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1. Statement of Dissenting Opinion RE: Eligibility for AB, 5th grade, XXXX School Date: XXXX
I am writing a dissenting opinion to the eligibility committee’s decision to find XXXXX eligible for special education services with a classification of Specific Learning Disability. AB has missed a total of 146 school days through his academic career and he is frequently tardy. His attendance record also reflects numerous early dismissals. It is difficult to determine his eligibility for special education because he has missed an unusual amount of instruction during his school career.
                                                Respectfully, CD, School Social Worker


2. Statement of Dissenting Opinion
I am writing this statement of dissenting opinion because I am in disagreement with the decision of the eligibility team, made on January 15, 2014, in regards to the identification of special education services under the emotional disability category for LM, a repeating kindergarden student at GG Elementary School. It is the professional opinion of this school psychologist that environmental issues cannot be ruled out as the primary reason for LM’s educational difficulties. I am in agreement that LM demonstrates many of the characteristics of a child with an emotional disability and that her behavioral problems are having a negative impact on her educational functioning. While I have concerns about her emotional functioning, this is largely due to the presence of environmental factors. Furthermore, many of her behaviors are consistent with social maladjustment. Information obtained from the sociocultural report notes a significant number of moves for LM, including a change in her guardianship during the summer of 2014. The Department of Social Services has a history with LM and her family. Her home environment is said not to be supportive of her educational or emotional needs; information obtained from records and school personnel support this claim. Additionally, in examining her attendance history, it was noted that LM had 31 absences and 44 tardies last school year, the majority of which were unexcused. This school year, her attendance records include ten absences and 32 tardies. When tardy, LM is often several hours late to school; she also has a history of leaving school early. The amount of instruction that she has missed certainly has had a major impact on her educational functioning. While I am in agreement that LM is a student whose behaviors are adversely impacting her functioning in the school environment, at the present time, I do not support finding her eligible for services as a student with an emotional disability.                                         Respectfully, HH, School Psychologist


3. Dissenting Opinion RE: FF
An initial eligibility was conducted for FF on November 25, 2014 based upon suspicion of a learning disability. This would be the second time she has participated in an evaluation for special education services in two years. The first initial evaluation conducted in November 2012 revealed below average cognition with an inconsistent pattern of performance which resulted in a not eligible determination for special education services. According to the results of the current evaluation, FF’s performance across a series of cognitive batteries reflects overall below average ability with below average memory skills, visual processing and auditory processing. Splinter strengths are noted in the area of crystallized knowledge (average) and processing speed (average). Overall, a profile characterized by below average cognition and commensurate processing skills is not consistent with a learning disability. It is, however, indicative of a student who will struggle more than same age peers to learn grade level content without reteaching, rehearsal, and other supportive strategies. Although some of the scatter noted in FF’s profile is consistent with her academic profile (average crystallized knowledge/stronger literacy skills; below average fluid reasoning/very weak math skills), her overall profile reflects below average cognition with commensurate achievement skills and is therefore not reflective of a learning disability as defined by the regulations that define the criteria for a Specific Learning Disability.   Respectfully,  DD, School Psychologist

4. Dissenting Opinion RE: LL Eligibility Determination 11/18/2014
I am writing to express that I disagree with the team decision to identify RT with an intellectual disability. He tested very well in his initial psychological evaluation which is an evaluation in which the examiner determined the results were valid. The current evaluation showing scores in the Intellectual Disability range was not judged to be a valid measure of RT’s functioning due to several interfering behaviors. RT does not satisfactorily meet the first part of the criteria, documented cognitive abilities significantly below average because measures of ability were clouded by interfering behaviors.

RT does not meet the third part of the criteria, showing significant deficits in cognitive functioning prior to age 3. Please see the initial psychological evaluation conducted by SS for more information. RT showed abilities in the Superior range for visual reasoning/processing.

As further evidence that RT does not satisfactorily meet eligibility criteria for identification with an Intellectual Disability, please review his performance in the current educational testing, specifically his performance in Applied Problems (SS) Reading Comprehension (SS) and Writing Samples (SS). Also, review his performance on Language testing in the current speech-language evaluation with receptive language falling in the Low Average range.

If there are any questions about this dissenting opinion, please do not hesitate to contact me. It was a pleasure woring with RT. I have many questions about what could be contributing to difficulty completing this most recent psychological evaluation. I look forward to any information that is obtained about RT from outside medical professionals that may give insight into his unique cognitive, physical and behavioral presentation.  Respectfully,  KK, School Psychologist
