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Ensuring IEP portability by requiring that every district within a state grants “full
faith and credit” to a properly constructed IEP in another district within that state
will ensure that families with special needs children are able to enjoy the same
freedom and opportunity of mobility, without jeopardizing the educational options
available to their children or creating costly administrative costs for school districts
and taxpayers.

The recognition of services required under IEP constructed in another district
would in no way restrict the rights of parents to request a new evaluation
pursuant to state and federal law.
The Full Faith and Credit IEP Act would not curtail the rights of a district that
receives a new student with an IEP to challenge the validity of an IEP that may
have been improperly constructed by the referring district.
The receiving district must, however, recognize and honor the individualized
education plan described in the existing IEP while the validity of the IEP or
nature of handicapping conditions and required services are being evaluated.
States that have enacted the “Full Faith and Credit IEP Act” could, in turn, enter
into interstate compacts, or agreements, to honor IEPs prepared in other states;
thereby expanding freedom and mobility for families of special needs children
beyond state borders.[1]

Full Faith and Credit for Properly Constructed IEP Act

Section 1: (Legislative Declaration)

A) Every special needs student in [insert name of state] is entitled to a free and

A) Every special needs student in [insert name of state] is entitled to a free and
appropriate public education, pursuant to the Individuals with Disabilities Act of
[insert year of reauthorization];

B) Local education agencies within [insert name of state] are required to create
an Individualized Education Plan (IEP) pursuant to [insert reference to appropriate
state law or regulation];

BE IT ENACTED BY THE STATE OF [insert name of state], [insert special education
code section] is amended to read as follows:

Section 2: (Title) Full Faith and Credit for Properly Constructed Individualized
Education Plans Act

Section 3: (Basic Elements of Full Faith and Credit for Properly Constructed
Individualized Education Plans Act)

A) Upon receiving, as a transfer student, a child with special needs (“special
needs transfer student”) that has:
1.

been enrolled as a full-time student at another public school or public
charter school (referring school or agency) within [insert name of
state] immediately prior to enrolling in the receiving school, and

2.

has had a lawful and binding Individualized Education Plan
constructed by the referring school or agency (“Existing IEP”)
pursuant to [insert federal or state code site], the receiving school
district shall:
Recognize the handicapping conditions, required educational
services, and all other requirements specified within the Existing
IEP; and
Ensure that the specific educational services required in the IEP
are provided to the student within 30 days of the student’s first
day attending school within the referring school district.

B) The district may, at its option, contest the validity of the IEP, including the
determination of specific handicapping conditions or appropriateness of services
required by the IEP in accordance with applicable state and federal law; however,
the receiving district must follow and honor the requirements of the Existing IEP
during the time which any element of the Existing IEP is being challenged and
reevaluated at the receiving district’s option unless:
1.

The district, with the consent of a parent or guardian, provides
funding directly to the parent for the purchase of appropriate
services, in accordance with the following schedule [or, the
applicable state Special Needs Scholarship Act].

Section 4: (Effective Date) The Full Faith and Credit for Properly Constructed IEP
Act will be in effect immediately after the enactment of this act.

In May of 2007, The State of Georgia created the Georgia Special Education
Scholarship Program which was modeled after the McKay Scholarship Program in
Florida. The two programs are almost identical in purpose and structure. Shortly
after the Georgia law was passed, families with children with autism in Southeast
Georgia inquired as to whether the Georgia Special Education Scholarship would be
accepted at a private school in Jacksonville, Florida which focuses upon children
with autism. Although the Georgia and Florida special needs scholarship laws
currently contain impediments to allow Georgia or Florida students to utilize their
scholarship in another state, the sponsors of the Full Faith and Credit IEP Act look
forward to working within ALEC to develop model intra- and interstate compacts to
facilitate not only IEP portability, but cooperation between states that have special
needs scholarship laws in place (and might encourage other states within the
region e.g., South Carolina to provide similar opportunities to special needs
children and families.
[1]
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From CMD: Under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), children with disabilities
have an enforceable right to appropriate services, which can be met by private schools if a public
school cannot satisfy an "Independent Education Plan" (IEP) requirement. This "model" legislation
attempts to make other states accept each other's IEPs if a family moves. As noted in the bill's
footnote, the proposal appears to be rooted in an effort to require one state's determination of
special needs to be used to attend a private school in another state, although on the surface the
bill talks about public schools and public charter schools being required to honor an IEP from
another state. In general, federal legislation is often needed to enforce full faith and credit
provisions for contracts or legal orders issued by one jurisdiction, as with domestic violence
restraining orders, but it may also be possible for states to enter into interstate compacts to
achieve the same objective, assuming the underlying policy objectives are agreed upon.

