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1 Sioux Falls 8/8/11 ###### No

The complainant 

alleges the district: 1. 

did not have prior 

written notice 2. 

predetermined 

placement 3. did not 

provide least restrictive 

environment 4. 

reduced related 

services 5. refused to 

hire fully qualified 

speech/language 

therapist.

No issues 

were out of 

compliance.

no 10/05/2011 NA 10/05/2011

2011-2012 Complaint Log  (July 1, 2011-June 30, 2012)



2 Eagle Butte 3/26/12 5/25/12 No

The complainant 

alleges the district: 1. 

did not follow child find 

procedures, 2. did not 

follow evaluation 

procedures, 3. did not 

follow eligibility 

requirements, 4. did 

not follow the IEP 

process or use proper 

IEP team membership; 

and 5. did not follow 

placement or least 

restrictive environment 

procedures. 

Issues 1, 2, 

4, and 5 

were 

violations of 

State 

regulations, 

Part B of the 

IDEA and 

regulations.

no 05/25/2012 yes 11/26/2012

3 Todd Co. 5/25/12 7/24/12 No

The complainant 

alleges the district: 1. 

did not follow IEP team 

membership 2. did not 

follow correct 

procedures in the 

regard to a homeless 

child; and 3. did not 

follow procedural 

safeguards.

Issues 1 and 

three were 

violations of 

State 

regulations, 

Part B of the 

IDEA and 

regulations.

no 07/24/2012 09/04/2012 09/04/2012

4 Eureka 4/19/12 No

The complainant 

alleges the district: 

1.did not follow the IEP 

procedures

NA

Yes- 

5/14/12 

successful

NA NA NA




