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STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Student v. Board of Education

Appearing on behalf of the Parent: Mother, Pro se

Appearing on behall of the Board: Michelle Laubin, Esq.

Berchem, Moses & Devlin, P.C.
7S Broad Sticet
Milford, CT 06460

Appearing before: Mary H.B. Gelfian, Esq.

Hearing Officer

FINAL DECISION AND ORDER

ISSULS:

.

2.

4,

Y,

What is the Student’s “stay put” placement pursuant to 34 C.ER. §300.518 (a)?

Does the Student require homebound tutering to address her special education needs?
If she does require homebound tutoring, what should her homebound program include?
Does the Student require more than ten hours of homebound tutoring per week?

Does the Student need adaptive equipment in order to benefit from special education? If so,
what specific equipment does she require?

Does the Student need Occupational Therapy, Physical Therapy and/or Adaptive Technology
evaluations?

Does the Student need School Social Work services?

What specific program adaptations, modifications and/or accommodations does the Student
require in order to benefit from Special Education?

Does the Student require testing accommodations?
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PROCEDURAL HISTORY:

This hearing was requesied by Parent on 9/28/2010, although the Board did not receive a copy of
the request until 107/4/2010. The Hearing Officer was appointed on 10/7/2010. The original date
for mailing the decision was 12/12/2010. A pre-hearing conference by conference telephone call
was held on 10/19/2010, At that time, the Parties reported that a resolution meeting was
scheduled for later that day, The hearing was scheduled for 12/7 and 12/14/2010, and the Parties
requested that the mailing date be extended to accommodate those dates. The Hearing Officer
extended the mailing date to 1/11/2011.

Following a Planning and Placement Team (PPT) meeting on November 9, 2010, the Board filed
a Motion fo Dismiss on 11/17/2010, claiming that all Parent’s issues had been addressed in a
revised Individualized Education Program (JEP). The Parent opposed the Motion to Dismiss by
email dated 11/19/2010. The Hearing Officer denied {he Motion to Dismiss on 11/20/2010.

The Board sent lheir exhibits and witness list to the Parent and to the Hearing Officer on
11/29/2010, in conformance with the “five day rule” (34 C.F.R, §300.512 (8) (3) and Section 10-
76h-12, Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies (R.C.S.A.)). Subsequent additions to the
Board’s exhibits were submitted on 3/17, 3/18, 3/21, 3/22 and 4/6, 2011, Parent initially tried to
send her exhibits o the Board’s Atlorney by FAX, but there were too many documents for this 10
be a practical delivery method. After various communications, Parent’s exhibits were offered at
(he initial hearing session on 1/26/2011, The Board objected and the Hearing Officer
acknowledged the unreasonable dclay bul accepted the exhibits, Tt later developed that many of
{he Parent’s exhibits duplicated Board exhibits or items in the Hearing Officer’s administrative

record (see Appendix A).

The Parties requested mediation, which was scheduled for 12/7/2010. At that mediation session,
it was agreed to re-convene on 12/14/2010. The Hearing Officer postponed the hearing to
accommodate mediation, The December mediation session was postponed due to the Stuclent’s
Qlness. The Parties requested that the mailing date be extended 10 accommodate settlement
negotiations, and the Hearing Officer granted that request, extended the mailing date from 1/11]
10 2/10/2011, on 12/14/2010. The second mediation session was scheduled for 1/1 1/2011.

On 12/21/2010, the Hearing Officer re-scheduled the hearing for 1/26, 2/15 and 2/22/2011, and
extended the mailing date from 2/10/11 t0 3/ 12/2011. On 1/13/2011, Pavent informed the
Hearing Officer that mediation had not resolved the dispute.

On 1/26/201 1, prior to convening the hearing, the Hearing Officer fried to clarify the status of
Parent’s exhibits. When the hearing formally convened on the record, the Board rencwed their
Motion for Dismissal and responded to cach of the Parent’s nine issues as either resolved or in
the process of resolution. Parent objected to dismissal, stating that her questions had not all been
answered and not all the evaluations had been completed and discussed by the PPT. Meanwhile,
a snow storm had started and the school district had ordercd an carly dismissal. The Hearing
Officer scheduled another hearing date for 3/22/2011, providing time for completion of the
evaluations and another PPT meeting. She also extended the mailing date 10 4/21/2011. The
hearing was then adjourned early because of the snow storm,
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On 3/14/2011, the Board filed an amended Motion to Dismiss. The Parent responded on
1/15/2011, with an objection that several items were still in dispute, On 3/15/2011, anothey PPT

meeting was held, again narrowing the dispute.

The hearing was concluded on 47712011, with the Hearing Officer’s statement that she had heard
and read enough information to decide the case, and did not require additional testimony or

argument.

All motions and objections not previously ruled upon, if any, are hereby overruled.

SUMMARY:

This dispute began with Parent’s requests for homebound instruction and the Board's insistence
that appropriate supporting medical documentation be submitted. The Patent requested several
evaluations and questioned the content and sufficiency of the homebound instruction offered.
PPT meetings continued and the Board addressed most of the issues in dispute, but Parent
disagreed and tried to raise additional issues, which were not acceptable to the Board and were

not added by the Hearing Officer.

In order to comply with the confidentiality requirements of the Family Educational Rights and
Privacy Act of 1974,20 US.C. § 1232¢ and related regulations at 34 C.F.R. § 99, the following
decision uses “Student”, “School”, “parent” and titles of school staff members and other
witnesses in place of names and other personally identifiable information.

This Final Decision and Order sets forth the Hearing Officer’s summary, findings of fact and
conclusions of law. The findings of fact and conclusions of law set forth herein, which reference
certain exhibits and witness testimony, are not meant (o exclude other supporied evidence on the
record. To the extent that the procedural history, summary, and findings of fact actually
represent conclusions of law, they should be so considered, and vice versa. For reference, see
SAS Institute Inc. v. H. Computer Syslems, fnc., 605 F.Supp. 816 (M.D. Tenn, 1985) and Bonnie
Ann . v. Calallen Independent School District, 835 F.Supp. 340, 20 IDELR 736 (S.D. Tex.

1993).

FINDINGS OF FACT:

Aller considering all the evidence submitted by the Parties, including documentary evidence and
testimony of witnesses, 1 find the following facts.

| The Student was boin on 5/19/1995, and is now fifiech years of age. (Ex. B-14)

2 She was evaluated at the Yale Center for the Study of Learning aud Attention in 2004, This
evaluation report recommended specific techniques for teaching her reading and a behavioral
program (o improve attention. (Ex, B-1)
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3

9.

.

A psychiatric consultation in 2004 resulted in a diagnosis:

Axis | Bipolar Disorder
R/O Disassociative Disorder

Axis 11 Deferred

Axis 11 Asthma

Axis IV Stressors — moderate (difficult older siblings, [Parent’s] jobasa
day caregiver, financial stress)

Axis V CGAS-70

A wrial of medication was recomnended. (Ex, B-2)

The Board performed a psychological evaluation of the Student in 2005. Her general
cognitive ability was found (o be within the average range. The evaluator provided ten
recommendations for helping her to experience success in school and to believe in her own
self-worth. (Ex. B-8)

The Student was identified as in need of special education at a PPT meeling on 1/4/2006, and
classified as other health impaired. Prior support provided pursuant (o Section 504 included
help with organization, inattention, and anxiety about tests. Social work counscling had been
provided and would continue. Parent attended this PPT meeting and ail other PPT meetings
listed below. (Ix. B-14)

A PPT mecting was held on 5/10/2006 to review her IEP. An Assistive Technology
evaluation was planned. (Ex. B-16)

Student’s Physician wrote “To Whom [t May Coneemn™ on 5/15/2006, reporfing that (rials of
various medications for Student’s Bipolar Disorder and Attention Deficit Disorder had been
ansuccessful and recommended that the Board provide a computer for instruction of Student.

(Ex. B-17)

An Assistive Technology (AT) Consultation dated 6/19/2006 recommended specific
computer software with “purposes and strategies” to direct their use with Student. (Ex. B-19)

At a PPT meeting held on 6/20/2006 the tcatn agreed to provide recommended AT software
and revised Student’s reading goal. (Ex. B-20)

" A review of Student’s progress on IEP goals and objectives dated 11/2006 showed

satisfactory progress on her organization goal. (Ex. B-21)

Al a PPT meeling held on 12/19/2006 the team reported on Student’s progress in academics
and emotional issues. She was receiving support in the regular education classtoom and

counseling. (Iix. B-24)

A re-evaluation of “academics, cognition and social work® was planned at a PPT meeting

held on 9/25/2007. Supports for reading and ovganization were increased and counseling
continued. (Ex. B-27)
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13,

i4.

15.

17,

18.

Siudent’s anxiety related to testing was addressed at a PPT meeting held on 10/23/2007. The
IEP was modified. (Ex. B-30)

An AT Consultation dated 1072007 recommended purchase of additional computer software
and related training for Student and School Staff. (Ex. B-31)

A veview of Student’s progress on IEP goals and objectives dated 11/2007 showed
satisfactory progress on her organization and reading goals and mastery of her goal 1o
increase her sell-image. (Ex. B-32)

. A PPT meeting held on 11/19/2007 revised Student’s TEP and addressed use of AT in her

program. (Ex. B-35)

A Triennial Psychological evaluation of Student dated 1/2008 included a review of school
records, lesting and observations. Recommendations:
«  Continued individualized instruction to increase reading fluency.
Increase feedback ... to encowage her to feel more confident ...
... check for understanding often
Stress management
Assign a supportive pariner for group activities
“Keep Calm” activity
Regulat communication anong Schoo! Staff, Parent and Studen(’s Psychiatrist.
(Ex. B-37)

* # 4 & & @

At a PPT meeting hetd on 1/29/2008 triennial evaluation results were reviewed and the
Student’s IEP was revised. Her Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional
Performance were reported:
Academic/Cognitive/Language Arts {tesl scores|
Strengths: verbal comprehension, reading decoding,.
Concerns: wrillen expression
Academic/Cognitive/Math [test scores}
Strengths: [none listed]
Concerns: math caiculations
Impact of Student’s Disability: weaknesses in written expression and math calculation
caused by ADHD/Bipolar diagnosis impact progress in the general curriculum.
Behavioral/Social/Emotional: difficuities with friendships reported by [Social Worker!
Parent, Student
Strengths: As reported by teachers and Parent, [Student] wants to please and feels
like any questions are bugging them or complaining
Concerns: As reported by teachers, [Student] does not initiate conversations with
peers, which often has her feeling upset or lonely.
Impact: {Student] dislikes coming to school due to her difficuities with
friendships. Her negative feelings about school interfere with her progress in the
general education. (Ex. B-38, pp. 3-5)
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19, Goals writlen at the 1/29/2008 PPT meeting;

Demonstrate an improvement in written language skills necessary to write for
information, understanding and written expression.

Demonsirate an improvement in comprehension skills necessary to read for information
& wnderstanding.

[Student} will increase her self-image.

[Student] will reduce her anxiety around test taking, (Ex. B-38, pp. 6-9}

20. Program Accommodations and Modifications for all academic sites that include reading,

writing and math, as listed in the 1/29/2008 1EP:

Materials/Books/Equipment: Victor Reader; books on tape; typing instructor deluxe;
Speak Q; Buddy 750 Andrea headset; color overlays; access to computer.
Tests/Quizzes/Assessments: open notes for testing; prior notice of tests; extra time if
requested; monitor long term assignments; oral testing if needed; DCMT to be modified.
Grading: modified grades based on IEP.

Organization: provide study outlines; agenda for HW; prioritize HW assighments.
Environment: use of Speak-Q in quict area,

Behavioral Interventions and Support: daily feedback; positive reinforcement;

stricture transitions,
Instructional strategics: check work in progress; break down long assignments.

(Ex. B-38 p. 10}

21, Testing accommodations were provided in the 1/29/2008 IEP: reader, word processor, time

22,

23

24,

25,

exlension, test setting. (Ix. B-38, p.12)

The 1729/2008 1EP included special education support in reading, organization and wriften
expression. Counseling continued, and it was noted that “[Student] will participate in all

activities”. (Bx. B-38, p. 14)

The PPT met on 10/14/2008, and added a behavior plan to addvess the organizational goal in
the [EP. (Ex. B-41)

Student’s progress on her goals and objectives was reported in 11/2008. She had made
satisfactory progress in all TEP goals. (Ex. B-42)

The PPT met on 1/27/2009 to conduct an annual review. Student attended this meeting. Her
Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional Performance were reported as

Academic/Cognitive/Langunge arfs:
Strengths: [Student] exhibits creative ability and enthusiasm. Her comprehension

is on grade level.
Concerns; Homework completion and her ability to focus for extended periods of
time.

Academie/Cognitive/Math:
Strengths; [Student] is a quick learner and has sufficient computation skills.

Concerns: Length of assigniments and tests.
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26.

27.

28.

29,

30.

31

32.

Behavioral/Social/Emetional:
Strengths: able to express feelings and emotions,
Concerns: Has trouble coping with feelings and emotions and sometimes exhibits

emotional outbursts. (Ex. B-43, pp. 4-5)

The reading and written language skills goals were unchanged at the 1/27/2009 PPT meeting.

The social/behavioral goal was changed:
[Student} will demonstrate an improvement in self-awareness and self-concept.

Objectives were:
[Student] will demonstrate the ability to identify her feelings of frustration when they

oceur.
[Student] will demonstrate the ability to identify and discuss anxiety related to academic

competitive situations.
[Student] will demonstrate the ability 10 identify and discuss anxiety related {o social

interaction and situations. (Ex. B-43 p. 9)

The PPT met on 5/19/2009, to discuss transition planning to high school at Cooperative Arts
& Humanities (CO-OP). Student’s three goals were al! marked satisfactory progress.
Student would be given accommodations for Districtwide Assessments: Reader, Test Setting,
Time extension, Voice Recognition Software, and Word Processor. Collaboration was
planned to train Schoot Staff members to use her software and a fransition to a new School
Sacial Worker for counseling. (Ex. B-44, pp. 2, 7-9, 11)

The PPT met on 6/16/2609. Student attended this meeting. The Team discussed
accommodations to be provided at CO-OP and agreed to training for staff, in part by Student.

(Ex. B-45, p. 2)

By letter dated 9/1/2009, Student’s Pediatrician requested that Student be excused from
participating in dance/exercise when “she is experiencing pain, stiffness or abnormal
movement”. (Bx, P-57)

A chain of emails between Parent and School Staff members concerning Student’s courses
and schedule al CO-OP began on 8/9/2009. Student’s schedule had not included Spanish or
Social Studies and no counseling was scheduled. Parent asked that corrections be made in
the schedule prior 1o (he opening of school. Emails dated 8/11/2009 indicate that CO-OP
Staff were (rying to address these problems. (Ex. B-47, pp. 13-15, P-55)

After school started in tate 8/2009, Parent cmailed the CO-OP PPT Chair on 9/9/2009, that
Student was having difficulties with her school schedule, school bus, and health problems.
She concluded with a list of nine items that Student needed help with as soon as possible.

(Ex. 47, pp. 12-13, P-55)

The CO-OP PPT Chair responded immediately to Pavent’s 9/9/2009, email, reporting that
Student had not asked for any help at school and explaining the school schedule. Parent
responded with another request for organization help for her daughter as well as other [EP
services. (Ex. B-47, pp. 10-12, P-35)
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33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

By email dated 9/22/2009, the CO-OP School Social Worker informed Parent that she was
meeting with Student weekly on Tuesdays. (Ex. B-47, pp. 8-9, P-55)

By email dated 9/24/2009, Parent thanked the School Social Worker for her help and
provided background information about Student, including her computer’s role, problems in
prior years and reading issues. (Ex. B-47, pp. 6-8, P-55)

In & 9/26/2009 email from Parent (o the CO-OP PPT Chair, Parent requested the minutes
from a meeting “last week” and offered more information about Student’s medical issues.

(Bx. B-47, pp. 8-10, P-55)

An Interim Progress Report dated 10/15/2009 included comments from Student’s CO-OP
English, Geometry, World History, Resource, Science and Survey Dance Teachers.
Comiments were: A pleasure to teach (3), A good student doing good work (3), Participates
constructively (4), Assignments are done well (2), Fell behind, but is catching up (1), Listens
attentively (1), Puts forth maximum effort (1), Finds subject difficult but tries (1) and Strong
in some areas; needs work in others (1). (Ex. P-61}

The PPT met on 10/27/2009. The Student attended this meeting, The Team added more
accommodations to District/Quarterly Assessments: extra time (up 1o 50% exlra time for
each lest), alternative testing setting if necessary, and access 1o a word processor for open-
ended questions requiring an answer Jonger than 1 page. Other TEP changes were:
discontinue using a reader for tests and implement a goal to encourage daily attendance.
School District attendance and truancy policies were discussed. Parent would provide
medical documentation to the PPT. (Ex. B-46, p. 2)

The attendance goal added on 10/27/2009 was: [Student] will be able to maintain regular
school attendance by arriving prior to 7:25 a.m. 95% of the time as measured by daily
homeroom attendance records. Objectives for this goal:
From Oclober 28" to November 30", [Student] will improve her rate of timely, daily
attendance fiom 65% to 75%.
From December 1% to December 23", [Student] will improve her rate of timely, daily
attendance from 75% to 85%.
From January 4™ (o January 22", [Student will improve her rate of timely, daily
attendance from 85% to 95%. (Ex. B-46,p. 10}

By email dated 10/29/2009, Parent wrote:
Do not implement any changes in [Student’s} TEP. Do not administer any Districtwide
assessments. [ need to consult with [Student’s] doctors. Do not administer any
standardized tests.

She also provided a summary of Student’s medical history and Studen( emailed a request for

“all my missing work and assignments” on 10/30/2009. (Ex. B-47, pp. 4-0)
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40,

41.

42.

43,

An email dated 11/1/2009 from Parent to the CO-OP PPT Chair requested assistance in
collecting Student’s possessions left at school and the possibility of a transfer to another high
school. Student would be at home and would email her assignments to her teachers. (Ex. B-

47,p. 4)

By email dated 11/2/2009 the CO-OP Principal responded to Parent that since Student ™. is
not on an approved home study program” teachess would not be sending her assignments by
cmail or aceepting assignments by email. She hoped that a scheduled PPT meeting would

address Parent’s concerns. (Ex. B«47, pp. 3-4)

The PPT met on 11/5/2009. Student attended this meeting, Parent stated that she was not
rejecting the 10/27/2009 1EP. Parent brought an attorney to this meeting, and the School
staff deferred discussion of some topics to a further meeting where the Board would also be

represented by counsel. (Ex. B-48, pp. 2-3)

Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional Performance reported at the

{1/5/2009 PPT meeling were:

Academle/Cognitive/Language Arts:
Strenglhs: Teacher reports from 10/27/09 PPT indicate that [Student] reads aloud

during class and has an advanced content-area vocabulary as compared with her

classmates.
Concerns: [Student] misses in-class discussions due to absenteeism and does not

consistently make up missed work. :
Impact: [Student’s] disability affects her ability to withstand high stress and
anxiety situations.

Academic/Cognitive/Math:
Strengths: [Student] is a quick learner and has sufficient computation skills.
Concetns; Length of assignments & tests.
Impact: The Student’s disability affects her ability io complete ail of the assigned
problems,

Behavioral/Social/Emotional;

Strengths: Able to express feelings and emotions.
Concerns: Has trouble coping with feelings and emotions and sometimes exhibits

emotional outbursts.
Impact: Student’s emotional state impacts ability to perform in high stress

situations. (Ex. B-48, pp. 5-6)

44. The PPT met on 12/22/2009. Student attended this meeting. Student had transferved to the

High School in the Community (ISC). The PPT offered a “Modified Day” schedule,
starting school at about 9:30 a.m. School Social Work services were to be provided on the
days that the School Social Worker was availablc and Student was in school. Parent would
provide more information after planned medical consultation at Massachusetts General
Hospital during winter vacation. The IEP was unchanged pending another PPT meeting.

(Ex. B-49, p.2)
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45. Student’s Pediatrician wrote the Principal at HSC on 1/11/201 0 requesting homebound
instruction for Student. This letter included specific diagnoses of several disorders and
possiblc medication side effects, and also mentioned consultation at Massachuselts General

Hospital. (Ex. B-50)

46. Student was admitted to the Hospital of Saint Raphael on 1/20/2011 and was enrolled in the
school program provided there, Her discharge date was given as 2/1/2010. (Ex. B-52)

47 The PPT met on 1/26/2010 with the Board's Counsel present. The triennial evaluation due
172011 was discussed. Parent requested homebound instruction as well as home use of the
computer that Student had been using al school. Parent consented to the triennial evaluation.

(Ex. B-53, pp.1-2)

48. Present Levels of Academic Achieveinent and Funclional Performance were reported at the

1/26/2010 PPT meeting:
Academic/Cognitive/Language Arts:
Strengths: Student shows interest & ability, on task and cooperative.
Concerns: [Student] misses in-class discussions due 1o absenteeism and does not
consistently make up missed work. Difficult for teachers lo assess abilitics due to
excessive absenteeism due to non-schoot related issues.
Impact; [Student’s] disability affects her ability to withstand high stress and
anxiety situations.
Academic/Cognitive/Math:
Strengths: [Student] is a quick learner and has sufficient computation skilis. Is
able to draw.
Concerns: Length of lessons/tests.
Other Academic/Nonacademic Areas:
Strengths: Student does well with new coneepts; asks questions for clarification;
mofivated to learn; often on task and cooperative.
Concerns: Excessive absenteeism is hampering success.
Behavioral/Social/Emotional;
Strengths: Able to express feclings and emotions.
Concerns: Needs to develop appropriate self’ advocacy skills.
Vocational/Transition:
Concerns: Lack of attendance at school and in classes.
Impact: Given [Student’s] poor attendance, she struggles with developing a
schedule and routine to access general education content. (Ex. B-53, pp. 4-5}

49. The PPT met on 2/23/2010. Pavent refused consent to release of Student’s medical records to
the Board from the Hospital of Saint Raphaet and Student’s pediatric group. The PPT
approved homebound instruction of ten hours a week, with the homebound tutor to also
provide counseling, A letter from Student’s Pediatric Group dated 2/22/2010 was included

with the PPT record. (Ex. B-535, pp. 2-3, 20)

10
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50. Parent provided a Protocol for School that was dated 2/22/2010 but included no identified
medical source. This document is included with the 2/23/2010 PPT vecord. (Ex. B-55, pp.

22-28)

51. By letter dated 4/29/2010 Student’s Pediatrician noted benefits from homebound instruction
and requested that it be provided during the summer. (Ex. B-57)

52. The report of a medical consultation dated 5/1 1/2010 from a physician in the Division of
Human Genetics at the University of Connecticut Health Center summarized Student’s
medical history and current health status, noting current consultations at Yale and Boston
Children’s Hospital. This repott was provided to the Board’s Department of Student
Services on 6/9/2010. (Bx. B-60)

53, The report from Student’s Homebound Tutor for 3/8/2010 through 5/28/2010 showed two
hours of instruction on cach of 36 days. Student earned a grade of A (100-90) in English,
Geomelry, World History, and Science. (Ex. B-63)

54 The PPT mel on 6/8/2010. Both Parent and Board were represented by Counsel af this
meeting. Homebound instruction would terminate with the end of the 2009-2010 school year
and Student would return to HSC next year. Parent would need to produce medical
documentation at the beginning of the 2010-2011 school year if homebound instruction was
requested. Instruction during the sununer was denied. The PPT requested that the Paremt
sign consent for release of medical vecords to the Board. (Ex. B-64, pp. 1-2; B-68)

55. The 7/1/2010 report of a consultation at the Department of Genetics, Yale School of
Medicine, includes a list of 30 current medications, supplements and vitamins taken by
Student, and the comment that some of Student’s symptoms may be related to medication.
Medical tests were ordered, (Ex. B-653)

56. By leiter dated August 5, 2010, the Board notified Parent that Student would be attending
HSC on 9/1/2010, unless an updated letter fiom her physician (requesting homebound
instruction) was received. (Ex. P-119)

57. By leter dated 8/17/2010, a member of Student’s Pediatric Group requested homebound
instruction. Acknowledging (he continuing search for a diagnosis, this physician concluded
the letter:

[ remain committed to returning her lo school as soon as possible. For now, homebound
tutoring is necessaty because of the frequency and unpredictability of her episodes. It
would be unsafe for her to be at school without medical supervision. (Ex. B-70)

58. A Board Special Education Supervisor responded to the request for homebound instruction
by letter dated 9/2/2010. Finding the physician’s letter of 8/17/2010 inadequate, the
Supervisor enclosed consent forms for release of medical information to the Board. She also
sent notice of a PPT meeting scheduled for 9/21/2010 and forms for initiating due process.

(Bx. B-71)
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59.

60,

61,

62.

63.

64.

065,

0606.

67,

68.

The PPT met on 9/21/2010. The PPT did not approve homebound instruction. Parent signed
consent for Board staff to speak with Student’s psychiatrist and her Pediatvician, (Ex. B-76,
p.2,B-78)

A letter dated 9/21/2010 from a physician at the Kennedy Krieger Instifute was received on
9/22/2010 by the Board. This letter summarized Student’s symptoms and medical test
results. (Ex. B-77)

Student’s Pediatrician wrote another letter on 9/21/2010 requesting unspecified
accommodations at school for Student. She enclosed an article discussing Mitochondrial
Diseases, one of the diagnoses being considered for Student. (Ex. B-79)

The report of a Physical Therapy (PT) evaluation dated 9/28/2010 includes Student’s history
and lists impairments/limitations: Dystonia, Decreased functional mobility, Decreased
coordination and Decreased balance. Associated impairments/limitations are extensive
neuropsychiatric history and medications, and generalized pain. This cvaluation
recommended PT once a week and provided specific goals. (Ex. B-80)

Student’s Psychiatrist wrote a follow-up letter on 10/1/2010 to the Board’s Director of Public
Health Nursing afler a telephone consultation, After discussing the difficulties in the scarch
for a specific diagnosis, the Psychiatrist requested homebound tutoring because of Student’s

fatigue. (Iix. B-85)

Student’s Pediatrician write a request for homebound instruction on 10/6/2010. She wrote
another request for homebound instruction on 11/9/2010, (Ex. B-86, B-89)

The PPT met on 11/9/2010 and approved homebound instruction. PT, AT, and Occupational
Therapy (OT) evaluations were agreed io. Parent consented fo release of the 9/28/2010 PT

evaluation to the Board. (Ex. B-90, p. 2)

Student’s Homebound Tutor reported on services provided from 11/15/2010 through
12/23/2010, fifteen days of actual instruction. Student received a grade of A in English 11,
Algebra II, Social Studies and Biology. (Ex. B-111)

A DT consultation was held on 2/28/2011 at Student’s home. The homebound tutor and
Parent were present. Concerns affecting her retuin to school were listed:

¢ Impact of reported medical status/medications

¢  Sleep patiern, waking in alternoon

¢ Strength/endurance for educational sefling

» Need for mobility support/supportive seating

¢ Assistance as needed for safe participation (i.e. wheelchair mobility)

¢ Availability of school nurse, as needed for medical concerns ihat may arise

(Ex. B-93)

An AT evatuation report dated 2/27/2011 included a list of recommended equipment and
training for Student and/or School Staff. (Ex, B-94)

12
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69. A triennial psycho-educational evaluation was performed on 12/6/2010, 1/19/2011 and

70.

71.

72.

2/9/2011. Student’s homebound tutor reported that she performed at grade-level standards in
Basic Reading Skills, Reading Comprehension, Mathematics Caleulation, Mathematics
Reasoning, Written Expression and Spelling. She exceeded age/grade-level expectancies in
Oral Expression and met age/grade-level expectancies in Listening Comprchension. She
scored in the average range in [Q, cognitive ability, and several other measures. Her
achicvement scores for listening comprehension and oral expression skills, sight-word
reading and word decoding sills were in the average range. Her reading comprehension and
fluency and writing skills were in the below average range. Math skills were low average.

(Ex. B-95)

The PPT met on 1/25/2011 and reviewed the PT and OT evaluations, Student aftended this
meeting. AT and Psychological evaluations were not yet completed due to scheduling
problems. The Team approved continued homebound instruction. (Ex. B-96, p. 2)

The 1/25/2011 PPT added 1o Present Levels of Academic Achievement and Functional
Performance;
Fine and Gross Motor: Skills within functional limits during assessment though medical
status was repottedly “good™ on the day of the assessment and these skills tend 1o
fluctuate. Homebound due to medical status. [Student’s] ability to complete self-care
1asks fluctuates with her medical status.
Strengths: Right hand dominant, manipulation and grasp patterns {o use common
school tools, tracing and cutting skills, managing clothing fasteners.
Unpredictable al this time due to medical status; functional at times.
Concerns: Endurance/pace for written tasks, postural conlrol/overall endurance.
Impact of medical status including sleep paitern, strength/endurance, need for
mobility/seating support, assist for safe participation as needed.
Impact: Level of performance varies secondary to medical status and may
necessitate modificationsfaccommodations. Awaiting PPT (o determine
[Student’s] ability to return to school setting, Al this time, consultation [while on|
homebound. (Ex. B-96, p. 6)

A 3/17/2011 Healih Report from the School Nurse summarized Student’s health problems,
listed eleven physicians consulting and/or providing care, Eight allergies were listed, and
available Epi-Pen was noted. Eight current medications were listed plus six supplements and
vilamins, Nurse’s summary:
[Student] continues to remain on homebound status. There is documented concern of
“nolypharmacy”use by some of the consulting physicians. This could contribute to the
confusing array of clinical symptoms that [Student] exhibits, challenging a definitive
diagnosis of “presumed mitochondrial disease”.
[The Pedialrician/School Medical Advisor] spoke with [Student’s Pediatrician who} said
that she has referred [Student] to several doctors at YNHH for consultations in neurology
and genetics. [Student’s Pediatrician] will share the evaluations with [School Medical
Advisor] as they become available.

13
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[Student’s] medical condition is complicated with an unknown ctiology for her clinical
symptoms. She is on numerous medications and is also under the care of Psychiatrist.

[Student’s Pediatrician] hopes 1o have a clearer picture of [Student’s] condition by May when the
6 month extension [of? homebound ends. (Ex. B-97)

73. A School Social Work assessment dated 12/8/2010 and 1/11/2011 was based on a clinical
interview with Student and Parent and a review of school records. During Student’s
interview she expressed a desire to return to school because she has few friends. (Ex, B-103)

74. The PPT met on 3/15/2011 to review Student’s psyeho-educational evaluation, PT
consuliation, AT assessment and School Nutsing report. The Homebound Tutor reported
that during the recent 29 school days Student had been sick six days and was excused to
participate in the psycho-educational evaluation on three days. The Tutor also reported that
Student is making academic progress, but has ongoing energy and fatigue issues. (Ex. B-98,

pp. 2-3)

75. At the 3/15/2011 PPT meeting, Student’s Present Levels of Academic Achievement and
Functional Performance were amended to include:

Behavioral/Social/Emotional:
Strengths: Able to advocate for herself,
Concerns: Student becomes frustrated and is unable to express feelings
appropriately,
Impact: Inability (o appropriately express frustration impacts relationships with
peers and teachers.

Voeational/Transition:
Strengths: Able to express likes and dislikes, participates in college preparatory
curriculum. Has extensive volunteer experience. Good days facilitate progress,

Actlvities of Daily Living:
Strengths: ADL skills are age appropriate on good days.
Concerns: Fluctuations in encrgy level impact performance of ADL skills.

(Ex. B-98,p. 7

76. The total times for special education services provided by IEPs:

1/27/2009 IEP 3.50 hours/week

5/19/2009 IEP 5.67 hours/week

6/16/2009 IEP 6.17 hours/week

1072712009 IEP 4,50 hours/week

11/5/2009 IEP 4.50 hoursfweek

12/22/2009 TEP 4,50 hours/week

1/26/2010 IEP 1.50 hours/week plus transition 0.50/quartetly
2/23/2010 1EP 1.50 hours/week plus transition 0.50/quarterly
6/8/2010 1IEP 3,00 hours/week

6/8/2010 Transition 1.00 hour quarterly

9/21/2010 IEP 1.55 hours/week

9/21/2010 Transition 0.50 houwrs/quarterly

11/9/2010 1EP 1.83 hours/daily plus 0.50 transition weekly

14
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172512011 1EP 1.83 hours/daily plus 0.50 transition weekly

3/15/2011 1EP 1.77 howrs daily plus 0.60 (ransition every other day
Throughout this time period, Student was scheduled for counseling 0.50 hours per week.
During the times when Student was receiving homebound instruction, there is no
documentation as to allocation of the ten hours of tutoring, including four academic subjects
and special education. Counseling was also assigned {o the Tutor to provide. Her School
Counselor changed as she changed schools. (Exhibits B-43 p. 14, B-44 p.13, B-45 p.13, B-46
p. 15, B-48 p. 15, B-53 p. 16, B-55 p.18, B-64 p. 19,B-90 p. 17, B-98 p. 17)

77. The Student’s reading and written work goals remained virtually unchanged throughout

2008-2009 and 2009-2010. (See Finding of Fact #19 above)

78. Parent requested that instruction in Spanish be included in the Student’s homebound

program. This request was rejected by the Board on the grounds that Spanish is a “rogular
education cowrse”. (Testimony, Parent)

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW:

1.

4.

Section 10-76h, Connecticut General Statutes (C.G.S.), and related regulations at Section 10-
76h, Regulations of Connecticut State Agencies, authorize an impattial hearing officer to
conduct a special educalion hearing and to render a final decision in accordance with
Sections 4-176e through 4-180a, inclusive, and Sections 4-181a of the C.G.S. Section 20
U.8.C. § 1415(f) and related regulations at 34 C.F.R, § 300.511 through § 300.520 aiso
authorize special education hearings.

Pursuant to Section 10-76d-15 (b), R.C.8,A., the PPT has authority to provide homebound
instruction when it finds one or more of the following:

e A physician has certified in writing that the child is unable 1o attend schooli for
medical reasons and has stated the expected date the child will be able to return to the
school.

« The child has a handicap so severe that it prevents the child from learning in a school
selting, ot the child’s presence in school endangers the health, safety or wellare of the
child or others.

e A special education program recommendation is pending and the child was at home
at the time of referral.

Section 10-76d-15 (d), R.C.S.A., provides that at least two howrs per day or ten hours per
week of instruction be provided for homebound students in grades seven through twelve.
While it is agreed ihat the Student can currently manage two hours of instruction on a good
day with homework on her own, if her condition improves she would benefit from an
increased amount of tutoring in preparation for a refurn to school.

The Hearing Officer takes adminisivative notice of the Assessment Guidelines for

Administering the Connecticut Mastery Test (CMT), Connecticut Academic Performance
Test (CAPT) and Connecticut Alternate Assessments for 2010-2011 and the Connecticut
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State Department of Education’s 10/30/2009 communication to school districts, “Connecticut
Mastery Test and Connecticut Academic Performance Modified Assessment System”.

5. Section 34 C.ER. 300.10 lists core academie subjects: English, reading or langnage aits,
mathematics, science, foreign languages, civics and government, econotnics, arts, history and
geography. It appears (hat the Board has no legal basis for refusing to provide Spanish
instruction within a homebound program.

DISCUSSION

While (he issue of homebound instruction was resolved by the PPT on 11/9/2010, it has been
mentioned that the six-month plan for homebound services expires in 5/2011 and that further
medical documentation will be required at that time. The State regutations concerning
homebound instruction specifically require that a physician provide a written stalement ihat the
child is unable 1o attend school for medical reasons and provide an expected date for the child’s
return to school. Many, if not all, of the Physician’s letters offered by Parent met this standard.
A Physician’s statement that return to school is hoped for, but cannot be predicted, sufficiently

addresses the regulatory vequirement,

Many school districts interpret this regulation to require a specific medical diagnosis, and indeed
that may be a local district policy. However, no such policy was entered on the record of this
hearing.

In Student’s case, as various symptoms developed, Parenl sought medical advice from a variety
of specialists. Parent refused lo grant the Board broad access fo Student’s medical records and
provided her own reports, summatizing symploms, possible drug interactions and other
information gleaned from these specialists. Board staff appear to have been suspicious, despiie
Parent’s nursing background and her contacts with reputable specialists. The wording of the
regulation cited above is clear, and requests for homebound instruction do require a physician’s

wrilien stalement,

Scetion 10-76d-15 (b) (1), R.C.S.A., does not require the release of medical records to the
school: all that is required is a writlen statement from a physician, The excellent summary
provided by the School Nurse after receiving Parent’s consent for consullation with Student’s
Pediatrician is dated 3/17/2011: it is unforfunate that a similar report was not available to the
PPT earlicr. Both Parlies would also have benefited [rom a clear statement from the Board,
when rejecting a physician’s request for homebound instruction, of what was required by (he

Board to secure such services.

FINAL DECISION AND ORDER:

1. Since homebound imstruction was approved by the PP on 11/9/2010, the issue of Student’s
stay put placement is moot and therefore DISMISSED.

2. Since homebound insteuction was provided at the 1179/2010 PPT meeting, this issue is moot
and thercfore DISMISSED.
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3. While there has been a problem of Student’s fatigue limiting the amount of homebound
instruction, such instruction should have included Spanish as requested by Parent. In order to
make up lost time in Spanish, the Board shall devise an extended year program for 2011, to
provide Spanish instruction to the Student sufficient to meet credit requirements.

4. The PPT shall consult with Stadent’s Pediatrician concerning her availability for additional
homebound instruction. Such consultation may be in person at a PPT meeting or through the

Schoel Nurse.

5. Since almost all of the equipment recommended by the AT evaluators has been provided (or is
on order) this issue is moot and is DISMISSED.

6. Student has received AT, OT and PT evaluations and consultations. This issue is moot and is
DISMISSED,

7. Student has received counseling, However, she remains isolated from her peers. The PPT
shall explore the possibilities of an elecironic connection via her school-provided computer that
would enable her to observe and participate in one class on a regular basis.

8. The adaptations, modifications and accommodations documented in the Student’s current IEP
are sufficient,

9. Testing accommodations have been provided in Student’s IEP, including the opportunity to
take Districtwide tests apart from other students and to extend the time for compleling the tests.
She has also been allowed to use her computer, and when necessary to have test questions read to
her. These accommodations shall be considered at cach PPT meeting, and up-dated as

necessary.
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APPENDIX A
BOARD EXHIBITS

Board exhibits 1-111 were delivered on 11/29/2010 and entered on the record 4/7/2011. Because
{he Board had submitted 1-96 in a timely fashion, and Parent’s exhibits were offered on
1/26/2011, the Hearing Officer used the Board exhibits and excluded duplicates submifled by
Parent, Other Parent exhibits were excluded because they were irrelevant, could not be
identified with a date and the name of the originator, or duplicated the Hearing Officer’s
Administrative file. All excluded documents are filed with the record of the case.

PARENT EXHIBITS

Parent Exhibits marked “D” were duplicates of Board or Hearing Officer exhibits; “IR™ were
found irrefevant; and “L” lacked date and/or name of originator.

P-1  D(B-1) P-45 P-90 D(B-50)  P-135D (B-77)
P2 P-46 P91 IR P-136 D (HO-1)
P-3  D{B-3) P-47 IR P92 D(B-53)  P-137

P-4 D(B-4) P-48 D(B-43) P93 IR P-138

P-s  D(B-6) P-49 IR P94 D (B-55p20 P-139 D (B-80)
P-6 P-50 P95 IR P-140 IR

P-7  D(B-8) p-sl D(B.44) P96 IR p-141 IR

P8 D(B-9) P-52 P97 D(B-55)  P-142 D (HO-1)
P9 D(B-10) P-53 D(B-45) P98 IR P-143 D (B-85)
P-10 IR p-54 P-99 IR P-144 L

P-11 P-55 P-100 IR P-145 D (B-86)
P-12 D(B-11,12) P-56 IR P-101 P-146 L

P13 D(B-14)  P-57 P-102 P-147 D (HO-2)
P-14 D(B-16) P58 IR P-103 IR P-148 D (HO-3)
P-15 D(B-17)  P-59 P-104 D (B-56)  P-149 D (B-87)
P-16 P-60 P-105 D (B-57)  P-150 D (FO-10)
P-17 D(B-19)  P-6l P-106 D (B-58)  P-151 D (HO-10)
P-18 D(B-20) P62 IR P-107 IR P-152 IR

P19 D(B-19) P63 P-108 D(B-60)  P-153IR

P-20 P-64 D(B-46)  P-109 D(B-63)  P-154R

P21 D(B23) P65 IR P-110 IR P-155

P22 D(@B-24) P66 IR P-111 D(B-64)  P-156D (B-89)
P23 P-67 IR P-112 D(B-59)  P-157 D (B-88)
P24 D(B25) P68 IR P-113 P-158 D (B-90)
P25 R P-69 IR P-114 P-159 D (B-91)
P26 L P70 IR P-115 D(B-65)  P-160 D (HO-11)
p-27 D(B-25) P71 IR P-116 P-161 D (HO-16)
P28 D(B-27) P72 IR P-117 IR P-162

P29 D(B-28) P73 IR P-118 D(B-67)  P-163

P-30 D(B-30) P74 IR P-119 P-164 D (HO-

18



April 20,2011 Final Decision and Ovder 11-0144

P31t D(B-31) P75 IR P-120 P-165 D (HO-24)
P32 D(B-35) P76 IR P-12] D(B-70)  P-166

P33 D(B-33) P77 IR P.122 IR P-167 D (HO-55)
P38 D(B-39) P82 IR P-127 D (B-71) P-168 D (HO-56)
P39 L p-83 IR P-128 D (B-73) P-169

P-40 D(B-40)  P-84 IR P-129 D (B-75) P-170 D (HO-57, 58)
P-41 p-85 IR P-130 D (B-74) P-171 D (HO-63)
P42 D (B-41)  P-86 P-131 IR P-172

P-43 p-87 IR P-132 D (B-79) P-173

P-44 P-88 D (B-49)  P-133 D (B-76) P-174

P.45 P-89 P.134 IR

HEARING OFFICER’S ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD

HO-1 Parent’s request for hearing, dated 9/29/2010 and marked as received by the
Board’s Attorney on 10/4/2010. (5 pages}

HO-2 Notice of Representation, dated 10/6/2010, and marked received on 107712010,
from Aftorney Laubin to Gail Mangs, Connecticut State Depariment ol Education,

HO-2a Notice of Appointment of Hearing Officer dated 10/7/2010

HO-3 Notice of Pre-hearing Conference dated 10/7/2010, from Hearing Officer to the
Partics, with a letter for Pro se Parents. (2 pages)

HO-4 Emails dated 10/7/2010, from Parent to Hearing Officer and response from
Hearing Officer to Parent dated 10/8/2010.

HG-5 Rmails dated 10/7/2010, 10/8/2010 and 10/11/2010, among Parent and Hearing
Officer. (2 pages)

HO-6 Rmails dated 10/7/2010, 10/8/2010 and 10/12/2010 among Parent, Hearing
Officer and Board’s Atlorney. (3 pages)

1HO-7 Emails dated 10/7/2010, 10/8/2010, 10/11/2010, 10/12/2010 ang 10/13/2010
among Parent, Hearing Officer and Board’s Attorney. (3 pages)

HO-8 Notice of Pre-hearing Conference scheduled for 10/19/2010, dated 10/13/2010,

HO-9 Fimail from Joanne Moriarty o Hearing Officer dated 10/13/2010, confirming

pre-hearing conference date.

[MO-10 Notice of Scheduled Hearing dates and memorandum summarizing pre-hearing
conference, dated 10/19/2010. (3 pages)
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HO-11

HO-12

HO-13

HO-14

HO-15

HO-16

HO-17

HO-18

HO-19
HO-20

HO-20a

HO-21

HO-22

H0O-23

10-24

HO-25

HO-26

HO-27

HO-28

Final Decision and Order 11-0144
Board’s Motion to Dismiss dated 11/17/2010, with attached record of PPT
mecting held on 11/9/2010. (26 pages)
FedEx delivery order dated 11/18/2010.

Email dated 11/19/2010, from Parent to Hearing Officer and Board’s Altorney,
objecting to Board’s Motion to Dismiss.

Email dated 11/19/2010, from Hearing Officer to Parent and Board’s Attorney.

Email dated 11/20/2010, from Hearing Officer to Parent and Board’s Attorney,
response to Board’s Motion to Dismiss. (2 pages)

Email dated 11/22/2010 from Board’s Attorney to Hearing Officer and Parent,

Email dated 11/23/2010 from Parent to Board’s Aftorney, copy to Hearing
Officer, concerning 11/9/2010 1EP. (3 pages)

Email dated 11/27/2010 from Parent to Board’s Atforney, copy (o Hearing
Officer.

Emails dated 11/27/2010 and 11/29/2010 concerning mediation. (2 pages)
Emails dated 11/27/2010 and 11/29/2010 concerning mediation. (2 pages)

Cover letter and delivery form dated 11/29/2010, Board’s exhibits and witngss list
(2 pages)

Rmails dated 11/29/2010, 11/30/2010 and 12/1/2010 concerning mediation. (3
pages)

Notice of postponement of 12/7/2010 hearing session dated 12/1/2010.

Emails dated 12/1/2010 and 12/2/2010 concerning hearing procedures, among
Hearing Officer, Parent and Board’s Atlorney.

Notice dated 12/2/2010 of mediation scheduied for 12/7/2010.
Email dated 12/4/2010 from Parent to Hearing Officer and Board’s Aftorney,
Email dated 12/4/2010 from Parent to Hearing Officer and Board’s Attorney.

Email dated 12/7/2010 among Hearing Ofticer, Parent and Board’s Aftorney, (2
pages)

Email Notice of change of time for hearing scheduled for 12/1 4/2010.
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HO-29

i10-30

HO-31

HO-32

HO-33
HO-34

HO-35

HO-36

HO-37

HO-38
11O-39

HO-40

HO-41

HO-42

HO-43

HO-44

HO-45

HO-46

HO-47

Final Decision and Order 11-0144
Email dated 12/10/2010 concerning Parent’s witness list, from Board’s Attorney
to Hearing Officer and Parent.

Email dated 12/10/2010 and 12/11/2010 from Parent to Hearing Officer and
Board’s Altorney. (3 pages)

Email dated 12/12/2010 from Hearing Officer to the Parties.

Email dated 12/13/2010, Board’s Attorney’s response to HO-31, copy to Parent.
(2 pages)

Email dated 12/14/2010 from Parent to Heating Officer and Board’s Attorney.
Email dated 12/14/2010 from Board’s Attorney to Parent and Hearing Officer.

Email dated 12/14/2010 from Hearing Officer to Parties re scheduling, and
response. (2 pages)

Email dated 12/14/2010 and 12/16/2010 concerning scheduling.

Emails dated 12/14/2010 and 13/16/2010 concerning scheduling and Parent’s
exhibits. (2 pages)

Notice of mediation dated 12/20/2010, scheduled for 1/11/2011. (2 pages)
Email dated 12/21/2010 concerning Parent’s exhibits.

Email dated 12/21/2010 re-scheduling the hearing to 1/26/2011, 2/15/2011 and
212272011

Email dated 12/21/2011 concerning scheduling.
Email dated 12/22/2010 concerning scheduling.
Email dated 1/10/201 1 conflirming hearing scheduled for 1/26/2011.

Email dated 1/13/2011 from Parent to Hearing Officer, copy to Board’s Attorney,
confirming failure of mediation.

Notice dated 1/14/2011, of heating sessions scheduled for 1/26/2011 and 2/15 and
2/22/2011.

Fmail dated 1/24/2011 from Parent to Hearing Officer and Board’s Attorney.

Email dated 1/24/2011 from Hearing Officer to Parties concerning school closing
because of bad weather.
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HO-48 Email dated 1/25/2011 from Parent to Hearing Officer and Board’s Aftorney
concerning PPT meeting on 1/25/2011.

HO-49 Emails dated 1/24/2011, 1/25/2011 and 1/26/2011, Parent and Hearing Officer,
copics (o Board’s Attorney. (2 pages)

HO-50 Aftendance list for Hearing on 1/26/2011.

FIO-51 Notice dated 1/27/2011 of postponement of hearing to 3/22/2011. (2 pages)

HO-5ta Email dated 1/27/2011 to Hearing Officer from Board's attorney, Parent.

HO-52 Emails dated 1/26/2011 and 1/27/201 1, regarding hearing: Board’s Attorney and
Parent.

HO-53 Board’s second Motion to Dismiss dated 3/14/2011. (19 pages)

HO-54 Parent’s objection to Board’s Motion to Dismiss dated 3/15/2011. (2 pages)

HQ-55 Board's Atiorney’s response to Parent, dated 3/16/2011. (3 pages)

HO-56 Email dated 3/17/2011 from Parent to Hearing Officer copy to Board’s Attorney.
(3 pages)

HO-57 Notice of postponement of the hearing dated 3/17/2011, hearing to re-convene on
4/5/2011. (2 pages)

HO-57a Cover lelter dated 3/17/2011, Board’s Attorney to Hearing Officer, copy to Parent

10O-57b Emails dated 3/17/2011 ve scheduling, Hearing Officer, Board’s Attorney, copy 10
Parent

HO-57¢ Cover letier and delivery form dated 3/18/2011, Board’s Attorney to Hearing
Officer copy to Parent (2 pages)

HO-58 Notice of change of hearing date dated 3/22/2011, hearing to re-convenc on
4/7/2011.

HO-58a Emails dated 3/17/2011, 3/18/2011 and 3/21/2011 concerning scheduling. (4
pages)

HO-59 Email dated 3/18/2011 (o Hearing Officer from Board's Attorney, with 1/25/2011

IEP attached. (19 pages)

HO-60 Cover letter and delivery form dated 3/21/2011 to Hearing Qfficer from Board
Aftorney, copy to Parent (2 pages)

22




April 20, 2011

HO-61

HO-62

HO-63

HO-64

O-65

HO-66

HO-67

Final Decision and Order 11-0144
Emails dated 3/17/2011 and 3/21/2011 among the Parties and Hearing Officer
concerning scheduling. (2 pages)

Cover letter and delivery form dated 3/22/2011 to Hearing Officer from Board
Attorey, copy to Parent. (2 pages)

Delivery form dated 3/23/2011 to Hearing Officer from Board Attorney, copy (o
Parent.

Cover letter dated 4/6/2011 to Hearing Officer from Board Attorney, copy 1o
Parent.

Emails dated 4/4/2011 and 4/6/201 1 to Hearing Officer from Parent. (2 pages)

Email dated 4/6/201 1 with attachment to Hearing Officer from Parent, copy to
Board's Aftorney. (3 pages)

Attendance list from hearing dated 4/7/2011.
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If the local or regional board of education or the unified school district responsible for
providing special education for the student requiring special education does not {ake
action on the findings or preseription of the hearing officer within fifieen days after
receipt thereof, the State Board of Education shall take appropriate action to enforce the
findings or preseription of the hearing officer.

Appeals from the hearing decision of the hearing officer may be made to state or federal

court by cither party in accordance with the provisions of Section 4-183, Connecticut
General Statutes, and Title 20, United States Code 1415(1)(2)(A).

Mare, 4.8 . Sadtwes,

Hearing Officer Signatl.u’:a U
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