


There was limited Cross-examination. The Witness acknowledged thatjll1ast worked

with the Student in May, 2019 and that- never observed the Student at
School.

The Student’s_ testified next. Student has had issues since birth,
including no eye contact or socialization and living in[iljown world. [l was referred for

special education services at[Jyears of age. .had been evaluated by ESS and qualified for
services. SD 527 is the IEP atl] years old with a handicap of Speech Language Impairment.
wanted Il for education and District offered 6 hours/week in a State approved school.

Student went to District School for Speech and Occupational Therapy. Student attended [JJJij 30
hours/week. Student also received ST and OT at H’because was not

satisfied with District’s services. was never approved by District. recalled that

, special Education Director questioned whether Student even qualified for
Special Education services. felt that District was not implementing the behavior plan
and that District felt they were the experts and disregarded -and
recommendations. SD 689 isﬂ rejection of the IEP ' A:-
meeting (SD 703) District offered to transition Student into
met with the Superintendent to request less than full da
successful. Il informed District that Student would not attend

informed [lllthat Student would be placed on
services from District fo

and Parents disagreed.

but was
ancilil

. Student received no

Planning for _began with a meeting in May, 2019 that was not a full team meeting.
Summer, 2019 included ESY for 3 weeks of /2 days. Student began having behavioral issues
including striking another student and a teacher. felt that District was not using the
behavior techniques taught b Behavior records are at P. 378-398. Student was sent the

the Principal’s office which felt reinforced negative behaviors. The IEP was agreed
upon sometime in 2020. Student has an [EP forﬁand things are going well. P. 437-43 is

a chart of expenses incurred by the Parents as a result of the unilateral placement atllllland
with‘);lus transportation expenses.

On Cross-examination, the- acknowledged that the expenses just referred were n
actually incurred by the family except for transportation and Child care expenses.

acknowledged that ESY, ST and OT were offered in summer, 2018 and not acceptﬁ
also rejected all services. In [llgrade Student leaves early 3 afternoons per

week. left early 1 day per week in[Jjgrade. There was no ESY in 2020 due to COVID.
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requested ABA services for Student at every meeting and brought a person to
explain w is not considered a school by the State as it is a medical service. For
H, District had a BCBA person available SD 703. :
District witnesses testified before the conclusion of the Parent’s case. Their testimony
will be addressed below. The final Parent witness was ||| ] ] NN (5cBA). BB worked
with the Student at- afte left. - felt that Student needed ABA and speech

services. followed the public school academics with Student at| il Student had an FBA
and removin from the classroom would caus behavior to escalate.

On Cross-cxamination,- agreed that.is not a certified classroom teacher. -told
the team in a meeting on 1/6/20 that 90% of the tim does behavior intervention, not
academics. inever observed Student in District schools.

District’s first witness was|| . Special Ed. Director. District would not
approve placement at because it is not State approved. school is and it
could have provided ST and OT. received the Doctor’s letter identifying Student as|||| Iz
but wanted to wait until year when the 3 year evaluation would be due to occur.
Student did not attend in 2018-19. There was an issue raised m that the
school handbook offered ¥; or full day_and this witness said that that was no longer
the policy and had, by mistake, not been omitted from the handbook. District offered ABA
services through a Consultant but Parents rejected IEP and placement. The
Superintendant met with the because the handbook makes it an option. When informed
by the Parents that Student would not attend || ] ], Il instructed them that Student
would be placed on -told the Parents that by withdrawing Student from

school thei lose siecial education services. [Jllfelt Student made progress inf N2t

testified that the District never received the medical information from-
until the Due Process request was filed. District had no knowledge that Student attended
I (P . 543) et Parents want to be compensated for that placement. it
that Parents had already selected even though District could provide for Student’s needs in
District. SD 555 are minutes of a team meeting on 10/225/16 and District did not obtain a co
of the evaluation that had been done. Il.opinion Student was ready for full-day
and Parents rejected it. As mentioned earlier, the parties attempted to negotiate the amount of
time that the Student would bi in but were not successful. Student started .grade
without and IEP, -had behavioral issues so a BCBA was put into place to address these issues.
There were 19 behavioral incidents between October, 2019 and February, 2020. A partially
accepted IEP was ultimately agreed to.
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