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COMPLAINT ISSUES: 
 
Whether the M S D Washington Township and the Indiana School for the Deaf (ISD) violated: 
 

511 IAC 7-27-7(a) by not implementing the individualized education program (IEP) as written, 
specifically by not informing the parent of the Student’s progress as required by the IEP. 

 
An additional issue was added on December 28, 2006; however, after a phone conversation that 
same day, the Complainant decided to withdraw the second issue. 
 
MSD Washington Township is the Local Educational Agency (LEA) of legal settlement for the Student 
and was identified as a party to the complaint in the original letter of notification.  However, MSD 
Washington Township was determined to not be a party and no violation or corrective action applies 
to MSD Washington Township. 
 
FINDINGS OF FACT: 

 
1. The Student is 12 years old and is eligible for special education and related services as a 

student with a hearing impairment and autism spectrum disorder. 
 

2. The Student’s May 9, 2006 IEP called for quarterly progress reports on goals and objectives 
that addressed the following areas: writing skills, reading comprehension and math story 
problems/problem solving.   

 
3. The School’s first quarter grading period for the 2006-2007 school year began August 14, 

2006 and ended October 13, 2006. 
 

4. The Complainant per e-mail communication with the Teacher of Record (TOR) dated October 
24, 2006 stated that she had not received a progress report regarding the Student’s goals.  
The TOR replied via e-mail on November 1, 2006, reporting the Complainant should have 
received both the Student’s report card and progress reports.  The Complainant responded on 
November 2, 2006, stating that she received the report card promptly after the first quarter on 
October 18, 2006, but did not receive the progress reports until October 28, 2006.  The 
Complainant stated her concern as to why the progress reports and the report card were not 
made available on the same date. 

 



5. On November 16, 20061, a Case Conference Committee (CCC) meeting was reconvened to 
discuss the completed assessment per the Student’s referral to consider eligibility for autism 
spectrum disorder.  According to the CCC notes, the Complainant expressed concern as to 
why the progress reports were received two weeks after the report card and why information 
was not brought to the CCC meeting to clarify the progress reports that she felt were unclear.  
According to the CCC notes, the Supervising Teacher stated that he will ensure the progress 
reports are sent on time.  The Complainant requested a corrected progress report be done for 
the first quarter with explanations of why the Student did not make progress and what was 
used to measure progress.  In the summary of the CCC notes, the progress reports were listed 
as an item that needed to be “followed-up on.” 

 
6. In a Letter of Response dated December 20, 2006, the Supervising Teacher acknowledged 

that the progress reports were sent to the Complainant two weeks after her receipt of the 
report card.  In addition, the Supervising Teacher stated that following the November 16, 2006 
CCC meeting, the TOR explained the Complainant’s concerns with him and, in return, 
discussed the progress reports with the Language Arts Teacher and the Mathematics 
Teacher.  The Supervising Teacher noted that they worked on revising the progress reports 
with explanation in the summary reports. 

 
7. The Complainant received the corrected progress reports in the mail on December 30, 2006, 

along with the second quarter report card and the corresponding progress reports. 
 
CONCLUSIONS: 
 

1. Findings of Fact # 2 through #5 detail the sequence of events, relating to the Student’s 
progress reports.  Finding of Fact #6 indicates that the School failed to send the first quarter 
progress reports to the Complainant as required by the May 9, 2006 IEP, until two weeks after 
the report card was sent.  Findings of Fact #5 and #7 indicate that the Complainant requested 
at the November 16, 2006 CCC meeting for revised copies of the first quarter progress 
reports, but did not receive the revised versions of the progress reports until December 30, 
2006.  Therefore a violation of 511 IAC 7-27-7(a) occurred by failing to implement the 
Student’s IEP as written. 

 
The Department of Education, Division of Exceptional Learners requires the following 
corrective action based on the Findings of Fact and Conclusions listed above. 
 
CORRECTIVE ACTION: 
 
Because the ISD has already engaged in voluntary corrective action, no further action will be required 
with regard to the first quarter progress reports.  
 
Indiana School for the Deaf shall: 
 
Send a written memorandum to all relevant school administrators and special education personnel 
regarding compliance with 511 IAC 7-27-7(a), specifically with respect to ensuring that the progress 
reporting as required by the Student’s IEP is done at the appropriate time intervals.  A copy of the 
memorandum and a list of all who receive it shall be submitted to the Division no later than January 
23, 2007.   

                                                 
1 Two different dates (November 16, 2006 and November 20, 2006) were denoted on the IEP as the date of the CCC 
meeting.  After speaking with the ISD’s Case Conference Coordinator on the phone, she clarified that the date of the CCC 
meeting was November 16, 2006.   


