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Mitchell 9/28/09 11/27/09 No The complainant alleges the 
district:  1. is not following 
student’s IEP, and; 2. is not 
following behavior intervention
plan.

No Oct. 7, 
2009

11/03/2009 NA November 3,2009
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Stanley 
Co.

10/29/09 November 
29,2009

No The parent alleges the district: 
1.did not respond to request 
for IEP meeting, 2.did not 
follow correct prior notice 
procedures, 3.made a change 
in placement without holding 
an IEP Meeting with all team 
members, 4.did not follow IEP 
team meeting procedures, 
5.did not identify or track IEP 
goals correctly,6. did not 
follow behavior plan, and; 
7.failed to consider the 
diagnosed disability and use 
modifications from IEP.

No 25-Nov-09 02/01/10 and 
06/07/2010

July 27, 2010
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Wolsey-
Wessingto
n 10/4/09 NA No

IEP not being followed, IEP team 
not complete

Yes,  
Success
ful held 
on 
11.3.09 NA NA NA NA
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Rapid City 2/15/10 NA No The complainant alleges the 
district: 1.failed to promptly 
evaluate the student when 
requested by the parents; and 
2. failed to follow federal 
regulation when it did not 
properly inform the parents of 
procedural safeguards.

Yes, 
2/26/10
, 
Success
ful

NA NA NA NA
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Rapid City 3/15/10 5/14/10 Yes

The complaintant alleges the 
district:did not: 1. fulfill child find 
obligation, follow initial 
evaluation procedures, fulfill 
determination of eligibility, and; 
fulfill duties of a district after 
informal review. No

05/07/2010 
No findings in 
report NA
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McLaughli
n 4/23/10 Yes

The complaintant alleges the 
district: refused to provide FAPE 
and violated child find obligation 
in the district.

Checked 
no, but 
verbally 
changed 
to yes.  
Was 
held 
6.23.10

SDAS 
withdrew 
complaint on 
6.29.10 NA NA
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