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Instructions: Select three of the due process hearing decisions from this topic's “Due Process Hearing” readings. Use the template below to summarize each case.

	
	Case 1 No. 17C-DP-050-ADE 
	Case 2 No. 17C-DP-012-AOE
	Case 3 No. 14C-DP-066-ADE-REM No. 16C-DP-026-A

	Case Arguments
(for each side presented, related to assessment, eligibility, and/or placement with a continuum of services)
	This case has a negative impact on the rights of IDEAS. In this case I will argue that the petitioners failed to recognize that the school district (respondent) violated the law by planning and actualizing transition from level B to C. this is because for an individual undertaking IEP transition should only be discussed at end of year IEP. according to requirement of the law which requires transition to take place at the age of 16 or at the end of year IEP meeting.
	In this case its clear how the IDEA has limited information about IEP. I will argue   that the complainant lacked sufficient knowledge of the IDEA.  The IDEA doesn’t give adequate information about IEP.  It therefore makes it necessary for the law makers to make the IDEA clearer and more detailed in order to avoid misunderstanding. The petitioner is faced with a big challenge for instance, should parents be allowed in class to evaluate their children? The petitioner also argues that   in the year 2016 there was no specific curriculum for the student   however, in the IDEA there is no provision  of specific curriculum.
	In this case the parent challenges the IEP program and amendments made by the school district according to IDEA 20 united states code. the parent also complained   about the   failure of development of BIP and FBA. parents filled a petition on the following issues predetermination of 2018 IEP. 

The school; due to the student being aggressive and harming themselves he was placed in schools PBS self-contained program. On march 2017 transition IEP was developed addressing is transition to high school.

	Case Supporting Evidence
(for each side presented)
	On march 13,2017 a transition IEP was developed. students’ areas of eligibility were determined as; other health impairment, attention deficient disorder, and insomnia as well as oppositional defiant disorder.
 At the end of MET meeting, it was concluded that the student was legible for special education.
	The 2013 IEP observed that the student had been evacuated for adaptive PE. the parent also attested that there was no plan to detain the student in the academician 2013-2014.
In June 2014 the IEP team met and agreed to retain the student in second grade .at the beginning of 2014-2015 academic year. Second grade teacher considered moving to third grade to specially deal with the student.
	The parent testified that he did not consent the evaluation of the student and did not know how it took place.
The parent also testified she was open to returning the that school. The written agreement that parents advocate gave to the respondent was a different agreement from his proposed one.

	Case Ruling
(including law(s) cited to support ruling)
	 It is therefore ordered that the complainant should be denied the relief they had requested as in the following conclusions. The parents asserted that the 28 February meeting was not calculated reasonably to provide educational benefit. Through the IDEA all children with disabilities should receive free and appropriate public education. The school districts should ensure it identifies all children with disabilities and evaluates them accordingly.
	the parent asserted that the respondent school did not evaluate the student in areas of assessment such as visual impairment, specific learning disability. under the provisions of IDEA local education agencies should ensure all students with special needs are assessed 
	It was ruled that the new complaint of the petitioner be dismissed entirely 
It was also ordered that the remanded issue from the petitioners amend be dismissed.
It was further ordered that all the other issues in petitioners amend complaint be dismissed. 

	Decision Position
(state whether you agree or disagree with the decision made and justify your position citing current education policy and research to analyze specifics from the case)
	Am going to argue against the ruling made in this case this is because according to US IDEA
 provisions, the school   district is supposed to evaluate the students with special needs rightly as well as ensuring they all receive appropriate education they should as well identify all students with special needs within their jurisdictions.
 
	In this case am going to argue against since this is because there is no adequate information in the constitution for some of the parents’ petition. the district education officers did not take their responsibility of ensuring that all students within their jurisdiction are assessed before an IEP is put in place.as provided in the US IDEA section 1415.
	am going to argue for the ruling made. This is because the parent violated section 1414 (d) (2) of the US IDEA constitution which bars transfer of students with an IEP in progress.
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