
 

 

perience. 

Additionally, students entering 3rd 
grade in 2006 will need 2 credits in a 
language other than English in order 
to receive a high school diploma. 

Additional Procedures – the EDP. 

The MMC also imposes additional 
procedural requirements.  Among 
these is a requirement that students 
must be given the opportunity to cre-
ate an educational development plan 
(EDP) in the 7th grade, and the EDP 
must be completed by the end of 8th 
grade and prior to entering high 
school.  The EDP is developed by 
the student, under the supervision of 
the school counselor, and is to be 
based on a career pathways program 
or similar career exploration pro-
gram.  While parent involvement is 
not required under the statute, input 
and support of the parent will be im-
portant.   

Some students may have career 
goals which may not be aligned with 
the requirements of the MMC.  
Therefore, the parent of a student 
may request a personal curriculum 
(PC) which modifies certain aspects 
of the MMC, and a student may re-
ceive a high school diploma if he or 
she completes the personal curricu-
lum.  The personal curriculum is de-
vised by at least one of the student’s 
parents, the student, and the high 
school counselor or designee.   

(Continued on page 2) 

The new statutory provisions rela-
tive to personal curriculum and modi-
fication of the MMC requirements for 
students with disabilities will need to 
be implemented as school starts this 
fall.  This article is provided as a re-
source to be shared with district coun-
selors, teachers and principals as they 
begin to implement these require-
ments. 

Overview 

In April 2006, the Michigan Legis-
lature enacted Public Acts 123 and 
124 which set forth comprehensive 
high school graduation requirements 
applicable to all Michigan students.  
Although as originally enacted the 
Michigan Merit Curriculum provided 
for a “personal curriculum,” the stat-
ute essentially required students with 
disabilities to meet the same curricu-
lar requirements as non-disabled stu-
dents.   On January 3, 2007, Gover-
nor Granholm signed into law Public 
Act 623, an amendment which ex-
panded the personal curriculum op-
tions for a student with a disability.  
This amendment permits modifica-
tion of aspects of the Michigan Merit 
Curriculum (MMC) not otherwise 
permitted, so long as the modifica-
tions are consistent with the student’s 
educational development plan (EDP) 
and individualized education plan 
(IEP).   

The MMC Curricular Requirements. 

     As an overview, the MMC was a 

move toward a standards-based educa-
tion.  The statute sets forth curricular 
requirements, in addition to any local 
school board requirements, which 
must be met by students in order to 
receive a high school diploma. 

Beginning with pupils entering 8th 
grade in the 2006-2007 school year, in 
order to receive a high school diploma 
the student must complete: 

4 credits in English language arts; 

3 credits in science, including at 
least biology, and either chemistry 
or physics; 

4 credits of mathematics aligned 
with the content expectations of 
the department, including at least 
algebra I, geometry, and algebra 
II, or, an integrated sequence of 
the course content which includes 
3 credits, and an additional math 
credit such as trigonometry, pre-
calculus, applied math, business 
math, etc; 

3 credits in social science, includ-
ing at least one credit in U.S. his-
tory and geography, one credit in 
world history or geography, 1/2 
credit in economics and 1/2 credit 
in civics; 

1 credit in health and physical edu-
cation; 

1 credit in the visual, performing 
or applied arts; and 

an online course or learning ex-
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The Personal Curriculum. 

The extent of modification of the 
MMC under the personal curriculum 
available to students without disabilities 
is limited.  Mathematics may be modi-
fied only after the student completes 2 
1/2 credits of math, and must still com-
plete 3 1/2 credits of math during high 
school, including 1 credit during the 
student’s final year.  The social science 
credit may be modified if the student 
completes 2 credits of social science 
(including civics), and an additional 
credit in English, math, science or for-
eign language.  The P.E. and visual or 
performing arts credits may be modi-
fied if the student takes an additional 
credit in English, math, science or for-
eign language.  The credit require-
ments for English and science cannot 
be modified. 

The personal curriculum must estab-
lish measurable goals, a method of 
evaluating the goals and must be 
agreed to by the student’s parents and 
the superintendent.  Further, the par-
ent(s) must be in communication with 
each of the student’s teachers each 
quarter to monitor progress. 

The PC for Students with Disabilities. 

 The statute permits a student with a 
disability to seek a personal curriculum 
to modify curricular requirements 
which are beyond those permitted in 
the “typical” personal curriculum.  
The process is similar to that for stu-
dents without disabilities.  First, as 
noted above, all students (including 
those with disabilities) are required to 
have an EDP prior to entering high 
school.  Next, as with non-disabled 
students, the parent or legal guardian 
of a student with a disability may re-
quest a personal curriculum.  If the 
parent of a student with a disability 

wants a modification of a curricular 
requirement that would not otherwise 
be allowed, the parent must demon-
strate that the “modification is neces-
sary because the pupil is a child with a 
disability.”  The statute defines a 
“child with a disability” as set forth in 
IDEA, meaning only IDEA eligible 
students, and not students with dis-
abilities pursuant to a §504 plan, may 
seek additional modifications to the 
personal curriculum. 

Students with Disabilities – the PC 
Process. 

Once the parent requests the PC, 
the district would convene a meeting 
to discuss the PC.  This meeting is 
made up of a group of persons that 
includes at least the student, the stu-
dent’s parent or legal guardian, and 
the student’s counselor or other des-
ignee qualified to act in a counseling 
role (just like the group for a non-
disabled student), and in addition, for 
a student receiving special education 
services, a school psychologist should 
also be included. 

The personal curriculum is re-
quired to incorporate as much subject 
area content expectations of the 
MMC as is practicable for the stu-
dent.  However, if the parent can 
show that modifications are necessary 
because the student is a “child with a 
disability,” the school district may 
permit further modification of the 
MMC requirements “to the extent 
necessary because of the pupil’s dis-
ability.”  Any modifications to the 
MMC standards must be consistent 
with the student’s IEP and the EDP.   
The IEP must identify the appropri-
ate “course or courses of study and 
identify the supports, accommoda-
tions, and modifications necessary to 

allow the student to progress” in meet-
ing the MMC standards or the stu-
dent’s personal curriculum.  The 
“course or courses of study” is not in-
tended to be the actual list of general 
education classes a student takes, but 
rather a general description of the vari-
ous educational experiences a student 
will follow through high school, e.g., 
regular high school diploma, alterna-
tive education programs, career and 
technical education programs, voca-
tional programs, certificate of comple-
tion, etc. 

Once completed, the parent or legal 
guardian and the superintendent 
(designee) must agree to the personal 
curriculum before it can take effect 
and any revisions must be made and 
agreed to in the same manner as the 
original personal curriculum. 

It is critical to keep in mind that the 
MMC and the personal curriculum are 
creatures of general education.  While 
an IEP is used to identify the course or 
courses of study a student will pursue, 
and to identify supports and accom-
modations necessary to enable the stu-
dent with a disability to meet the re-
quirements of the MMC, the IEP does 
not create the personal curriculum.  
Nor does it set forth the modifications 
of the MMC requirements; that is the 
purpose of the PC.  Also remember 
that the PC should not be overused, or 
modifications abused.  The statute 
includes a provision requiring the Su-
perintendent of Public Instruction to 
monitor a district for compliance, and 
to intervene if there is reason to be-
lieve that a district is allowing modifica-
tions too broadly.   

Special Education Implications. 

While it is paramount to approach 
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by agreement of the parent and the 
superintendent of the local school 
district or public school academy. 

5.  The MMC and PC do not apply 
to private schools. 

6.  All students must complete an 
Educational Development Plan 
(EDP).  A student must have the op-
portunity to complete an EDP in 7th 
grade, and must be completed no 
later than the end of 8th grade. 

7.  The EDP is devised from a career 
and employment/vocational explora-
tion questionnaires, assessments, 
computer based career exploration 
tools, etc. 

8.  The parent/legal guardian of a stu-
dent (or the student if they are over 
18) may request modification of the 
MMC requirements through a PC.  A 
school district is not identified as an 
entity which may request a PC, thus 
the school district may not impose a 
PC or devise a PC without there first 
being a parent request. 

9.  If a parent requests a PC, a district 
may agree to modify certain require-
ments of the MMC through the PC.  
The PC is devised by a group of per-
sons, including at least: 

• The student, 

• At least one of the student’s par-
ents/legal guardian, 

• The student’s high school coun-
selor (or designee) 

If the student is receiving special edu-
cation services (under the IDEA), a 
school psychologist should be in-
cluded in the PC group. 
 
10.  The PC must include: 

• As much of the content area of 

the MMC as is practicable for the 
student, 

• Measurable goals, 

• A method of evaluation 

11.  The PC must: 

• Be aligned with the student’s 
EDP, and the IEP if the student is a 
student with a disability receiving spe-
cial education services, 

• Be agreed to by the parent and 
superintendent (or CEO of PSA) be-
fore taking effect. 

12.  If the student completes the PC, 
the school district may award a high 
school diploma. 

13.  The student’s parent(s) or legal 
guardian are required to be in com-
munication with each of the pupil's 
teachers at least once each calendar 
quarter to monitor the student's pro-
gress toward PC goals. 

14.  Modifications to the PC are 
made in the same manner as the 
original PC. 

FAQ on the Personal  

Curriculum 

Requesting the PC: 

Q 1: Who may request a PC? 

Answer: The parent/guardian of a 
student (or the student, if they have 
reached the age of majority) may re-
quest a PC. 

Q 2: At what point can the Person-
nel Curriculum Committee be re-
quested by the parent, i.e. what must 
be documented as attempted or ac-
complished prior to considering the 
PC.? 

(Continued on page 4) 
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the MMC and personal curriculum 
from the perspective of general educa-
tion, one must be mindful of the spe-
cial education issues that may be impli-
cated.   Transition is an area that may 
need to be given additional considera-
tion, as the IDEA requires that transi-
tion services be in place when the stu-
dent turns 16.  Under prior law, transi-
tion planning began at age 14 with the 
identification of the student’s course of 
study.  Michigan will likely continue a 
state rule requiring transition planning 
earlier than the federal statute.  Since 
state and federal law does not prohibit 
transition planning from beginning 
earlier than 16, such planning may 
(and likely should) begin at least by the 
7th grade.  Since all students, including 
students with disabilities, must have an 
EDP in place before entering high 
school, transition planning/services will 
need to be coordinated to work with 
the EDP and any personal curriculum. 

Summary of Key Points regarding 
MMC and PCs 

1.  The Michigan Merit Curriculum 
(MMC) is the minimum requirements 
established by statute which a local 
board of education or board of direc-
tors of a public school academy must 
include in its requirements for award-
ing a high school diploma. 

2.  The statute provides for a personal 
curriculum which may modify certain 
requirements of the MMC. 

3.  The PC is available to all students.  
It is a general education matter, which 
may also apply to students with dis-
abilities.  It is NOT a special education 
issue, though special education will be 
involved in certain respects. 

4.  The PC is a documented process 
through which the MMC is modified 
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graduation is an anticipated outcome.  
For those district’s that have not cre-
ated informational packets, examples 
are available, and MDE’s web-site has 
some information available.  

If a student is in jeopardy of failing 
a course which is required for gradua-
tion, the statute requires that district 
notify the parent/legal guardian/adult 
student of tutoring or other supple-
mental educational support and coun-
seling services available under existing 
state and federal programs.  This may 
also be an opportunity to provide in-
formation regarding the MMC and 
PC options. 

Educational Development Plan. 

Q 4: What needs to be in the 
EDP? 

Answer: An EDP should include vari-
ous components, including the per-
sonal information of the student, the 
student’s career and employment/
vocational goals, the student’s educa-
tional and training goals, results of 
assessments (e.g., career pathways, 
career cruising, educational or other 
relevant assessments), a plan of action 
to enable the student to pursue/
achieve his or her goals, and should 
include consultation and support of 
the student’s parent (if under 18). 

The EDP is created by the student, 
under the supervision of his/her 
counselor.  The parent is not neces-
sarily involved in the preparation of 
the EDP, but best practice would in-
clude parental involvement.  While 
MDE indicated that a model form 
will be available in July 2007, it is not 
yet on the web-site. 

The Personal Curriculum. 

Q 5: Can you have a personal cur-

riculum if you are entering the 9th 
grade and have a completed EDP? 

Answer:  Yes, as noted above.  The 
MDE is not encouraging this but the 
statutory language does not forbid it.  
The unofficial position of MDE is 
that parents of students entering 9th 
grade in the fall who have requested a 
PC in order to have their students 
exempted from, for example, Physical 
Education and Health so that their 
students can use the exemption in 
order to take additional classes in 
ELA, Math, Science, or Foreign Lan-
guage, that the student include in his/
her EDP a four-year plan for high 
school that shows the additional 
classes a student intends to take in 
place of the waived PE/Health.  Be-
cause the school must monitor the 
PC to make sure it is fulfilled, if the 
student eventually does not fulfill the 
PC and does not take the additional 
classes, the student would be required 
to go back and fulfill the PE/Health 
credit requirement.   

Q 6: What specific information/
components are required to be in-
cluded in the PC? 

Answer: The PC will include the area 
to be modified, including the various 
content expectations and how they 
will be addressed.  There will need to 
be goals set forth with a method of 
evaluating the student’s progress in 
meeting the PC requirements, and 
the parent will need to be in touch 
with the teacher to monitor the pro-
gress.  What the PC looks like will 
depend on the extent of modification 
and the each student’s needs, but they 
all will need to set forth the areas of 
modification, the goals to be achieved 
and the method by which progress 

(Continued on page 5) 
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Answer: The state Board of Education 
and the Department recommended to 
the legislature that it include a require-
ment that a PC could not be applied 
for until a student, including a SWD, 
had completed two years of high 
school.  The legislature did not adopt 
this recommendation. The statute is 
silent regarding when a parent may 
request a PC.  Since the EDP may be 
created as early as 7th grade in some 
situations, a parent may request a PC 
for high school earlier that 9th grade.  
Essentially, a PC may be requested 
anytime following the creation of the 
student’s EDP. 

Q 3: If a parent of a student does 
not request a PC, may the district initi-
ate the process on behalf of the stu-
dent? 

Answer: NO.  The statutory language is 
specifically indicates who is able to 
request a PC; namely requests may be 
made only by the parent, legal guard-
ian or the age of majority student. A 
district has no right to request a PC on 
behalf of the student.  A parent/
guardian/adult student, however, can 
only request a PC if the parent/
guardian/student knows about the 
availability of a PC.  While the statu-
tory language does not impose any 
duty on a school district to inform par-
ents of the personal curriculum, most 
school districts and/or ISDs have be-
gun preparing informational packets/
brochures for distribution to parents.  
If a district believes a student needs a 
PC, it may attempt to educate the par-
ent/guardian/adult student about the 
process and the availability of a PC.  
For students with disabilities, the IEPT 
meeting and transition planning is an 
excellent time to begin this education 
process, and to discuss whether 
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further? 

Answer: It means that the limitations 
on the PC stated in the law (e.g. no 
waiving of ELA or Science) may be 
modified further for a SWD.  This 
essentially leaves everything open to 
modification. However, it is not per-
missible to create an alternative path-
way to graduation.  Modifications that 
erect barriers to progress along the 
student’s career pathway or to the 
achievement of postsecondary goals 
need to be carefully considered.  Ulti-
mately, the decision regarding how 
much of the MMC content expecta-
tions equal credit in a subject area is a 
local board decision. 

While it is conceivable under the 
language of the statute that the con-
tent of the PC may be modified to a 
grade level much lower than the high 
school expectations, this was not the 
intent or expectation of the Depart-
ment.  Rather, the expectation is that 
the PC will include as much of the 
grade level expectations in the par-
ticular subject matter as possible, 
though possibly presented in a modi-
fied manner (e.g., multiple classes, 
extended time, through CTE, etc.). 
The law permits a school district to 
modify instructional strategies or ap-
proaches to help the student achieve 
the content expectations, and you do 
not need a personal curriculum to 
modify these instructional strategies 
or approaches (e.g., multiple classes, 
extended time, through CTE, univer-
sal design, etc.). 

Q 10: The MMC does not allow 
modification of ELA and Science for 
general ed students.  Does the statute 
allow modification of ELA and Sci-
ence for special education students? 

Answer: Yes, as just stated above (for 
students with disabilities).  The basic 
rule set forth in the statute is that the 
PC for an SWD should include as 
much of the MMC "as practicable."  
What this means (let's use the exam-
ple of Science) is that an SWD 
shouldn't just be permitted to waive 
Biology but should be instructed in 
some program of science that in-
cludes as much of the Biology 
HSCE's as possible.  What this alter-
nate program of science would look 
like could vary with each SWD's ap-
proved PC. 

Q 11: What additional types of 
modifications in Mathematics are al-
lowed? 

Answer: For a SWD, the statute re-
quires that the PC include as much of 
the typical MMC as practicable given 
the student’s disability.  However, 
since no limitation is imposed, all of 
the math requirements in the Merit 
Curriculum would be subject to 
modification, with the caveat that a 
student should not just be blank-
exempted from even attempting Alge-
bra I, II, or Geometry but should be 
engaged in an instructional program 
in math that covers as many of the 
content expectations as is practicable/
possible, given the student's disability. 

The PC and the IEP. 

Q 12: When determining modifica-
tions to the graduation content expec-
tations, what is meant by “because of 
the student’s disability”?  Does this 
limit the modification to those aspects 
in which a student is eligible, or may 
the PC modify content of graduation 
requirements beyond the student’s 
identified disability, e.g., math for an 

(Continued on page 6) 
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will be measured.  The PC will also 
need a spot for the parent and the su-
perintendent to indicate their agree-
ment. 

Q 7: Does a school psychologist 
have to be involved in every PC group 
involving a SWD? 

Answer: No.  The statutory language 
recommends a school psychologist, 
but does not require one.  The intent 
behind including the school psycholo-
gist is to assure that someone with 
knowledge of the student’s disability 
and how it affects the student’s pro-
gress in the general curriculum, the 
student’s abilities and the various stu-
dent needs participates in devising the 
student’s PC.  This role may be served 
by including another person, so long as 
the person can provide the needed 
input. 

Q 8: What is meant by 
“modification?” 

Answer:  There appear to be two types 
of MMC modifications contemplated 
by the statute; content modification 
and credit modification/substitution. 
Parents of all students may seek a PC 
to modify the content expectations 
under the MMC, although the PC 
must include as much of the MMC 
content expectations as is 
“practicable.”  Parents may also re-
quest a PC to modify certain credit 
requirements by substituting some 
courses for others (as limited by the 
statute).  Parents of students with dis-
abilities may request that certain credit 
requirements be waived completely.  
This is permissible only to the extent 
necessary because of the student's dis-
ability, and must be consistent with the 
student's IEP and EDP. 

Q 9: What is meant by modified 
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quired to set forth the “course or 
courses of study” and the accommo-
dations, modifications and supports 
necessary for the student to partici-
pate in the general curriculum.  A 
student’s PC will be “general curricu-
lum” and therefore the IEP will iden-
tify those supports needed for the 
student to progress in his/her PC and 
other general curricular courses.  In-
formation in the IEP, such as goals, 
objectives, present levels of perform-
ance, diagnostic and achievement 
information, etc., will assist the PC 
group in determining what aspects of 
the MMC may be “practicable” for a 
particular student. 

Q 15: Do we include the PC in the 
IEP? 

Answer:  The IEP does NOT 
determine the PC.  Nor should the 
IEP team create the PC or unilaterally 
determine its content.  Definitely DO 
NOT include the general education 
classes or the PC in the IEP docu-
ment.  

The IEP does not set forth the gen-
eral education classes the student is to 
take, but rather sets forth the “course 
or courses of study” and the accom-
modations or modifications needed 
by the student in the general educa-
tion setting.  The PC must be consis-
tent with the IEP. 

Q 16: What types of modifications 
to the academic requirements might 
be appropriate for a student with an 
emotional impairment, where the 
disability itself would not impair the 
student’s ability to perform academi-
cally, but rather impacts the student’s 
behavior? 

Answer: It depends on what the PC 
team decides.  If the student is unable 

to complete the typical MMC expec-
tations because of the disability, the 
team may modify the expectations 
through the PC.  This could even 
include waiving certain requirements.  
For example, if a student has already 
completed 4 years of high school and 
yet has not completed the last credit 
in math, and the team decides that 
continuing for another year is just not 
possible because the student will not 
be able to handle it emotionally, the 
PC team, with the agreement of the 
superintendent, may agree to have the 
student earn the credit in another 
way, such as a CTE program or 
online independent study at home or 
eliminate the requirement for this 
student if the student has met EDP 
and IEP goals. 

Q 17: If you have a personal cur-
riculum and because of your disability 
you are not able to achieve many of 
the content expectations, are you still 
able to receive a high school diploma 
after 4 years of high school? 

Answer:  Yes.  The statute provides 
that any student, SWD or not, who 
successfully completes a PC approved 
by the school is eligible for a regular 
high school diploma. 

Again, as noted above, the expecta-
tion is that the SWD will complete 
the same content level, although 
modified.  It is conceivable that a stu-
dent may have a PC which lowers the 
content expectations due to the stu-
dent’s disability, and if he/she com-
pletes the PC, a regular high school 
diploma may be granted.  It is up to 
local control (e.g., superintendents, 
school boards, etc.) to determine 
whether there is an agreement to the 
PC.  It is expected that most school 

(Continued on page 7) 
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LD student with a disability in read-
ing? 

Answer: The parent must show that the 
student needs the PC because the stu-
dent is a student with a disability, and 
this anticipates that the disability will 
impair the student’s ability to meet the 
content expectations in the typical fash-
ion.  The PC team determines 
whether the modification is necessary 
because of the disability, and there 
may be times when the team deter-
mines, for example, that an LD stu-
dent may not be able to achieve the 
math expectations because of the LD.  
If so, the team may modify the math 
expectations through the PC, keeping 
in mind that the PC must include as 
much of the typical MMC as is practi-
cal. 

Q 13: Does the IEP override the 
Personal Curriculum?   

Answer:  No, the IEP does not over-
ride the PC but rather contributes to it.  
The amendment to the law still has a 
committee of parent/guardian, school 
principal or designee, school coun-
selor, and, in the case of students with 
disabilities (SWD), strongly encour-
ages a school psychologist also to serve 
on this committee.  It is this committee 
that decides whether to grant the re-
quest for a PC.  The statute provides 
that this committee consider the IEP 
and EDP, and requires the PC to be 
consistent with them.  However, the 
IEP does not determine the graduation 
requirements for a SWD; the PC com-
mittee does. 

Q 14:  What should the IEP include? 

Answer: The PC group described 
above, and ultimately the superinten-
dent, determines whether the PC re-
quest will be granted.  The IEP is re-
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Transfer Students. 

Q 19: What happens when a stu-
dent with a PC enrolls in a new dis-
trict? 

Answer: The statute does not address 
the question of “transfer” students, 
either from another public school in 
the state of Michigan or from a pri-
vate/parochial/home school.  As 
noted, the MMC does not apply to 
private/parochial/home schools.  
When a student transfers to a public 
school, if the student has already 
completed an EDP in a prior public 
school, the same EDP would con-
tinue in the new district.  If the stu-
dent has not created an EDP, the stu-
dent’s counselor would work with the 
student and oversee the completion 
of the EDP. 

If a student transfers from another 
public school district and does not 
have a PC, the parent may request a 
PC and begin the process.  Since 
PC’s are creations and agreements 
made between local districts and the 
parents, the process will likely require 
some time for the new district to “get 
to know” the student.  However, a 
district may rely upon information 
from the prior district to expedite the 
process, e.g., non-disabled students, 
prior grade reports, EDP, etc., and 
for SWD a prior IEP, diagnostics, 
transition plan, etc. 

If the student already has a PC, and 
the district agrees with the PC, the 
district may adopt the PC from the 
other district.  This would require the 
receiving district superintendent and 
the parent to “agree” and document 
such agreement in writing.  On the 
other hand, the district is not required 
to adopt another district’s PC.  The 

district may convene a new PC meet-
ing to devise a PC, and if agreement is 
reached, sign the new PC, or it may 
not agree to a PC. 

CTE/Vocational Education Pro-
grams. 

Q 20: (For all students, with and 
without disabilities) For students earn-
ing credits through CTE or other 
classes which may be math-related  
courses (such as accounting), does the 
teacher assigning the grade need to be 
“highly qualified” under NCLB, and 
if so, how can districts address this 
where the CTE or other teacher is 
not highly qualified in math? 

Answer: The teacher assigning the 
grade must be “highly qualified” in 
math in order for the credit to be 
granted in math.  The department 
issued guidance on May 30, 2007, 
which includes guidelines for the  
“Collaborative Teaching” model.  For 
In the example, the CTE teacher 
would meet with a teacher who is 
highly qualified in math to align the 
content expectations between the two 
courses and collaborate on how the 
content expectation will be addressed 
through the CTE class.  By having the 
teachers collaborate in the content 
and method of delivering instruction, 
the student may receive a credit in a 
math related subject and the district 
will meet the highly qualified require-
ments.  This model can be used for 
all core content areas, and would re-
quire meetings throughout the school 
year between the CTE teacher and 
the HQ core content area teacher, 
professional development activities, 
an annual review and the submission 
of an annual report to administration.  
The guidance document is available 
on the MDE web-site. 
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districts will not agree to a PC which 
substantially reduces the content ex-
pectations (say to a third or fourth 
grade level for a student with a cogni-
tive impairment).  Also, the State Su-
perintendent will monitor those dis-
tricts which appear to be over-using or 
abusing the PC. 

Q 18: Is there an appeal or review of 
the decision of a PC group? 

Answer: The statute is silent relative to 
any review process.  It is likely that the 
decision of the PC committee to grant 
or deny a PC may be reviewed through 
the district’s typical review process if 
permitted by board policy, e.g., review 
by the superintendent/board of educa-
tion if the requested PC is denied.  
Otherwise, if there is no agreement, 
the statute does not provide for a for-
mal review process. 

This lack of formal administrative 
review process is one reason to assure 
that the PC and IEP are created in the 
manner anticipated by the statute.  A 
PC which is referenced, incorporated 
or otherwise “included” in a student’s 
IEP may subject the PC to the due 
process hearing procedures under 
IDEA.  This expensive process was 
not intended to be used to address 
general education matters, such as the 
PC.  Therefore, it is important to 
maintain the integrity of each process 
to ensure that there is no inadvertent 
granting of administrative remedies. 

Of course, a parent may always at-
tempt to seek review of an administra-
tive decision by filing a lawsuit in a 
court of competent jurisdiction.  These 
claims may be brought under various 
state or federal civil rights or discrimi-
nation claims.  So long as the district 
has consistently implemented the ap-
propriate process in a non-
discriminatory, arbitrary or capricious 
manner, these suits should be able to 
be defended. 
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Need PD? 
Scholten Fant School Law attorneys can help with your professional 
development needs.  Topics may include: 

♦General Educators Role in the IEP Process  

♦State Board Seclusion and Restraint Document 

♦Michigan Merit Curriculum and the Personal Curriculum 

♦Discipline of Students with Disabilities 

♦Teacher Evaluations under the Tenure Act 

♦Custom presentations designed to meet your needs.   


