Special Education Due
Process Hearings in lowa

July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Type of Resolution Available N N Y ~ Y

Hearings Requested 16 16 14 10 15

Hearings Held 3 3 4 4 1

Resolution Sessions Held 5

Mediations Resulting in Agreements 2

Mediations Held prior to Hearing 4 5 12 1 4

Resolution Session Agreements 4

Preappeals Filed 37 58 37 48 38

Preappeals Held 20 33 22 31 24

Preappeal Agreements 12

Complaints Filed 6 5 10 6 5

Complaints Investigated 4 2 2 2 3
Complaints Withdrawn, and Filed as Preappeal

(added 2003-2004 reporting) 5 4 1
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Party Filing Request for Hearings Held
July1, 2001-June 30, 2006

LEA, 0, 0%

Parent, 20,
100%
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Hearing Distribution by Respective Party
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Number of Issues Named in Hearings

2 3 4 5 6

Number of Issues Named in Appeal
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Prevailing Party on Individual Issues by Parent or

LEA/AEA
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Parent LEA/AEA Mixed

Prevailing Side on Individual Issues




Prevailing Party on Individual Issues by Parent or

100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
o0%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Frequency

LEA/AEA - Percentage
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

64%

36%

Parent LEA/AEA Mixed

Prevailing Side on Individual Issues




Prevailing Party
Lustig (in progress). 36%; 64%
Zirkel, et al (2007): 32%; 60%; 8%
Rickey (2003): 34%; 63%; 3%
Kammerlohr (1983): 18%; 59% (lllinois)

Smith (1981): 27%; 63% (placement)
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Administrative Law Judge Assigned to Due

Process Hearing
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Number of Attorneys Representing Parents
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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O No Attorneys
B One Attorney
O Two Attorneys

O Three or more Attorneys

14, 70%




Number of Attorneys Representing LEAS/AEAS
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Attorneys Representing Parents in Due Process

Appeals
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Gender of Students Involved in Due Process

Hearings
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Female, 2, 10%

Male, 18, 90%




Frequency

Student Age at Time of Appeal
July 1,2001-June 30, 2006
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School Level at Time of Appeal
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Early Childhood  Elementary Middle School

School Level

High School




Primary Disability Category at Time of Appeal
July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Frequency

Disability Category




Issues Named In Due Process

July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006
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Year Hearing Decisions Rendered Number Appealed Percent Appealed
2001-02 3 0 0
2002-03 3 0 0
2003-04 4 1 25
2004-05 4 1 25
2005-06 1 0 0

Total 15 2 13
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Number of Administrative Law Judge Decisions

Appealed to District Court
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Administrative Law Judge Decisions: Affirmed
Original ALJ Decisions Rendered July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Federal District Court  8th Circuit Court of  U.S. Supreme Court
Appeals

Court
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Administrative Law Judge Decisions: LEA/AEA

Prevailing Party
Original ALJ Decisions Rendered July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Federal District Court ~ 8th Circuit Court of  U.S. Supreme Court
Appeals

Court
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Decisions at Highest Level of Appeal: Prevailing

Party
Original ALJ Decisions Rendered July 1, 2001-June 30, 2006

Parent LEA/AEA

Prevailing Party




