COMPLAINT INVESTIGATION REPORT

Complaint Number: 25.26.26
Complaint Investigator: REDACTED

Date Complaint Filed: February 5, 2025
Date of Report: REDACTED

Introduction

The Student is in REDACTED grade and began the 2025-2026 school year at an elementary
school in the District identified as a student with a disability (SWD) in the area of
Speech/Language Impairment (SLI) for arficulation. The Parent revoked their consent for the
Student to have special education and related services in October 2025, and removed the
Student from the District’s elementary school on February 6, 2026. Currently, the Student is home-
schooled.

Issues Investigated

1.

Did the District provide prior written notice (PWN) and procedural safeguards when the
Parent revoked special education services in October 20252 [92 NAC 51-009.05A & B]
Did the District appropriately respond to the Parent’s request for an evaluation after
concerns arose regarding the Student’'s academic skillsg [92 NAC 51-006.01A2, 92 NAC
51-006.02B, and 92 NAC 51-009.05A & B]

Information Reviewed by Investigator
From the Complainant

Letter of Complaint dated and received by the NDE on February 5, 2026

PWN dated December 23, 2025;

Email exchanges between the Parent and Teacher regarding class work and leaving
school on January 29 and February 5, 2026;

Telephone interview (Interview) with the Parent on February 11, 2026; and

Email correspondence with the Parent on March 7-10, 2026

From the School District

Letfter of Response received March 5, 2026
Telephone interview (Interview) with the Director of Student Services (Director) and
Special Education Facilitator (Facilitator) on March 11, 2026

Issue # Information Requested Information Received

1&2

A copy of the Student’s individualized IEP dated April 25, 2025
education program (IEP) in place during
the 2025-2026 school year, prior to the
parents’ revocation

Any communication regarding the Email exchanges between the Parent
Parent’'s request to exit the Student from and the District dated:
special education services e October 10, 2025

e October 13, 2025
e October 21, 2025
e QOctober 22, 2025

A copy of a PWN regarding the Student’s | PWN dated October 22, 2025
exit from special education
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Issue # Information Requested Information Received
2 Copies of any meeting minutes or notes e Principal notes from a December
regarding the Parent’s request and the 18, 2025, meeting
District’s refusal to evaluate the Student e Noftes titled “[Student] — Parent
meeting 12/18/25"
2 Copies of any prior written noftices specific | PWN dated December 23, 2025
to the Parent’s request and the District’s
refusal to evaluate the Student
2 Copies of the students’ report cards for Report Card for the first two quarters
the 2025-2026 school year; of the 2025-2026 school year
2 Copies of any standardized testing scores | Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early
(such as the MAP test) for the 2025-2026 Literacy Skills (DIBELS) scores for math,
school year reading, and social-emotional
learning (SEL) from August and
December 2025
2 Copies of emails or other communications | Email exchanges between the Parent
(texts, logs, etfc.) specific to the parent’s and the District dated:
request to evaluate the Student; e December 11, 2025
e December 12, 2025
e December 18, 2025
e December 23, 2025
e January 14, 2026
e January 23, 2026
Email Communication amongst
District staff
e December 17, 2025
e January 5, 2026
e January 15, 2026
1 and 2 Any additional documentation pertinent ¢ Email exchange between the

to the resolution of the complaint issues

Parent and the Special Education
Facilitator (Facilitator) with
corresponding PWN dated August
14, 2025

¢ Revocation of Consent for Special
Education and Related Services
dated October 20, 2025

¢ Undated Teacher notes with test
scores as “Prep for phone
conversation w [Parent].”

Findings of Fact
1. The Student’s IEP dated April 25, 2025, contains the following relevant information:

a. The Student was home-schooled during the 2024-2025 school year and received

speech-language skills via “teletherapy.” The Parent “opted out of other

available services for [the Student] at this time, but will continue receiving speech

b.

C.

services..."”

There was one goal in the IEP, which stated the Student would work on

articulation with specified sounds.

A speech language pathologist (SLP) would provide the services for "9 days per

quarter” for 20 minutes per session.

2. A PWN dated August 14, 2025, contains the following relevant information:
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a. The District "proposed” to discuss with the Parent “support options to assist [the
Student]’s fransition back to school following homeschooling,” and was *not
initiating academic support at this time.”

b. The Parent “indicated that [the Student]’s reading skills had improved to grade
level.”

c. The District considered “reinstating support” for reading, but the Parent declined
the support as the Student was reading at grade level.

d. The District’s decision was made based on a review of the Student's educational
records and the Parent’s input.

e. The Student’s “reading skills will be monitored using Tier 1 screening methods.”

3. An email from the SLP to the Parent on October 10, 2025, stated that the Student was
“doing AMAZING."” The Parent replied that they were “going to drop [the Student]’s IEP.”

4. An email from the Parent to the Superintendent on October 10, 2025, in part stated they
wanted “the paperwork by Monday to cut [the Student]’s IEP.”

5. The Special Education Facilitator emailed the Parent on October 13, 2025, with a
revocation form and stated, “if the Parent would like to move forward with discontinuing
the [Student]’s special education services” to sign and check the “l revoke” box in the
form.

6. The Parent emailed the Facilitator on October 21, 2025, stating that the form was signed
and returned with the Student. The Facilitator responded that they would “finalize
everything, exit [the Student] from special ed, and send a final copy to [the Parent].”

7. A Revocation of Consent for Special Education and Related Services dated October 20,
2025, in pertinent part, contained a checked box which denoted the Parent revoked
their consent for the Student to continue to receive special education and related
services.

8. A PWN dated October 22, 2025, contains the following information:

a. Based upon the receipt of the Parents’ revocation of consent, the District *will
discontinue all special education and related services for [the Student] effective
upon the issue date of this letfter.”

b. The description of the action proposed by the District states that “all special
education services, related services, accommodations and/or modifications and
supplementary aids and services specified in the |EP of the student...will cease.”

c. The explanation of the proposed action stated that consent for special
education services was revoked by the Parent by written request.

d. The District did not consider options as “this [was] not a decision of the student’s
IEP team. This is a unilateral action of the [Parent] for this student, as authorized by
special education regulations.”

e. No data was used as the basis of the proposed action, and no other factors were
relevant as the decision was not made by the Student’s IEP Team.

9. The Parent and the Student’s class teacher exchanged emails on December 11, 2025,
regarding the Parent’s concerns about the Student’s spelling and handwriting, and
stated: “We need to come up with a better plan for spelling.” In summary,

a. The Parent stated:

i. The Student “"bombed their last spelling test...and [the Parent] was “trying
to figure out why.” The Student got five out of twenty words correct.

i. They did not help the Student practice for the last spelling test because
they “wanted to see how much [the Student was] comprehending at
school in a 7-hour day.”
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iv.

The first three spelling tests at the beginning of the school year, the Parent
spent tons of time with [the Student], and asked how much fime the class
spends during the school day working on spelling.

The Student’s handwriting “is sloppy vs. the beginning of the year.”

b. The teacher:

Vi.

Confirmed that the past “couple of lists have been difficult for [the
Student].”

Explained that the class spends approximately 15 minutes “on the first
day” to infroduce new spelling words, go over their meaning, and discuss
spelling patterns. After that, students work daily for about 10-15 minutes
independently practicing the words. There is “usually one practice on the
computer and 3 practices with pencil/paper.”

Discussed that the Core Knowledge Language Artfs (CKLA) curriculum
does not “contain many opportunities for whole group practice during our
reading block,” which is why students can practice during WIN (What |
Need)!'.

Pulls small groups of students during this time, and “usually [the Student]
and | work on fluency reading fogether at my table and [they] do a great
job.”

Explained that spelling practice is “in the category of homework and is
meant to be a quick practice at home along with some reading each
night.”

Offered to have the Student "do some exira practice” at school, and if
this was something the Parent wanted, they could discuss “a good fime to
plug that in,” but the teacher did not want the Student to miss out on “fun
things that [the class tries] to fit in during our extra time.”

c. The Parent suggested that, in lieu of doing a small group for reading, the teacher
work on spelling with the Student, and the Parent would work with the Student on
reading fluency at home.

10. The Parent and the District’s Director of Learning exchanged emails on December 12,
2025. The Director of Learning reviewed some of the students’ test scores- specifically in
math and SEL. The Parent responded that math was not a concern for the Student- their
concern was the Student’s spelling and handwriting. Specifically,

a. The Student started the school year getting “only 1 or two [spelling words]
wrong,” but the Student “is failing every spelling test now...that should be
resolved so [the Student] does noft fall behind again;” and

b. “Overall, penmanship has also become more sloppy. Gapping words & capital
letters need to be addressed at school, not just at home.”

11. An email from the Parent to the Principal on December 12, 2025, in part stated the
Parent intended to “request a comprehensive evaluation because of [the Student]’s IEP.
It's not fair for [the Student] to struggle if [they] need intervention or extra help.”

12. Copies of notes submitted by the Principal, the Facilitator, and an agenda from a
December 18, 2025, meeting contained the following information:

a. The Parent, Principal, teacher, and Facilitator attended the meeting.

1 WIN is a dedicated time within the school day where students received targeted instruction based on
their individual academic needs.
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b. The reason for the meeting was to discuss the parents’ request for a
“"comprehensive evaluation,” and the “primary concern” was the Student’s
performance on spelling tests.

c. Areview of the Student’s emotional behavioral concerns noted:

i. The teacher “mentioned that [the Student] sometimes struggles with
following directions.” The Parent “thinks this is associated with [the
Student’s obsessive compulsive disorder] OCD (not diagnosed).”

i. The Parent thinks the Student may have attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder (ADHD) and wants to make sure the team is not “missing
anything.”

d. Areview of information from the school included:

i. The Student previously had an IEP “with goals in academics and
arficulation.” and

ii. Discussion of scoring from DIBELS and the Measure of Academic Progress
(MAP). The Student’'s composite scores were on grade level for reading
and math, and although the Student’s oral reading fluency scores were
below grade level, the scores improved from the Fall to Winter.

e. The team reviewed criterion about what constitutes a specific learning disability
and noted: "that spelling is not a category to qualify for additional testing.”

f.  Additional discussion in the meeting included:

i. The Parent "expressed concern that [the Student]’s [hand]wrifing has
declined since returning to school,” and the staff stated they would
“continue to monitor [the Student’s] handwriting and spelling at school.”

i. The team “discussed strategies to practice spelling at home,” and noted
that even if the Student "might not have accommodated [spelling] lists
even if [they] were on an IEP due to [their] performance with decoding
words.”

g. The team did “not have a reason to suspect a disability; therefore, an evaluation
is not recommended. PWN fo be sent to parent.”

13. APWN dated December 23, 2025, contained the following information:

a. The District “is refusing the parents’ request to conduct a comprehensive
evaluation at this time.”

b. The team “carefully considered the parents’ concerns regarding spelling
performance, handwriting quality, and the amount of time spent studying at
home.”

c. The Parent reported “preferring fo play, cook, and spend quality time together
instead of studying spelling.”

d. Although the Parent reported concerns, including “poor spelling testy
performance, sloppy handwriting, spacing and capitalization errors,” a review of
the Student’s current academic data showed that the Student’s “overall
educational performance is within the average range and does not indicate a
pattern consistent with a disability.”

e. The PWN provided further details, which included:

i. The Student was in the average range for District reading and math
assessments, and “classroom performance data” shows the Student is
performing at grade level.

i. "The parent and the school agree that [the Student] is a strong reader,
with no significant concerns related to fluency or comprehension,” and
that math is “an area of strength.”
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ii. The teacher did not report any concerns with the Student’s written
expression skills.

iv. “While spelling and handwriting can be areas of difficulty, spelling and
handwriting alone are not disability categories under Rule 51 or IDEA and,
in isolation, do not establish suspicion of a qualifying disability.”

f.  The team considered the following options:

i. Conducting a comprehensive evaluation- however, this was rejected
because the data do not indicate a suspected disability requiring special
education services.”

ii. Supporting the Student in the general education curriculum. “This option
was selected as appropriate, as [the Student] is making adequate
progress and performing within the expected ranges in the general
education setfing.”

ii. Providing special education services like those the Student had at the
beginning of the school year. This option was rejected because [the
Student] no longer has an IEP for articulation, and special education
services may only be provided when a student is found eligible under
IDEA. Additionally, the parent previously revoked consent for speech
language services on 10/10/25.”

g. Ofther factors relevant to the District’s proposal or refusal are stated:

i. The team “acknowledges the parent’'s concerns regarding spelling and
handwriting and will continue to collaborate with classroom staff to
support [the Student] within the general education environment;” and

ii. The teacherrecommended daily practice for spelling words and reading
fluency.

14. A copy of the Student’s report cards for the first two quarters of the 2025-2026 school
year provided the following information specific fo Reading and Writing:
a. Thereport card evaluates students with either 1, 2, 3, or 4.

i. A'4’ means astudentis "exceeding learning goals.”

i. A'3" means astudent “meetslearning goals independently.”

ii. A'2" means a student "meets learning goals with support,” and

iv. A'1"means astudent “does not meet learning goals.”

b. The Student earned the following for Reading:

Reading Quarter 1 | Quarter 2
Reads and spells multisyllabic words 4 2

Reads grade-level text accurately, with appropriate | 2 2

pace, phrasing, and expression

Reads and understands grade-level text 4 3

Builds, uses, and determines the meaning of grade- 4 3

level vocabulary
c. The Student earned the following for Writing:

Writing Quarter 1 | Quarter 2
Uses legible handwriting on assignments 3 3
Uses correct spelling when writing 3 3

d. The Student earned the following for Production of Writing:
Production of Writing Quarter 1 | Quarter 2
Writes a variety of sentences about a topic 3 3
Uses precise words and details for a topic 3 3
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Production of Writing Quarter 1 | Quarter 2
Uses appropriate capitalization and punctuationina | 4 4

variety of sentence types

Identifies and uses parts of speech to create 3 3
grammatically correct sentences

Writes a well-structured paragraph 3 4

15. On January 5, 2026, the Superintendent emailed the Facilitator following a felephone
conversation with the Parent who stated they “didn’t think [the Student] had been
tested since [they] were three,” and requested clarification about the Student’s
evaluation history. The Facilitator provided the following information:

a. On April 25, 2025, the Student was due for their re-evaluation, because they were
only receiving speech services; this was the only area that was reviewed. [The
Student] qualified SLI- articulation based on a review of existing data. No formal
evaluation was completed. This is typical for SLI- articulation services. This is
considered an evaluation.”

b. “As far as a formal standardized testing goes, [the Parent] is correct; it was in
2019,” and “if [the Parent] changes [their] mind about [the Student] receiving
speech therapy, we would be happy to formally evaluate [the Student] to
determine if [they] would be eligible for services.”

16. The Parent emailed the Superintendent on January 14, 2026, regarding the following
concerns about the Student:

a. The most recent report card went from a ‘4’ to a ‘2’ on spelling,

b. When the Parent “dropped [the Student’s] IEP in October, [the Parent] was
unaware [they] could not reach out if [they] had concerns....” to help the
Student again.

c. The Student “is struggling in spelling, which is very much a part of [their] language
that [the Student] has struggled with [their] whole life.... and has overcome [their]
speech [articulation issues].”

d. The Parent “would not have asked for a full evaluation if [they] were not
concerned...and this shouldn't have come to a full disagreement, just to get [the
Student] evaluated, which [they were] well overdue for.”

17. The Parent informed the Student’s teacher via email that the Student’s last day of school
would be February 6, 2026, and the Student would finish the year as a home-schooled
student. In part, the teacher responded that, “other than a few frustrated tears, [the
Student has] been happy at school.”

18. During their telephone interview and emails to the Complaint Investigator, the Parent
provided the following information:

a. When the Parent enrolled the Student at a school in the District for the 2025-2026
school year, they continued to have an IEP for speech services.

b. In early fall, the Student was doing well, and the Parent asked to have the IEP
removed. The District stated this was fine, and if the Parent changed their mind in
the future, to let them know.

c. "Almostimmediately,” the Student’s grades dropped- particularly in spelling, and
the Student showed signs of anxiety about schoolwork as evidenced by “putting
holes in [their] paper.”

d. The Parent “begged” the District to evaluate the Student, but the District “kept
insisting on more practice at home and denied evaluating [the Student].”
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e. The Student was “stressed out [which resulted in a domino effect...[The Student]
didn’'t even remember the spelling words that were a review and were tested on
the week before.”

f. The Student’s last day at the District’s school was February 6, 2026, and the Parent
is homeschooling the Student for the remainder of the school year.

g. When the District refused to evaluate the Student, the Parent scheduled a private
comprehensive evaluation, which occurred on February 23 and March 2, 2026.

h. Alicensed psychologist completed the evaluation, and a meeting to review the
findings is scheduled for March 17, 2026. Per the Parent, the psychologist’s initial
comments included low scores in reading fluency and comprehension, and
struggles with written expression.

19. The District provided the following information during their interview:

a. When the Parent enrolled the Student in third grade for the current 2025-2026
school year, the Facilitator contacted the Parent in August and asked if the
Parent had any concerns about the Student or if the Parent wanted the Student
to be evaluated for their reading skills.

b. The Student was tested at the beginning of the year using district-wide
assessments and was on grade level with their peers.

Issue # 1
Did the District provide prior written notice (PWN) and procedural safeguards when the Parent
revoked special education services in October 20252 [92 NAC 51-009.05A & B]

92 NAC 51-009.05 states:
009.05 Prior Written Notice

009.05.05A Prior written notice shall be given to the parents of a child with a
disability a reasonable time before a school district or approved

cooperative:

009.05A1 Proposes to initiate or change identification,
evaluation, or educational placement of a
child or the provision of a free appropriate
public education, or

009.05A2 Refuses to initiate or change the identification,
evaluation, or educational placement of a
child or the provision of a free appropriate
public education

009.058B Such prior written notice shall include:

009.05B1 A description of the action proposed or refused
by the school district or approved cooperative;

009.05B2 An explanation of why the school district or
approved cooperative proposes or refuses to
fake the action;

009.05B3 A description of other options the IEP team

considered and the reasons why those options
were rejected;
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009.05B4 A description of each evaluation procedure,
assessment, record, or report the school district
or approved cooperative uses as a basis for the
proposal or refusal;

009.05B5 A description of any other factors which are
relevant to the school district's or approved
cooperative’s proposal or refusal;

009.05B6 A statement that the parents of a child with a
disability have protection under the procedural
safeguards of this Chapter and, if this notice is
not an initial referral for evaluation, the means
by which a copy or description of the
procedural safeguards can be obtained; and

009.05B7 Sources for parents to contact to obtain
assistance in understanding the provisions of this
Chapter.

Allegations/Parent Position

Based on the submitted complaint (dated February 5, 2026) and telephone interview (dated
February 11, 2026), the Parent stated when they informed the District they no longer wanted the
Student to have an IEP, there was no meeting to discuss the request, but was told by the District
that the Parent could “reach out to [the District] if [the Parent] had any future concerns.”

District Response

The District’s documentation and the telephone interview with the Director and the Facilitator
show that the Parent informed the District of their intent to remove the Student from special
education and related services. The Facilitator provided a Revocation of Consent for Special
Education and Related Services on October 20, 2025 (Refer to Fact é), followed by a PR-01 on
October 22, 2025 (Refer to Fact 8).

Investigative Findings

The documentation submitted by the District shows that a PWN was issued to the Parent on
October 22, 2025, following the signed Revocation of Consent for Special Education (Fact 7).
The PWN described the proposed action, which was to discontinue all special education and
related services (Fact 8b), and the Parent’s written request was the explanation for the proposal
(Fact 8c). The PWN noted “this was a unilateral action” made by the Parent (Facts 8d and 8e).
However, 92 NAC 51-009.08B4 says that:

If at any time subsequent to the initial provision of special education and related
services, the parent of a child revokes consent in writing for the continued provision of
special education and related services, the school district may not continue to provide
special education and related services to the child, but must provide prior written noftice
in accordance with 92 NAC 51-009.05 before ceasing the provision of special education
and related services.

Summary and Conclusions

The documentation supports that the District followed the appropriate steps when the Parent
revoked consent for the Student to have special education services. The PWN reflected the
Parent’s wishes to have the Student removed from special education. Based on the above
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information, the District implemented the requirements of 92 NAC 51-009.05A & B, and no
corrective action is required.

Issue # 2

Did the District appropriately respond to the Parent’s request for an evaluation after concerns
arose regarding the Student’s academic skillse [92 NAC 51-006.01A2, 92 NAC 51-006.02B, and 92
NAC 51-009.05A & B]

92 NAC 51-006.01 states:
006.01 Child Find

006.01A All children with disabilities residing in the state, including children
with disabilities who are homeless children or wards of the State
and children with disabilities attending nonpublic schools,
regardless of the severity of their disabilities, and who are in need
of special education and related services, shall be identified,
located, and evaluated and a practical method shall be
developed and implemented to determine which children with
disabilities are currently receiving needed special education and
related services

006.01A2 The child find requirements also apply to a child
who is suspected of being a child with a
disability under 92 NAC 51-003.08 and in need
of special education, even though the child is
advancing from grade to grade.

92 NAC 51-006.02 states
006.02 General Evaluation Requirements

006.02B Consistent with the consent requirements in 92 NAC 51-009.08A, a
parent of a child, the Nebraska Department of Education, another
State agency or a local school district or approved cooperative or
nonpublic school may initiate a request for an initial evaluation to
determine if the child is a child with a disability.

92 NAC 51-009.05 states:

009.05 Prior Written Notice
009.05A Prior written notice shall be given to the parents of a child with a

disability a reasonable time before a school district or approved

cooperative:

009.05A1 Proposes to initiate or change the identification,
evaluation, or educational placement of a
child or the provision of a free appropriate
public education, or

009.05A2 Refuses to initiate or change the identification,

evaluation, or educational placement of a
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child or the provision of a free appropriate
public education

009.058B Such prior written notice shall include

009.05B1 A description of the action proposed or refused
by the school district or approved cooperative;

009.05B2 An explanation of why the school district or
approved cooperative proposes or refuses to
take the action;

009.05B3 A description of other options the IEP team
considered and the reasons why those options
were rejected;

009.05B4 A description of each evaluation procedure,
assessment, record, or report the school district
or approved cooperative uses as a basis for the
proposal or refusal;

009.05B5 A description of any other factors which are
relevant to the school district's or approved
cooperative's proposal or refusal;

009.05B6 A statement that the parents of a child with a
disability have protection under the procedural
safeguards of this Chapter and, if this notice is
not an initial referral for evaluation, the means
by which a copy or description of the
procedural safeguards can be obtained; and

009.05B7 Sources for parents to contact to obtain
assistance in understanding the provisions of this
Chapter.

Allegations/Parent Position

Based on the original complaint (dated February 5, 2026) and telephone interview with the
Parent (dated February 11, 2026), the Parent reports that although the Student was identified as
a SWD since preschool, and received special education services through an [EP, the Student
had not received a formal evaluation since preschool (Refer to Facts 15 and 18a). When the
Student returned to school for the 2025-2026 school year, the Student did well academically,
and the Parent asked that the IEP be discontinued (Refer to Facts 3, 4, and 18d). However,
shortly after discontinuing the IEP, the Student began failing spelling tests and became
increasingly frustrated with schoolwork. Additionally, the Parent asserts that the Student showed
signs of anxiety related to schoolwork and struggled to remember spelling words that were
previously mastered (Refer to Facts 9, 12f, 16c, and 18e). The Parent requested that the District
conduct a “comprehensive evaluation” for the Student, but the District declined to evaluate the
Student and instead suggested the Student continue to practice spelling at home (Refer to
Facts 12f and 18f).
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District Response

When the Student returned to the District for the 2025-2026 school year, the Student had an
existing IEP in place, which addressed articulation. In August 2025, the District contacted the
Parent to discuss the Student’s transition back to school and asked whether the Parent had
concerns regarding the Student’s academic skills or whether the Parent wished to consider
evaluation for reading support. The Parent reported that the Student’s reading skills were at
grade level and declined additional academic supports at that fime (Refer to Fact 2). As
discussed in Issue 1, the Parent informed the District they wanted to remove the Student from
special education and related services. In response, the Facilitator provided a Revocation of
Consent for Special Education and Related Services and a PWN. When the Parent raised
concerns about the Student’s spelling and handwriting in December 2025 (Refer to Fact 11), the
District reviewed the Student’s academic data and met with the Parent to discuss their request
for an evaluation. During the meeting, the District reviewed the Student’s assessment results,
including District screening data and classroom performance. The District’s data indicated the
Student performed within grade-level expectations in reading and math and that the Student’s
written expression skills were also within expected ranges (Refer to Fact 12). Based on this data,
the District determined that there was not sufficient evidence to suspect the Student had a
disability requiring special education services and issued a PWN on December 23, 2025, which
explained its refusal to evaluate and explained its basis for that decision. (Refer to Fact 13).

Investigative Findings

During the 2024-2025 school year, the Student was homeschooled and received speech-
language services through teletherapy. The Student returned to the District for the 2025-2026
school year and continued to receive speech-language services under an [EP addressing
arficulation (Refer to Fact 1).

As discussed in Issue 1, on October 10, 2025, the Parent made a request to the Superintendent to
“cut” the Student’s IEP, and on October 20, 2025, the Parent provided their signature to revoke
consent for the Student to receive special education and related services. The District provided
a PWN on October 22, 2025, indicating that special education services would cease as a result
of the Parent’s written revocation of consent. (Refer to Issue 1)

On December 11 and 12, 2025, the Parent voiced concerns to the Student’s teacher (Refer to
Fact 9) and made a request that the Student receive a comprehensive evaluation due to
concerns regarding the Student’s spelling and handwriting (Refer to Facts 10 and 11). The District
responded by meeting with the Parent on December 18, 2025, with the Parent, the Student’s
teacher, the Principal, and the Facilitator to discuss the request (Refer to Fact 12).

During the meeting, the team reviewed the Student’'s academic performance and existing
data, which included District screening assessments and classroom performance information.
The data reviewed indicated that the Student’s reading and math skills were within grade-level
expectations. The Parent discussed their concerns regarding spelling and handwriting. Based on
the data reviewed, the feam determined that the Student’s overall educational performance
was within the average range and did not indicate a pattern consistent with a disability (Refer to
Fact 12).

On December 23, 2025, the District issued PWN, refusing the Parent’s request to conduct a
comprehensive evaluation. The PWN included the required elements for its refusal, which
included consideration of the Parent’s request, a review of the Student’s recent academic data,
consideration of options, and other relevant factors (Refer to Fact 13).
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Summary and Conclusions

Based on the information submitted by the Parent and the District, the District appropriately
considered the Parent's request for an evaluation, reviewed the Student’s educational data,
and provided a PWN explaining its decision. Therefore, the District implemented the
requirements of 92 NAC 51-006.01A2, 92 NAC 51-006.02B, and 92 NAC 51-009.05A & B, and no
corrective action is required.

Notice to District
Having found that the district is implementing the requirements of 92 NAC 51 in the areas raised
in the complaint, the complaint is closed as of the date of this letter.
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