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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
DIVISION OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND STUDENT SERVICES

OFFICE OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES

- Public Schools
School Division

- -

Name of Parents

Division Superintendent Name of Child

John F. Cafferky, Esquire
Andrea D. Gemignani. Esquire
Counsel Representing LEA

WilliamE. Houston. Esquire
Counsel Representing Parent/Child

James M. Mansfield. Esquire
Hearing Officer Party Initiating Hearing

February 18.2007
Decision Date

, - Public Schools
Prevailing Party

CASE CLOSURE SUMMARY REPORT

Hearing Officer's Determination of Issue(s):

The Parents agreed to a dismissal of this due hearing with prejudice on condition that their
daughter receive one-to-one reading instruction at Elementary school in addition to the
services outlined in the November 17, 2006 IEP. . Public Schools agreed to that
condition and is prepared to deliver those services. The November 17, 2006 IEP provides the
student a free appropriate public education at public expense in the least restrictive environment.

Hearing Officer's Orders and Outcome of Hearing:

The Parents' attempt to unilaterallywithdraw their request for a due process hearing, over
the objection of, . Public Schools, and . Public Schools attempt to file a
counterclaim, are without any statutory or regulatory basis. Further, the Parents' attempt to
rescind their settlement agreement is denied, as is their request for a further continuance, and this
matter is dismissed with prejudice. Public Schools is the prevailing party.

This certifies that I have completed this hearing in accordance with regulations and have
advised the parties of their appeal rights in writing. The written decision from this hearing is
attached in which I have also advised the LEA if its responsibilityto submit an implementation
plan to the parties, the hearing officer, and the SEA within 45 calendar days.

James Michael Mansfield

Printed Name of Hearing Officer
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Case Closure Summary Report was delivered
via facsimileand mailed first class, postage prepaid, this 18thday of February 2007 to:

WilliamE. Houston, Esquire
Dalton, Dalton & Houston, P.C.
1008 Pendleton Street

Alexandria, Virginia 223 14
Fax: (703) 739-2323

John F. Cafferky, Esquire
Andrea D. Gemignani, Esquire
Blankenship & Keith PC
4020 University Drive, Suite 300
Fairfax, Virginia 22030
Fax: (703) 691-3913

Ronald Geirersbach, Coordinator of Due Process Services
Dispute Resolution and Administrative Services
Commonwealth of Virginia Department of Education
P.O. Box 2120

Richmond, Virginia 23218-2120
Fax: (804) 786-8520

., Director, Special Education
Public Schools

And mailed first class, postage prepaid, this 18thday of February 2007 to:

~. ~ ~~
- James-Maneld 1
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VIRGINIA DEPARTMENTOF EDUCATION
DMSION OF SPECIAL EDUCATIONANDSTUDENT SERVICES

OFFICE OF DISPUTE RESOLUTION ANDADMINISTRATIVESERVICES

DECISION

Public Schools
School Division Name of Parents

Division Superintendent Name of Child

John F. Cafferky, Esquire
Andrea D. Gemignani. Esquire
Counsel Representing LEA

WilliamE. Houstoll Esquire
Counsel Representing Parent/Child

James M. Mansfield. Esquire
Hearing Officer Party Initiating Hearing

PROCEEDINGS

By facsimile sent November 21, 2006, the requested a Due Process Hearing

challenging Public Schools' (" PS") November 17, 2006 proposed IEP for their

daughter . This hearing officer was appointed and a Due Process Hearing was scheduled for

December 21, 2006, with a pre-hearing conference to be convened December 7, 2006. At the

pre-hearing conference, it was agreed that the Due Process Hearing was rescheduled to January 4

and 5, 2007 due to counsels' scheduling conflicts. The Parties also agreed to narrow and specify

the issues for consideration. By letter dated December 13,2006, Mr. Houston, on behalf of the

, submitted what he believed were the issues for consideration; and by letter dated

December 14, 2006 Mr. Cafferky did the same for PS.

Thereafter, the hearing officer was advised that the Parties desired to go to mediation and

had scheduled the same for January 4, 2007. In order to facilitate mediation, and finding it in the

child's best interest to do so, the Due Process Hearing was continued to January 30 and 31, 2007,
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