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Part 2 
Learning 
Targets

• Review the Federal and State 
requirements for determining 
eligibility and the existence of a 
specific learning disability (SLD), and 
how the MER is used to support the 
eligibility process.

• Understand the changes on the 
revised MER.

• Preview of how CT-SEDS supports 
PPTs in making eligibility 
determinations for students 
suspected of an SLD.
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Purpose of the MER

At the end of the eligibility process, the PPT must 
complete a MER to document whether a student is 
eligible for special education and related services due 
to a SLD. 

The MER summarizes the Federal and State required 
components of an evaluation and criteria for eligibility. 

To be identified with a SLD, a student must meet all the 
eligibility criteria (see Section II. of the MER). 
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Federal and State Requirements for Determining Eligibility and 
Determining the Existence of a Specific Learning Disability

Federal 
(34 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR))
• § 300.300 Parental consent
• § 300.301 Initial evaluations
• § 300.302 Screening for instructional 

purposes is not evaluation
• § 300.303 Reevaluations
• § 300.304 Evaluation procedures
• § 300.305 Additional requirements for 

evaluations and reevaluations
• § 300.306 Determination of eligibility
• § 300.307 Specific learning disabilities
• § 300.308 Additional group members
• § 300.309 Determining the existence 

of a specific learning disability
• § 300.310 Observation
• § 300.311 Specific documentation for 

the eligibility determination
• § 300.321 IEP Team

State
(Regulations of CT State Agencies (RCSA))
• § 10-76d-7 Referral
• § 10-76d-8 Notice and consent
• § 10-76d-9 Evaluation; Independent 

Educational Evaluation; Determining 
the existence of a learning disability; 
Evaluation and identification for gifted 
and talented

• § 10-76d-13 Timelines
• § 10-76d-10 Planning and placement 

team
• § 10-76d-14 Trial placement for 

diagnostic purposes

(CT General Statutes (CGS))
• § 10-76ff Procedures for determining 

if a child requires special education

https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.300
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.301
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.302
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.303
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.304
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.305
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.306
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.307
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.308
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.309
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.310
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.311
https://sites.ed.gov/idea/regs/b/d/300.321
http://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-7/
http://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-8/
http://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-9/
https://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-13/
https://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-10/
https://eregulations.ct.gov/eRegsPortal/Browse/RCSA/Title_10Subtitle_10-76dSection_10-76d-14/
https://www.cga.ct.gov/current/pub/chap_164.htm#sec_10-76ff
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Federal and State Evaluation Procedures

1. Use a variety of assessment tools and strategies to gather 
relevant functional, developmental, and academic 
information about the student, including information 
provided by the parents; 

2. Not use any single measure or assessment as the sole 
criterion for determining whether the student is a student 
with a disability and an appropriate educational program;

3. Use technically sound (i.e., valid and reliable) instruments 
that may assess the relative contribution of cognitive and 
behavioral factors, in addition to physical or developmental 
factors;
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More Federal and State Evaluation Procedures

4. Use assessments that are tailored to assess specific areas of 
educational need and not merely those that are designed to 
provide a single general intelligence quotient;

5. Assess the student in all areas related to the suspected 
disability;

6. Use measures that are sufficiently comprehensive to identify 
all of the student’s special education and related services 
needs; and
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Additional Federal and State Evaluation Procedures

7. Ensure assessments and other evaluation materials used to 
assess a student:
• are selected and administered so as not to be discriminatory on a 

racial or cultural basis, 
• are provided and administered in the student’s native language or 

other mode of communication and in the form most likely to yield 
accurate information on what the student knows and can do, unless 
it is clearly not feasible to so provide or administer; 

• are used for the purposes for which the assessments or measures 
are valid and reliable; 

• are administered by trained and knowledgeable personnel; and 
• are administered in accordance with any instructions provided by 

the producer of the assessments.
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Federal and State Required Eligibility Criteria
MAKES INADEQUATE ACHIEVEMENT

The student does not achieve adequately for the student’s age 
or to meet State-approved grade-level standards in one or more 
of the following areas, when provided with learning experiences 
and instruction appropriate for the student’s age or State-
approved grade-level standards: 
• oral expression.
• listening comprehension.
• written expression.
• basic reading skills.
• reading fluency skills, 
• reading comprehension.
• mathematics calculation.
• mathematics problem solving.
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Federal and State Required Eligibility Criteria
MAKES INSUFFICIENT PROGRESS or EXHIBITS A PSW

The student does not make sufficient progress, in the area(s) of 
concern, to meet age or State-approved grade-level standards, 
even with scientific, research-based interventions. 

or

The student exhibits a pattern of strengths and weaknesses 
(PSW) in performance, achievement, or both, in the area(s) of 
concern, relative to age or State-approved grade-level standards
that is determined by the PPT to be relevant to the identification 
of a specific learning disability, using appropriate assessments.
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Federal and State Required Eligibility Criteria
HAS BEEN PROVIDED APPROPRIATE INSTRUCTION

To ensure that underachievement is not due to lack of 
appropriate instruction in reading/language arts or math, the 
PPT must consider, as part of the evaluation:
1. Data that demonstrate that prior to, or as a part of, the referral process, 

the student was provided appropriate instruction, delivered by qualified 
personnel, in regular education settings; and

2. Data-based documentation of repeated assessments of achievement at 
reasonable intervals, reflecting formal assessment of student progress 
during instruction, which was provided to parents.

3. Documentation is required that the student’s parents were notified 
about the State policies regarding the amount and nature of student 
performance data collected, general education services provided to the 
student, strategies for increasing the student’s rate of learning, and 
parent’s right to request an evaluation.
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Federal and State Required Eligibility Criteria
MEETS EXCLUSIONARY FACTORS

The PPT determines that its findings are not primarily the result 
of any of the following factors: 
• visual, hearing, or motor disability; 
• an intellectual disability; 
• emotional disability; 
• cultural factors; 
• environmental or economic disadvantage; 
• or limited English proficiency.
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Additional Federal and State Required Eligibility Criteria

• No longer permits the use of a severe discrepancy between 
educational performance and measured intellectual ability 
(Intelligence Quotient (IQ)-achievement discrepancy). The 
PPT may request the administration of individual IQ tests if 
the PPT believes such tests could provide information that 
would be helpful in an evaluation.

• No longer requires a disorder in one or more of the basic 
psychological processes that impacts the areas of 
educational weakness.
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Evaluation Design and Consent
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Additional Evaluation Options
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Additional Evaluation Planning
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Suspected SLD Details
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Create Mutual Agreement to Extend Evaluation Timeline
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Mutual 
Agreement to 
Extend 
Evaluation 
Timeline
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: Determination of Eligibility (PPT2)
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE: SLD Details
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Current MER
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Revised MER: Section I. Required Evaluation Components
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MER Section I. 
Required 
Evaluation 
Components

A. Parent or Adult Student Input

B. Instructional Strategies and 
Interventions Used

C. Educationally Relevant Medical 
Findings

D. Classroom Observation

E. Comprehensive Evaluation 
Information
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section I. A. Parent or Adult Student Input
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section I. B. Instructional Strategies and Interventions Used, and Student-Centered Data Collected

Initial Evaluation

Three-Year Reevaluation
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section I. C. Educationally Relevant Medical Findings
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section I. D. Classroom Observation
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section I. E. Comprehensive Evaluation



CONNECTICUT STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

MER Section II. 
SLD Eligibility 
Criteria

A. Makes Inadequate Achievement

B. Makes Insufficient Progress or 
Exhibits a PSW 

C. Has Been Provided Appropriate 
Instruction

D. Meets Exclusionary Factors

E. Evaluation is Sufficiently 
Comprehensive

F. Eligibility Determination

G. & H. Statements of Assurance
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. A. Makes Inadequate Achievement
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. B. Makes Insufficient Progress or Exhibits a PSW

Initial Evaluation

Three-Year Reevaluation
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PATTERNS OF 
STRENGTHS 
AND 
WEAKNESSES 
(PSW)

• Connecticut does not require 
documentation of a PSW in 
SLD eligibility determination

• PSW methods can focus on a 
variety of abilities

• PSW methods focused on IQ 
subtest performance and other 
cognitive processing measures 
are less relevant to 
understanding a student’s 
educational needs than PSW 
methods focused on strengths 
and weaknesses in 
academic/language abilities
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. C. Has Been Provided Appropriate Instruction

Initial Evaluation

Three-Year Reevaluation
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. D. Meets Exclusionary Factors



CONNECTICUT STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. E. Evaluation is Sufficiently Comprehensive
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. F. Eligibility Determination
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section II. G. & H. Statements of Assurances
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CT-SEDS INTERFACE:
Section III. SLD Determination
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Summary

• The MER is a required and 
essential part of an eligibility 
determination of SLD.

• The MER summarizes Federal and 
State evaluation components and 
eligibility criteria requirements.

• Revisions to the MER include:
o PSW
o Specification of reading disability 

profile
o Format and wording changes

• Revised MER will require PPTs to 
engage in collaborative dialogue 
leading to appropriate 
identification of students with a 
SLD.
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Bryan Klimkiewicz 
Special Education Div. Dir.
Bryan.Klimkiewicz@ct.gov

Robb Geier
Senior Consultant PCG
CT-SEDS@pcgus.com

Michael Tavernier
Education Consultant

Bureau of Special Education
Michael.Tavernier@ct.gov

Alycia Trakas
Education Consultant

Bureau of Special Education
Alycia.Trakas@ct.gov
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