SLD may be manifested in the following areas:

· Basic reading skills
· Reading fluency skills
· Reading comprehension skills
· Written expression
· Mathematics calculation
· Mathematics problem solving
· Oral expression
· Listening comprehension

The New Mexico Public Education Department (PED) highly recommends that the Eligibility Determination Team (EDT) use the following information in making an eligibility determination under the category of specific learning disability.

Document assessment and evaluation data. The EDT must review and/or complete the following evaluations and/or assessments according to the requirements established in the New Mexico Technical Evaluation and Assessment Manual (NM TEAM 2017):

|_|	screening data/previously conducted evaluation data (school-aged children); SAT file documentation (school aged children) 
Date: __________
|_|	child’s history, including an interview with the parent(s)/guardian(s)               Date: __________
|_|	complete multiple direct observations in all areas of difficulty, across both structured and unstructured settings, including in the general education classroom, and at various times
        	Date: __________
        	Date: __________
        	Date: __________
|_|	assessment of cognitive abilities, including both verbal and nonverbal skills  Date: __________
|_|	informal academic achievement data, including benchmark testing, progress monitoring, curriculum-based measures, running records, work samples, and criterion-referenced testing systematic review of individual academic achievement performance 
Date: __________
|_|	formal individual academic achievement data in the area of suspected disability, including basic reading skills, reading fluency, reading comprehension, written expression, math calculation, math problem solving, oral expression, and/or listening comprehension academic achievement assessment 
Date: __________
|_|	assessment of cognitive processing skills in the areas related to the suspected area(s) of disability 
Date: __________
᷾|_|	transition assessment, as appropriate 
Date: __________
᷾|_|	other _________________________________	Date:  __________
᷾|_|	other _________________________________	Date:  __________
᷾|_|	other _________________________________	Date:  __________

Determine the presence of a disability. The assessment and evaluation data documented above must demonstrate that the child is a child with specific learning disability according to the requirements of the IDEA (34 CFR Sec. 300.8(c)(10)). The questions below should be answered to help the EDT determine whether or not the child has a disability as defined by IDEA (2004).

1. Has the EDT determined and documented that the child was provided with high quality, scientific, research-based instruction and intervention by qualified personnel in general education settings?        
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

2. Has the EDT determined and documented that the child has been provided with learning experiences and instruction appropriate for the child’s age or State-approved grade-level standards?       
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

3. Has the EDT eliminated the possibility that the learning difficulties are the result of all of the following factors:

Lack of appropriate instruction in reading
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Lack of appropriate instruction in math
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


	Visual, hearing, or motor disability 
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Intellectual disability
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Emotional disturbance
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Cultural factors
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:

Limited English proficiency
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:

	Environmental or economic factors
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:



√If answered NO to any of the above questions, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

4. Has the EDT determined that no other eligibility category better describes this child’s disability?	
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

5. Using the triangulation of multiple data sources, has the EDT determined that the child does not achieve adequately for the child’s age or met State-approved grade-level standards directly related to one or more of the specified SLD areas?

Basic reading skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Reading fluency skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Reading comprehension skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Written expression skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Mathematics calculation
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Mathematics problem solving
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Oral expression 
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:



	Listening comprehension
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Reminder: EDTs must consider dyslexia for all students referred for an evaluation for potential eligibility under the category of SLD in the areas of reading and/or written expression.

√If answered NO to all of the above questions, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

6. Has the EDT determined that child demonstrates a basic neurological processing deficit(s) related to the area(s) of academic concern?
᷾|_|		YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


√ If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

7. Has the EDT determined and documented that the child demonstrates a severe discrepancy between his/her predicted achievement level and actual achievement in the area(s) of concern based on standardized assessment data, as described in the NM TEAM (2017)?

Basic reading skills
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:

	
Reading fluency skills
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


Reading comprehension skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Written expression skills
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Mathematics calculation
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


Mathematics problem solving
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Oral expression 
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Listening comprehension
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

8. Has the EDT determined that the assessment and evaluation data demonstrate that the child is a child with a specific learning disability, as defined by IDEA (2004)?
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


√ If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.

Determine need for specially designed instruction. The assessment and evaluation data documented above must demonstrate that the child requires specially designed instruction as a result of the disability according to the requirements of IDEA (34 CFR Sec. 300.39(b)(3)). The questions below should be answered to help the EDT determine whether or not the child requires specially designed instruction as defined by IDEA (2004).

1.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to be involved in and make progress in the general education curriculum or developmentally appropriate activities, as appropriate?	
 |_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:

2.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to participate in extracurricular and other nonacademic activities?	
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:

3.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to be educated and participate with other children with and without disabilities?	
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:


√Answering “yes” to one or more of the above statements (1, 2, 3) indicates that the child needs specially designed instruction.

Determination of eligibility for special education and related services. The EDT has reviewed the referral and evaluation sources relevant to this child and has made the following determination:

᷾|_|	The child is eligible under the eligibility category of specific learning disability.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation documents that the child is eligible for and in need of special education services under the eligibility category of specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004).
	|_|	The child also demonstrates the characteristics of dyslexia. (This question only needs to be answered for children with reading and/or written expression concerns).

᷾|_|	The child is not eligible under the eligibility category of specific learning disability.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child does not have specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), and the child is not eligible for special education and related services under any other eligibility category.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child does not have specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), but the child is eligible for special education and related services under the category of ___________________________. (Complete appropriate eligibility determination form for that category.)
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child has specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004); however, the EDT has determined that the eligibility category of ______________________________________	(as defined by IDEA, 2004) better describes the child’s primary disability that results in a need for specially designed instruction. (Complete appropriate eligibility determination form for that category.)
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that although the child has specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), the EDT has determined that the child’s educational needs can be met without specially designed instruction.

᷾|_|	The EDT is unable to determine eligibility under the eligibility category of specific learning disability. The following information is needed in order for the EDT to reconvene and make a final eligibility determination decision: 
᷾|_|	Additional information from:
᷾|_|	Additional assessments in the following areas: 
᷾|_|	Other:


Eligibility Determination Team Participants


	
	Title/Name
	Date
	Signature

	|_|
	Parent/Guardian	
	
	

	|_|
	Parent/Guardian
	
	

	|_|
	Child
	
	

	|_|
	Special Education Teacher
	
	

	|_|
	General Education Teacher
	
	

	|_|
	District Representative
	
	

	|_|
	Person Interpreting Evaluation Results
	
	

	|_|
	Educational Diagnostician
	
	

	|_|
	Speech Language Pathologist	
	
	

	|_|
	Occupational Therapist	
	
	

	|_|
	Physical Therapist
	
	

	|_|
	School Psychologist	
	
	

	|_|
	Social Worker	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	



Required members of the EDT, as described in IDEA (2004), are parent(s), special education teacher, general education teacher, district representative, and an individual who can interpret evaluation results (this is not necessarily an additional member of the team).

Team members who are serving in more than one role (e.g., district representative and person interpreting evaluation results) should sign in all applicable places.  



Reevaluation Eligibility Determination: Specific Learning Disability
[bookmark: h.g9oixkbsz4wt]
	Child Name:
	DOB:

	Gender:
	Age:

	School:
	Grade:

	Parent/Guardian:
	Address:

	Parent/Guardian:
	Address:

	Home Phone:
	Work Phone:

	Home Language:
	Language Proficiency:

	Primary Language:
	Referral Date:

	Test Dates:
	Report Date:



Specific learning disability means a disorder in one or more of the basic psychological processes involved in understanding or in using language, spoken or written, that may manifest itself in the imperfect ability to listen, think, speak, read, write, spell, or to do mathematical calculations, including conditions such as perceptual disabilities, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia. Specific learning disability does not include learning problems that are primarily the result of visual, hearing, or motor disabilities, of intellectual disability, of emotional disturbance, or of environmental, cultural, or economic disadvantage. (34 CFR Sec. 300.8(c)(10))

Specific learning disability (SLD) is a disability rooted in a neurological processing deficit (e.g., auditory processing, memory, processing speed, phonological processing, visual/perceptual processing, etc.) and results in significant academic underachievement following sustained, high-quality, scientific, research-based instruction and intervention. SLD may be manifested in the following areas:

· Basic reading skills
· Reading fluency skills
· Reading comprehension skills
· Written expression
· Mathematics calculation
· Mathematics problem solving
· Oral expression
· Listening comprehension








The PED highly recommends that the Eligibility Determination Team (EDT) use the following information in making a continued eligibility determination under the category of specific learning disability.


Review of evaluation data. The EDT reviewed and/or completed the following evaluations and/or assessments as part of the reevaluation process according to the recommendations established in the New Mexico Technical Evaluation and Assessment Manual (NM TEAM 2017):

᷾|_|	current classroom-based, short-cycle, and/or state assessments (including, but not limited to benchmark testing, progress monitoring, curriculum-based measures, running records, work samples, and criterion-referenced testing)   Date: __________
᷾|_|	classroom-based observations 
Date: __________
᷾|_|	observations and information provided by teachers and related service providers Date: __________
᷾	Date:  __________
	Date:  __________
᷾|_|	observations, information, and/or evaluations provided by the child’s parents Date(s): __________

Other assessment information included:

|_|	assessment of cognitive abilities, including both verbal and nonverbal skills  
Date: __________
᷾|_|	formal individual academic achievement data in the area of suspected disability, including basic reading skills, reading fluency, reading comprehension, written expression, math calculation, math problem solving, oral expression, and/or listening comprehension  
Date: __________
᷾|_|	assessment of cognitive processing skills in the areas related to the area(s) of academic concern  
Date: __________
᷾᷾|_|	transition assessment, as appropriate 
Date: __________
᷾|_|	other _________________________________
	Date:  __________
|_|	other _________________________________
	Date:  __________
᷾|_|	other _________________________________
	Date:  __________



Determine the continued presence of a disability. The assessment and evaluation data documented above must demonstrate that the child continues to be a child with specific learning disability according to the requirements of IDEA (34 CFR Sec. 300.8(c)(10)). The questions below should be answered to help the EDT determine whether or not the child continues to have a disability as defined by IDEA (2004).

1. Has the EDT determined that the assessment and evaluation data demonstrate that the child continues to be a child with specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004) in one or more of the following areas?

Basic reading skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Reading fluency skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Reading comprehension skills
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


Written expression skills
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


Mathematics calculation
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Mathematics problem solving
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Oral expression 
᷾|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Documentation:


Listening comprehension
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category.
NOTE: Continued eligibility (no change in eligibility classification) is not dependent upon meeting initial eligibility criteria. For children eligible under the category of specific learning disability, this means that EDTs are not required to use the dual discrepancy or severe discrepancy models to determine that a child continues to have a specific learning disability.

2. Has the EDT determined that no other eligibility category better describes this child’s disability?	
|_|	YES		|_|	NO 
Documentation:


√If answered NO, the child is not eligible under the specific learning disability category. 

NOTE: There are no specific reevaluation eligibility criteria; therefore, it is up to the EDT to determine whether or not the child continues to have a disability based on the REED (Review of Existing Evaluation Data) process. However, if upon review of existing and newly gathered evaluation data (as appropriate), there is consideration of a change or addition of eligibility, the EDT must follow the guidelines and procedures for initial eligibility for the newly considered eligibility category.

Determine continued need for specially designed instruction. The assessment and evaluation data documented above must demonstrate that the child continues to require specially designed instruction as a result of the disability according to the requirements of IDEA (34 CFR Sec. 300.39(b)(3)). The questions below should be answered to help the EDT determine whether or not the child continues to require specially designed instruction as defined by IDEA (2004).

To answer the following questions, the EDT should consider (a) the child’s present levels of academic achievement and functional performance, (b) the child’s educational needs, and (c) any necessary changes to the child’s educational program.

1.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to be involved in and make progress in the general education curriculum or developmentally appropriate activities, as appropriate?	
 |_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:

2.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to participate in extracurricular and other nonacademic activities?	
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:

3.	As a result of the disability, does the child require specially designed instruction in order to be educated and participate with other children with and without disabilities?	
|_|	YES		|_|	NO
Rationale/Documentation:


√Answering “yes” to one or more of the above statements (1, 2, 3) indicates that the child needs specially designed instruction.
Determination of continued eligibility for special education and related services. The EDT has reviewed the referral and evaluation sources relevant to this child and has made the following determination:


᷾|_|	The child is eligible under the eligibility category of specific learning disability.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation documents that the child is eligible for and in need of special education services under the eligibility category of specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004).
|_|	The child also demonstrates the characteristics of dyslexia. (This question only needs to be answered for children with reading and/or written 	expression concerns).

᷾|_|	The child is not eligible under the eligibility category of specific learning disability.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child does not have specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), and the child is not eligible for special education and related services under any other eligibility category.
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child does not have specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), but the child is eligible for special education and related services under the category of _________________. (Complete appropriate eligibility determination form for that category.)
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that the child has specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004); however, the EDT has determined that the eligibility category of ______________________________________	(as defined by IDEA, 2004) better describes the child’s primary disability that results in a need for specially designed instruction. (Complete appropriate eligibility determination form for that category.)
᷾|_|	The results of the evaluation indicate that although the child has specific learning disability as defined by IDEA (2004), the EDT has determined that the child’s educational needs can be met without specially designed instruction.

᷾|_|	The EDT is unable to determine eligibility under the eligibility category of specific learning disability. The following information is needed in order for the EDT to reconvene and make a final eligibility determination decision:
᷾|_|	Additional information from:
᷾|_|	Additional assessments in the following areas: 
᷾|_|	Other:


Reevaluation Eligibility Determination Team Participants

	
	Title/Name
	Date
	Signature

	|_|
	Parent/Guardian	
	
	

	|_|
	Parent/Guardian
	
	

	|_|
	Child
	
	

	|_|
	Special Education Teacher
	
	

	|_|
	General Education Teacher
	
	

	|_|
	District Representative
	
	

	|_|
	Person Interpreting Evaluation Results
	
	

	|_|
	Educational Diagnostician
	
	

	|_|
	Speech Language Pathologist	
	
	

	|_|
	Occupational Therapist	
	
	

	|_|
	Physical Therapist
	
	

	|_|
	School Psychologist	
	
	

	|_|
	Social Worker	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	

	|_|
	Other	
	
	



Required members of the EDT, as described in IDEA (2004), are parent(s), special education teacher, general education teacher, district representative, and an individual who can interpret evaluation results (this is not necessarily an additional member of the team).

Team members who are serving in more than one role (e.g., district representative and person interpreting evaluation results) should sign in all applicable places.   

[bookmark: _Toc504508195][bookmark: _Toc504508287]Specific Learning Disability Severe Discrepancy Regression Table 
(Size of Discrepancy = 1.5 SD x SEe)  (Updated 2016)

Instructions: This table is to be used when making eligibility determination decisions under the eligibility category of Specific Learning Disability under the Severe Discrepancy model using cognitive ability and academic achievement assessments that are not co-normed.
1. Identify the appropriate column (.7, .6., or .5) to use based on the cognitive ability assessment used. Cognitive ability assessments that are not on this list should not be used to determine the presence of a severe discrepancy.
2. Locate the child’s “Obtained Cognitive Ability Score” in the first column.
3. Identify the “Academic Achievement Score Consistent with Severe Discrepancy.”
4. If the child’s achievement score is equal to or less than the score identified in Step 3, the child demonstrates a severe discrepancy between ability and achievement based on these data. 
	Obtained Cognitive Ability Score
	Academic Achievement Score Consistent with Severe Discrepancy
	Identification of Appropriate Column Based on the Best Measure of the Child’s Cognitive Ability

	
	.7
	.6
	.5
	

	130
129
128
127
126
125
124
123
122
121
	105
104
104
103
102
102
101
100
99
99
	100
99
99
98
98
97
96
96
95
95
	95
95
94
94
93
93
92
92
91
91
	Use .7 column for:
DAS-2 Special Nonverbal Composite
DAS-2 General Conceptual Ability Scales
KABC-II Mental Processing Index
KABC-II Fluid-crystallized Index 
SB-V Full Scale IQ
SB-V Verbal IQ
TONI-4 Full Scale 
UNIT-2 Full Scale
UNIT-2 Reasoning
UNIT-2 Quantitative
WAIS-IV Full Scale IQ
WAIS-IV Verbal Comprehension Index
WAIS-IV Perceptual Reasoning Index
WAIS-IV General Ability Index
WISC-V Full Scale IQ
WISC-V Verbal Comprehension Index
WISC-V General Ability Index
WPPSI-IV Full Scale IQ 
WPPSI-IV Verbal Comprehension
WJ-IV General Intellectual Ability 
WJ-IV Gf-Gc
W-M Bateria (Cognitive) III Full Scale
W-M Bateria (Cognitive) III Thinking

Use .6 column for:
CAS-2 Full Scale
DAS-2 Verbal Ability
DTLA-4 Verbal Composite
DTLA-4 General Mental Ability
KABC-II Nonverbal Index
KAIT Crystallized Scale and Fluid Scale
NNAT-2 Ability Index
SB-V Nonverbal IQ
UNIT-2 Memory
WNV Nonverbal IQ
WISC-V Nonverbal Index

Use .5 column for:
C-TONI-2 Full Scale
DAS-2 Nonverbal Reasoning Ability
DAS-2 Spatial Ability Scales
DTLA-4 Nonverbal Composite
RIAS-2 Composite Intelligence Index
RIAS-2 Verbal Intelligence Index

	120
119
118
117
116
115
114
113
112
111
	98
97
97
96
95
95
94
93
92
92
	94
93
93
92
92
91
90
90
89
89
	90
90
89
89
88
88
87
87
86
86
	

	110
109
108
107
106
105
104
103
102
101
	91
90
90
89
88
88
87
86
85
85
	88
87
87
86
86
85
84
84
83
83
	85
85
84
84
83
83
82
82
81
81
	

	100
99
98
97
96
95
94
93
92
91
	84
83
83
82
81
81
80
79
78
78
	82
81
81
80
80
79
78
78
77
77
	80
80
79
79
78
78
77
77
76
76
	

	90
89
88
87
86
85
84
83
82
81
	77
76
76
75
74
74
73
72
71
71
	76
75
75
74
74
73
72
72
71
71
	75
75
74
74
73
73
72
72
71
71
	

	80
79
78
77
76
75
74
73
72
71
	70
69
69
68
67
67
66
65
64
64
	70
69
68
68
67
66
66
65
65
64
	70
70
69
69
68
68
67
66
66
65
	



15

16

Notes:

