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WYOMING DEPARTMENT CF EDUCATION
. SPECIAL PROGRAMS UNIT o
SPECIAL EDUCATION COMPLAINT INVESTIGATION

Complainants: o : :
© Case'# 2010-8

District: :
COMPLAINT DECISION. -
AND )
ORDER FOR'
CORRECTIVE ACTION

Dat-e.of'DecisionE May 12, 2010

Oh — the Wyoming Department of Education (WDE) received a Aletter'c')f' |
éomp[aint and supporting documentation filed by _Comp]ainant, (hereinafter : -
“Complainaht”) alleging violations of special education law with respect to _

(hereinafter “Student’), by [ N R (-reinafter “District”).  The

Complainant and District agreed to engage in médiaition, extending the timeline for this Decision: :-

Pursuant to 34 C.F.R. §§300:151 through 300.153 of the Federal Regulations impleménting the - .
Individuals With Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), WDE conducted an investigation into the
‘allegatior‘ls in the cbmplaint. Consistent with the IDEA, Federal Regulations, and the 2007
Wyoming Edl]éatio'n ﬁules'govgming‘ Services for Children With Disabilities, WDE issues the

. following Findings of Fact, Conclusions, Decision, and-plan for Corrective Action.

i
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Con'; p]éint Issues:

) | Issue #1 . _ ,
Whether the District denied the Student a free appropriate public education (FAPE) by failing to
provide an individualized education plan (}EP) that was reasonably calculated fo meet the
‘Student’s educational needs c,onéistent with 34 C.F.R. §§300.17'and 300.101. '

" Issue #2

Whether the actions of the para'professional resulted in a denial of FAPE by failing to mest the
Student’s educational negds consistent with 34 C.F.R. §300.320.

lnvesthatorv Process

Rewew of records conSIStlng of the foliownng
¢ Original lefter of com plamt and supportlng documents
. Documentatlon prowded by the Dlstrlct mc[udlng the Students recent specral
.‘ educatlon record, [ncludlng evaluatlons and 1EPs.
* The Student’s attendance and dlsczplme records
e Service Provider logs.
Follow up questlons were asked of the, Dlstrlct
, Follow up mtervnewwﬂch the Complamant NP
The District and Complalnant were glven the opportun[ty to submlt additional 1nformat10n to

" WDE for consuderatlon during the Investlgatlon of th:s Complalnt

Applicable Federal Requlations or State Rules:

34 C.F.R. §300.17 | Free appropriate public education

34 C.F.R. §§300.320 through 300:328 . Individualized Education Programs (IEP) -
34 C.F.R. §300.101 . +-.:, » Free-appropyiate public education (FAPE)

2007 Wyoming Educatlon Rules, Chapter 7 (Effective for, the relevant time period in this
-Complaint.) _ L ‘

Relevant Time Period:

Pursuant to 34 C.F.R. §300.153(c), WDE has the authority to investigate allegations of

. violations that occurred not more than one year from the date the Complaint was received. In’
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light of this limitation, the investigation will be limited to the period of time between_

Findings of Fact:

1. At alltimes relevant to this Complaint, the Student was enrolled in the District:

2. The Student is-identified as eligible for special education and related services in the
disability category of Other Health Impat’rment He is currently _ and remains
.e[1g|ble to receive FAPE through the 2010-2011 school year. Complamant reports that the

' Student is under. legal Guard;ansh[p in her care. ,

: 3.. The Complamant has expressed concem regarding .several aspects of the Studedt’

specnal education programmmg, and also about the treatment the Student received by a

partlc:ular staff member.

The Com plainant indicates the Student is refds‘ing 1o attend school.

Recent assessments conducted by the District were summarized in a-MultldISCIpllnary

Evaluation Team Report as follows: ’ :

a. -Test of Nonverbal Intelligence (TONI 3) Quotient — . 1t Percentile;
Range —~ [ntellectually Deficient. '
b. [ \ineland — |l Teacher Rating Form Report
o Communtcation Statndard Score — [l Below the 1% Percentile; Adaptive

Level — Low. S
. ii. . Daily lemg Skills Standard 'Score ~. Below the 1% Percentile; Adaptive. -
~ Level — Low. . : . : . . \
iii. . Socnattzatlon Standard Score — -Percentlle Adaptive Level — Moderately
Low. _
iv. Motor Skills Standard Score — [Jl] Below the 1% Percentile; Adaptive Level —
"~ Low. )

- c.. INEIN -Vineland - |l Parent/Caregiver Rating Report
I, Communication Standard Score —'- Below the 1% Percentile; Adaptive Level
- —Low. ) _ . ' '
' _ii: - Daily Living Skills Standard Score — Not reported,
iii. Socialization Standard Score — Not reported. . ~
iv. Motor Skills Standard Score — . Below the 1% Peroentile, Adaptive Level —

Low.
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8. The Student’s most’ recent repor’ts from his primary medlcal prov:ders indicate the followi ing

relevant lnformatlon

b.

C.

_Chnlcal Notes: "[Studeﬁt] is nonverbal, cognitively delayed. He is
nonambulatory.”  Diagnostic impréss?ons include: “ . .cognitive and global
developmental delays”. secondary to ﬁeonat'ai encephalitis. ‘ )

_Clinical Notes: - “[Student] is nonverbal and cognitively_‘deiéyed. He is
nonambulatory.”  Diagnostic impressions include: %, . .,Qiobal and coghitive

developmental. delays” sectndary to-neonatal encephalitis.

' -Cﬁnical Notes;: “IStudent] is nonverbal- and cognitively delayed: He.is

, unable fo ambulate.” Diaghostic impressions include: . “Global developmental delay”

secondary to neonatal encephalitis,

7. The Student's annual [EP team mee’tmg was convened on_ The [EP
indicates that the Student’s dls’ablhty category continued to be Other Health Impairment.

The following relevant entries appear in the 1EP:

a.

From the Student's perspective, the [EP indicates that “[Student] can move and
operate his chair and go-where he:wants. - The Student can use his boa_lrd fo
communicate with non-disabled peers and knows some sign. He Iikés to come to
school to be with other people, and he likes to play video games, especially with
peers.” - : A ) _ '

The Complainant's perspective included information that she be[ie{/ed the Student
enjoyed going-to.the Life Skills program:. - - ' A

From the-District's perspective, it was a concern that the Student. did not attend -

“school on a daily basis. N

In the Consideration of Special Factors section, the team indicated, in relevant part,
that the Student’s behavior does not:impede his learning; that hé needs opportunities -

for co_mmunicatio'n' and direct instruction in his mode of communication; and that the

- Student tequires.an _ass_is_tive technology device.
_ In the Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional Performarice section, -

the team indicated, in relevant part, that the Student has used his speech device a
few times' with the peertutors. The Student had not engaged in any aggressive
behaviors- at 'school. . He was enrolled in a general education class 8" period that he
has not attended due to the [special education Classtoon'_l] _schedu[e. The team

indicated that the Student continues to' nead Occupational Therapy (OT) services, -
and that OT will continue to be part of the Stud_ent’s_ [EP. In Adaptive Physical
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7

Educa_tiqn, the Student’s 'poor.aﬁendance resulfad in a decrease in hisl range_ of

‘motion, strength, and endurance. It was nioted that “Follow through with his stretching

and strengthening exercise program both at home and-at school will allow [Student] to

maximize his activity level to improve his success with positive life long health, well

being, and overall functipning in all settings.”

In the area of communication, the

. foliowing Ieamir]g need was identified: ‘[Student] needs to interact with others, to

become a communication initiator, partner and participant in order to become a mdre

“functional and appropriate employee or member of a classroom.” With respect to

’ Social Work services, the team indicated: “SW services will continue as [Student]

attends [District .High -School] in the®areas of utilizing his Eche communications

(&evice') to"establish open communications with both peers and adults at school and

in the community.”

‘8. -The~following Measurable Annﬁal Goals and benchmarks, with periodib reports of progress

were in included in the Students [ e~

Measurable Goal

Benchmarks

Progress Reported

[ndependent Living Skills:
[Student] is Emited physically
when completing tasks.
Typical peers can complete all
daily tasks with limited verbal
prompts. [Student] will care
for his personal needs and
personal materials, with'
minimal physical assistance
and verbal prompts, on & daily
| schedule, completing’8 out of
10 tasks with 80% accuracy.

[Student] will complete a
daily hygiens routine, with
minimal assistance, within
a set amount of time
determined for each task, 8
out of 10 times with 80%

- accuracy.

[Student] will independently
follow a task time

- schedule, transitioning
from each task at set time

intervals, 5 out of 10 times
with 80% accuracy.
[Student] will independently
collect materials needed
for tasks, with minimal
verbal prompts, 8 out of 10
times with 80% accuracy.

No Apr_ogress:
udent| has attended four
days of school this quarter. . .

[Student] is choosing to not
attend school at this time.

No progresé.
[Student} has chosen not to
attend school this quarter. . .

Functional Academics: |
-[Student] uses multiple means
of communication including
gestures, a speech device, .
and some basic sign
language. Typical peers
communicate with gestures;

| verbal spesch, and written

[Student] will correctly

answer basic monegy
guestions, {(using $1, $5,
$10, and $20 bills only) on
8 out of 10 trials with 80 %
accuracy. _

[Student] will correctly
answer comprehension

No progress. -
[Student] has attended four - .
days of school this quarter. . .
[Student] is choosing notto
attend school at this time.

I o progress.

[Student] has chesen not to
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Measurable Goal |

Bem_:hmarks

Progress Reported

language. [Student] will use
his communication skills to
answer questions in a manner
that is understocd by the
recipient, on 8 out of 10
occasions with 80% accuracy.

questions, after reading
material or listening fo
others read, on 8 out of 10
" occasions, with 80%

accuracy.

= [Student] will complete
tasks using a written
format, including shopping
lists, notes, etc. on 8 out of
10 occasions with 80%
accuracy.

attend school this quarter. . ;

Social Work: [Student] will
continue to use his :
appropriate communications
(device) to establish ongoing
relationships with both peers
and adults as needed 100% of
the time.

» [Student] will attend social
skills group one time a .
week. :

o [Student] will use the Eco
daily with interaction peers
and adults (sic).

B Student] has

shown no measurable.

progress during the time '
period 1% gtr h He has
not attended the 1x weekly
social skills group.. There has

been no progress.. .

[Student] has not
aftended [District High School]
during the gfr. No progress.

Adaptive P.E./PT/OT.
| [Student] will demonstrate

| strengthening and stretching
routine by completing two sets
of 10 stretches, bridge and
push-ups with an accuracy of
8 out of 10 times. '

|  Demonstrate 2 sets of 10

. stretches without resisting'
8 out of 10 times.

e Demonstrate 2 sets of 10
bridges without resisting 8
out of 10 times.

« Demonstrate 2 sets of 10
push-ups without resisting
8 out of 10 times.

No prograss:
Absent. [s student’s choice
not to attend school.

No progress.
Absent. |s student's choice
not fo attend school.

. 8. The IEP contained the following Measurable Postsecondary Goals:

Measureable Goal

- Transition Service Activity

Time Frame

Education and Training: » Tour different worksites. | One year.
. o o [Student] will complete a

[Student] will have competitive | Gareer Interest Inventory.

paying community T

employment upon high school

graduation.

Career/Employment: = Tour different worksites. One year:
: o + Has been employed in the |-

After completing. high school, community and will be

[Student] will have work ethic . -
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Measureable Goal

Transition Service Activity

Time Frame

sk]l[s that he'can translate into
maintaining a part-time job in
the community.

again based on an
. Aftendance Contract.

[ndependent Living:

After completing high school,
[Student] will live in an
assistant (sic) living facility.

¢ Participates in functional
life skills.
¢ ‘Tours assistant living sites.

¢

'_ One year.

10. The IEP indicated that the Studeht needed to attend the public high school with a 30%

aﬁehdance rate in order to “walk” with the- class for graduation.

11. The areas of .specialized instruction on the Student's IEP included “CBl — 1I” for 1225

minutes per week in a resource room, and Adaptive Physipal Education for 250 minutes per

week in the resource room or gym..

12.. Related services on the IEP included 25 minutes per week of Physical Therapy and 50°

minutes per week of School Social Work Services.

13. Supplementary -aids and services included frequent breaks, peer tutor ‘and extended time:

~ for the Student to express answers to questions.

14. Program modifications and supports included:

a. "OT support for District staff regarding UE needs, equipment needs, and adaptive

modifications for five (5) minutes éach week.

b. Speech/Language Pathologist — indirect/ consult services for seven (7} minutes each

week.

¢. Parent training for behavior manage_meht two times during the school year.

d. Modified grading throughout the year.

e. Modified curriculum throughout the year.

15. The Least Restrictive Environment (LLRE) justification stated:

[Student] is removed fro_ml the general education classroom to receive his

services in the areas of reading, written language, math, traveling instruction,

independent living skills, and vocétional skills due to his lack of progress with

_ interventions in a classroom and low cognitive abi,lity. [Student] benefits and

has shown improvement when placed in a self-contained resource room that

minimizes distractions and offers him a small’ group setting of peers _with

similar disabilities. [Student] does téke onhe genera[ education elective each
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' semeste_r at the high st:hoo!. Six out of séven“olasses are in the self-contained
resource classroom cailed Corhmunity-Based [nst'rtzction or CBL.

16. The |[EP was amended by agreemeht \_to place the Student in a Life Skiils
class to work on vocational skills. The Studeht was fo be prov\lided-transpgr_tation from hié
home to the Life Skills progrém in the morning; to. the District high school for the remainder
of his day in the CBI — Il ctassroom, and then home at the end of the day. The IEP
Amendment stated: “Due to the chanée in schedule, [Student] will not receive direct
services in Adaptive Physical Education at the high school but will have monitored

' services.” ‘ |
17. Prior Written Notice of the proposed changed was issued _'The proposed
- changes were described as fotlows:. ' k .
[District] proposes to implement a new school and community schedule
beginning on _with [Complainant's] agreement. These changes
include [Student] participating at Life Skills, Adult Transmon Training and
Services. This reduces his time from 1,225 weekty minutes to 750 weekly
" minutes in the CBI - |l educational setting. Physwa[ Therapy for 25 weekly
© " minutes and Adaptive Physical Education for 250 weekly will be reduced to 10
weekly minutes of monitor. Additionally, vocational education will be added for
1,000 weekly minute;s fqr [Student's} morning community schedule.
18." Transportation services between home, school and the Life Skills program were also added

to the Student's IEP on ||| | I :

19. This Complaint was filed on February 26, 2010.
. .Conclusion‘s:

1. The Student is a learner with significant educational heeds resulting from his cognitive,
motor, communication, behavior and health deficits. }-te is_and under legal
Guardianship due to cognitive lmpazrments | ‘ -

2. It appears as though the Student would have been most accurately |dent[f|ed as a Ieamer
with Multiple Disabilities rgther than Other Health Impairment. [t is unclear from the
Stud~ér-1t"s. records why the District considered Other Health Impairment as his -'gligibility'
determin'atioh: , ' | : '

3. Pursuant to the IDEA, the Student has a riéht to receive free appropriate public education
(FAPE) in conformity with his |EP, 34 C.F.R. §300.17.
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4. The nght to FAPE includes the right to rece:ve specnal educatlon and related services

- 10.

11.

12.

destgned to meet the Students needs that result from his disabillty to enable him to be
involved in and make progress in the general education curriculum, and meet each of the

Student's other education needs that resulf from his disability. 34 C.F.R. §300.320(a)(2).

-Regardless of the identified category of disability, the District is responsible for identifying

and meeting all needs that result from the Student's disability, “whether or not comn'ionly
linked to the.disability category in which the child has been classified.” 34 C.F.R.
§300.304(c)(6).” -
“An appropriate educational program must:

‘1) be designed to meet the student’s unique needs;. _

2) be desighed to provide the student with some educational benefit; and K

3) be provided inthe least restrictive environment.”

Gallup-McKinfey County Schools, 108 LRP 21191 (NM SEA 2007) citing Board of
Education of the Hendrick Hudson Centraf School District v. Rowley, 458 U.S. 176
(1982).

For the duration of the time refevant to this Complaint, the Student struggled with poor

attendance and school refusal.

‘The District identified lack of attendance as the reason no progress was repcrted on all of

his 1EP goals.

. It was incumbent upon the District to address all educational -needs resu]trng from the

Student’s disability, lnc[udlng his refusal to attend schoal.
It was the responsibility of the District to review the Student’s [EP to address the lack of

" expected progress toward the annual goals and in the general curriculum. 34 C.F.R.

§300.324(bJ(1)(A).

Further, it was the responsibility of the District to conduct a reevaluation ot the Student’s
educational needs if his needs'warranted a reeve[uation. 34 C.F.R. §300.303(a). |
Given the duration and extent of the Student’s absenteesism, the fack .of any prc_grese on his
1EP goals, the IEP requirement that the Student attend school at least 90% of the time in
order to “walk” for gradua’mcn and the fact that the Student’s postsecondary goals. lnciuded
transutlon into employment where consistent attendance would be necessary for success
the District snould have deter_mlned that a .reevaluatlon was in order to assess the reascns
for the' Student’s school refusal rather than forgo any [EP progrees as the Student's
"chcice.” éee Sprfngﬁeld School Committee v. Doe, 53 IDELR 158 (D. Mass. 2009). In the

Case #2010-6 ' - | Page 9 of 14

—



Springfield case, the court ruled given the student’s ‘absentesism, and the fact that his [EP

' ~ addressed improving his handling of school responsibilities, the -district should have

13.

14,

- 15.

16.

17.

determined that a reevaluation was in order. In a similar case, Office for Civil Rights (OCR)
found a denial of FAPE when a student’s IEP did-not address her abséntesism. “Because
the district neither reevaluated the student nor convened an‘IEP meeting, it denied the
student FAPE.” Ahacorfes Schoof District No 103, 53 IDELR 241 (OCR 2009).

The District’s failure to affirmatively address the Student’s absenteeism through either
reevaluation or behavior intervention planning resulted in a denial of FAPE.

The team Identiﬂed the need for the Student to receive direct instruction in communlcatlon
The Students inability or limited willingness to communicate with others was of concern to
the IEP team and the Complainant. In light of the Distncts obligaticn to address all areas
of need resulting from the Student’s disability, it was incumbent upon the District to provide
direct lnstructlon in commumoatlon and mc]ude his assistive technology device on the
Student’s [EP. o

However, the IEP did not provide direct instruction in communication or the use of his
assistive technology communication device. The conclusory statement that the St_udent
would use his device in “daily interactions with peers and adults” is not reasohably
calculated to resulf in progress for the Student. _
The Office of Special Education F’rogréms (OSEP) in the United States Departmerit of
Education has opined that “if the IEP team determines that a child with disabilities requires

assistive‘teoﬁno[ogy in order to receive a free appropriate public education, and designafe ‘

* such assistive technology as either special education or g related service, the chiid’'s IEP -

must include a specific statement of such services, including the nature and amount of
such services.” Leffer to Anonymous, 18 IDELR 627 (OSEP 1991).
The District is obligated to provide the Student with FAPE in the LRE. 34 C.F.R. §§300.114

through 300. 117. The continuum of placements available to the Student must include -

~ separate schools or programs, like the Life Skills program, or home mstructlon [f necessary

18.

in order for the Student to receive FAPE. 34 C.F.R. §300.115. The |EP team must

‘determine an a'pprolpriate placement based on the principles of LRE.

Since FAPE is defined as special education and-related services to méet the Student's:
unigue needs resulfing from his disability (34 C.F.R. §§300:17 and 30d.101), special
education and related services must be provided to the Student in any placement

determined to be appropriate by the IE':P team.
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1.

20.

21.

22.

23.

Decision:

In light of the fundamental importance of communication skills for the Student’s SUCCess in
school and postsecondary employment opportunities, and the identified need for increased .
communicatidn in the Student’'s IEP, it was incumbent on the Disirict to ensurs that the
Student’s commudication needs were addressed in both the Disfrict and Life Skills
programs .

The Student's placement in the Life Skills program resulted in a reduction of special
education service due to the fact that the Student no longer received the Adaptive Physical
Education. service that had préviously been provided on a daily basis or the Physical
Therapy service that had been provided weekly. This reduction in service was based on a
change in schedule rather than the Student’s improved functioning. The discontinuation of
Adaptive Physical Education and Physical Therapy service when the Student oontlnued to
need those services resulted in a denial of FAPE. )

The District remained obligated fo meet all of the Student’'s needs and provide special
education sérvices to the Student, even in another seiting. There is no evidence in the
Student's records to support a conclusion that the Student received any special eddcati_on
or related services white attending the Life Skills program, a placement made by the [EP

team.

Although the Life Skills program may have beep an appropriate placement for the Student

with the provision of special education and related- services based on the Student's unique
needs, placement in the Life Skills program without special educatlon and related services

demed the Student FAPE. _
Despite the concemns expressed by the Complainant regarding the Student’s interactions .

with one particular staff member, the record does not support & ﬁhding. that those

interactions reeutted in a denial of FAPE.

lssue #1

Whether the District denied the Student a free appropriate public education (FAPE) by failing to
prov1de an individualized education plan (IEP) that was reasonably calculated to meet the

Student's educational needs consistent with 34 CFR. §§300.17 and 300.101.

WDE. determmes that the IEP was not reasonably calculated to meet the

educatl_onal needs of the Student, as it failed to address all of his
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educational needs resu[tmg from the Student’s d[sablllty, causing a denial

of FAPE. WDE finds the Dlstrlct in violation.
Ieeue #2_ }

Whether the actions of the paraprofessional resulted in a denial of FAPE by failing to meet the
Student’s educational needs consistent with 34 C.F.R. §300.320. ‘

WDE finds that the _Sf.udent was denied FAPE based on the cumulative
actions of the District, incl.uding{ the- special education fteacher,
paraprofessiona'ls, and service prov)iders wor:king with him. WDE cannot
conclude that the denial of FAPE is the result of a single sfeff member,

Therefore, WDE finds no violation on this issue.

CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN:

1. Within 30 . deyé of the date of this becision, the District shall errange for a
comorehensive expert evaluation of the Student, specifically addressing tne functio_nai, .
‘motor, behavioral, vocational, fransition and communication needs‘of the Student,
including assistive technology devices and servioee with a focus on effective, real-life
skills. The Cornp[ai'nant shall be provided the- opportunity to review the eipert
evaluator’s oredentlals and the plan for the evaluation, and offer or withhold her consent
for the evaluation. If the Complainant declines consent, the District shal[ be refieved of
the obhgatlon to prowde an expert evaluation. .

2. The expert eva!uator shall be retained by the District for the purpose of des;gnmg,.
[mp[ementmg and reviewing the Student’s special educatlon services for the remaindsr
of time the Student receives special educafion or compensatory services from‘ the
Drstrlot ' ' )

3. ‘Wlthln ten (10) days of the conclusion of the expert evaluation or the Complainant's
% refusal to permit the expert evaluation, the District must reoonvene the IEP team for the
purpose of determimng an appropnate IEP for the Student addressmg ALL areas of
need resu!tlng from his dlsablllty

4. Documentation of the team meeting, participants, and outcome shall be submitted to
WDE within five (5) days of the meeting. . '

§. The District shall seek the assistance and input from the expert evaluator regarding a

plan for appropriate compensatory services for the Student. The District -shall be
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. required fo.provide a minimum of 150 hours of compensatory services to the Student . - -

unless the expert_evaluator determines a different amount. The plan deve[oped in
" conjunction with the expert evaluator, shall addréss the type, amount, frequency and
duration of compensatory services, taking into account the Student’s mteres_ts, stamina,
and aspirations. In the event that the Complainant does not offerAher consent for the
indepehdent expert evaluation, then the District and Complainant shall determine the‘_ _
compensatory service plan. ‘ '
6. Within ten (10) days of the conclusaon of the expert evaluation or the Complalnants
refusal to permit the expert evaluation, ‘the District shall submit to WDE an agreed upon
' ptan for ‘compensatory services. '
7. In light of the deficiencies surroundlng this Student’s |EP and other concerns regardlng
~ the CBI - II classroom and provision of services to similarly situated students that have
come to the aftention of WDE, a targeted monitoring of the CBI_.— [l program, its
components, and the service delivery model wi!l'be undertaken by WDE within 60 days
. of the date of this decision. In fulfillment of its genaral supervisory responsibility, WDE
shall work directly with the District in correcting any deficiencies noted as a result of this
targeted monitoring, and any findings will be addressed separate from this Complaint in
order to protect the confidentiality of other students’ identities and records.
8. All required submissions must be senf to WDE to the attention of Diana Currah, with a

copy to the AComplainant_

Recommendations:

WDE recommends that the District ut[lize its mandatory bullying pollcy to address the.
Complainant’s conce;ms regarding the Student being picked on or being afrald to attend school.
It is mandatory that the District comply with the Wyoming Safe Schools Climate Act through

enforcament ofits own policy. Please note that the Wyoming Safe Schools Climate Act applies

" to alleg;ations of bullying by staff_was well as students.

Pursuant to WDE’s general supervisory authority, and its responsibility to address the
appropriate futare provision of services for all children with disabiiiﬁes, this bomplaihf Decision,
in redactad' form, will be posted on the WDE website for public viewing. See 34 CF.R.
§300.151(b). ‘ ‘
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Please direct questions regardmg this complamt mvestlgatlon to the Wyomlng Department of
Educatron Special Programs Unit at 307-857-9285 or 800-228- 6194

Sincerely,

@%m Ik

Peg Brown-Clark
State Director of Special Educa’uon
Special Programs Un;t Dlrector

[o7o% Supermtendent
‘ I Board Chair’

Dr. James McBride; Superintendent of Public Instruction
Tania Hytrek, WDE Legal Coqnsel
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