










5. Ms. Claiborne, Robyn Stahl6 

6 Robyn Stahl is a certificated special education teacher, has a master's degree in developmental reading, 
and has thirteen years of instructional experience. (Tr., pp.892-894; D-83.) Ms. Stahl has been the Title I/ 
LAP coordinator at the District for six years. 

(Title I / Learning Assistance Program ("LAP") coordinator) 
and other members of the District's MTSS team met with the Parents on November 11, 2016, and 
determined that it was necessary to implement Tier 2 reading supports for the Student. (Tr., 
pp.859, 865-866; J-17; J-19.) 

6. On November 11, 2016, the District set specific reading fluency and accuracy goals for 
the Student, provided the Student with supplemental reading instruction four days per week for 
25 minutes per session with Ms. Stahl, and placed the Student in the "Reading Club," where he 
received additional instruction from Ms. Claiborne. (Tr., pp.858-859; 898-899; J-19; J-23.) The 
instructional support from Ms. Claiborne included multi-sensory instruction "using some explicit 
phonics with him .. . which is very tactile, and hands-on, and there's a lot of repetition and blending 
of sounds." (Tr., pp.859-860.) The instructional support from Ms. Stahl included "stretching and 
shrinking sounds" using Slinkies, body movement, chalkboard writing, finger writing on an iPad, 
and using hands to "stretch sounds and Dumping] for sounds and lots of dictation." (Tr., p.900.) 

7. The District performed a FastBridge CBM assessment of the Student on January 24, 2017. 
(J-23.) The Student scored as follows: aReading = 428 (goal of 435); oral reading fluency = 9 
(goal of 14); oral reading accuracy= 53% (goal of 95%). (Id.) The assessment revealed that the 
Student was not meeting the specific fluency and accuracy goals set on November 11, 2016. (J-
23.) 

8. On January 24 and 26, 2017, Ms. Claiborne and Ms. Stahl asked Karin Knight, school 
counselor, to refer their concerns about the Student's lack of progress to the District's school 
psychologist Milo Zaneski. 7 

7Milo Zaneski is a certificated school psychologist and has worked for the District for four years, and as a 
psychologist for six years. (Tr., pp.743-745, 749-750; J-111 .) Mr. Zaneski is trained to administer the WISC­
IV, WIAT Ill, and KTEA-111 assessments. (Tr., pp.745-748, 766-771 , 788-789.) 

(Tr., pp.861-862; J-25.) Included in the referral were three FastBridge 
reports: Individual Benchmark Report Early Reading English, Individual Benchmark Report 
aReading, and Individual Benchmark Report CBM English. (J-27, J-28, and J-29.) Ms. Claiborne 
and Ms. Stahl identified the areas of concern as "READING, writing, and maybe Math." (Tr., 
pp.861-862, 902; J-25.) The District's multi-disciplinary team met with the Parents on February 
16, 2017, and determined that a special education evaluation of the Student in the areas of 
reading and cognition was appropriate. (Tr., pp.233, 753-755, 862-863; J-25, J-26 J-27, J-28, J-
29, J-30, J-31, and J-35, pp.9-10.) 

9. The Parents consented to a reevaluation of the Student on March 1, 2017, but it was not 
received by the District until March 3, 2017. (Tr., pp.304, 706; J-35, pp.9-10.) The Parents 
consented to reevaluation of the Student in the areas of reading and cognition only. (Tr., pp.233-
234, 760-761; J-35.) 

10. Mr. Zaneski began the reevaluation of the Student on April 13, 2017 ("April 2017 
Reevaluation"). (Tr., pp.743-745; J-35; D-13.) Mr. Zaneski evaluated the Student in the areas of 
reading and cognition. (Id.) Mr. Zaneski used the Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Children, Fourth 
Edition ("WISC-IV") to assess cognition and the Student received a full-scale IQ score of 113, 
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which is in the 81 t s percentile. Mr. Zaneski observed the Student in the classroom on April 17, 
2017. (Tr., pp.743-745; P-4; J-35, p.3.) Mr. Zaneski observed the Student engage with a book by 
flipping through the pages, sit silently while the class verbally spelled out works, and "write 
diligently." (Tr. pp.743-745, 771-772.) 

11. Mr. Zaneski also administered the Weschler Individual Achievement Test, Third Edition 
("WIAT Ill"), to assess the Student in the area of reading . (Tr., pp.764, 766-768; J-35, pp.4-5.) Mr. 
Zaneski concluded that the Student performed below average in the areas of Word Reading, Oral 
Reading Fluency, and Reading Comprehension. (Id.) Mr. Zaneski concluded that there was a 
"severe discrepancy8 

8 See Tr., pp.929-930. 

between [the Student's] cognitive ability and reading skills," and that he 
qualified for special education services in the areas of "Basic Reading and Reading 
Comprehension and Fluency." (Tr. pp.771-772; J-35, p.6.) Mr. Zaneski recommended specially 
designed instruction ("SDI") in the areas of Basic Reading Skills and Reading Fluency Skills. (Tr., 
pp.771-772; J-35, p.7.) 

12. The Parents provided information about the Student as part of the April 2017 
Reevaluation. (Tr. pp.761-764; J-34; D-13.) The Parents did not identify writing as an area of 
concern. (Id.) 

13. The District's reevaluation team met on April 25, 2017, to discuss the April 2017 
Reevaluation and the Parents were provided with notice of the meeting and Student test results. 
(Tr., pp.773-774; J-35, p.13.) The April 2017 Reevaluation Team consisted of Krista Sodt9

9 Krista Sodt is a certificated special education teacher with degrees in social work and education. (Tr., 
pp.661-663; J-110.) Ms. Sodt has worked as school counselor and special education teacher for the District 
for four years. (Id.) 

, 

special education teacher, Ms. Claiborne, the Mother of the Student, Ms. Stahl, and Mr. Zaneski. 
(Tr., pp.773-774; J-35, p.8.) The Mother signed the April 2017 Reevaluation report and did not 
object to the comprehensiveness or results of the evaluation, or request assessments in other 
areas. (Tr., pp.304-305, 485-486, 774; J-35, p.8) 

14. The IEP Team scheduled a meeting for May 16, 2017. (J-38.) 

15. On May 12, 2017, the Parents emailed Ms. Knight and asked if she had any 
recommendations for where and how to have the Student tested for dyslexia, and stated that the 
Student would receive support over the summer from a tutor. (Tr., p.253; J-39.) 

16. On May 16, 2017, the District provided the Parents with a draft IEP. (Tr., pp.746-748; J-
40.) The IEP identified that the Student "reads a 1st grade passage at a rate of 30 words per 
minute. His accuracy in reading a first grade passage is 75%." (Tr., pp.740-748, J-41, p.1.) 

17. The draft IEP included the following annual goals for Basic Reading Skills: 

[The Student] will read with sufficient fluency to support comprehension from a rate 
of 30 words per minute on a first grade level passage to a rate of 70 words per 
minute on a second grade level passage as measured by the following evaluation 
methods: Criterion Referenced every grading period by 5/16/2018. 
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[The Student] will read with sufficient accuracy to support comprehension from 
75% accuracy on a first grade passage to a 95% accuracy on a second grade 
passage as measured by the following evaluation methods: Criterion Referenced 
every grading period by 5/16/2018. 

(Tr., pp.238-241, 665, 678-688; J-41, pp.1-2.) The standard for students finishing the second 
grade is reading 100 plus words per minute with 95% accuracy. (Tr., pp.241; J-4.) 

18. The draft IEP included the following: pull-out services in reading with a special education 
teacher for 150 minutes weekly (30 minutes per day, five days per week). (Tr., pp.238-241, 678-
686; J-41, p.7.) The District selected 30 minutes per day of intensive instruction with a special 
education teacher because it was appropriate given the Student's age and attention span, and 
the Student also received reading instruction in the general education classroom. (Tr., pp.686-
687.) 

19. The draft I EP did not specifically include the use of multi-sensory instructional strategies 
or the use of a particular reading curriculum. (Tr. pp.237-239; J-41.) The Parents noted that the 
IEP did not mandate use of multi-sensory instructional strategies, but the District personnel 
confirmed that the teachers assigned to the Student used multi-sensory instructional strategies. 
(Tr., pp.239-240, 700-702, 859-860.) The Mother of the Student called another elementary school 
in the District and determined that it offered multi-sensory instructional strategies. (Id.) The 
Parents did not request to transfer the Student to the other elementary school. (Id.) 

20. The IEP Team met on May 16, 2017. (Tr., pp.236-237, 688-689; J-41, p.8.) The IEP Team 
consisted of the Mother, Ms. Sodt, Ms. Claiborne, and Ms. Knight. (Id.) The IEP Team members 
signed the IEP ("May 16, 2017 IEP"). (Id.) Ms. Knight acted as the District representative. (J-41, 
p.8.) Mr. Zaneski did not attend the IEP meeting and did not sign the IEP. (Tr., pp.236-237, 767-
769; J-41, p.8.) 

21. Ms. Sodt selected the Reading Mastery curriculum 10 

10 School districts select the curriculum package they will use to implement OSPI educational standards. 
(Tr., pp.644-647.) 

as the program she would use with 
the Student. (Tr., pp.267, 551-552, 700, 727-698, 924-925; D-19; P14, pp.1-8.) The Reading 
Mastery curriculum is an evidence based, research based curriculum that consists of grade level 
reading passages and allows for multiple methods and strategies of reading instruction depending 
on the needs of the child. (Tr., pp.464-466, 702-704; P-14, p.9.) The Reading Mastery curriculum 
provides direct instruction through scripted passages using phonemic awareness and phonics, 
and requires students to "master" a skill before moving on to more difficult reading passages. (Tr., 
pp.825-826.) The curriculum scores a student by determining how many words correct per minute 
the Student reads. (Id.) Reading Mastery is not an IMSLEC approved, Orton-Gillingham multi­
sensory instructional curriculum. (Tr., pp.821-823.) 

22. The Parents requested a "gentle transition" to the "resource room" with Ms. Sodt where 
he would receive special education services, and that the Student remain in the Reading Club in 
the general education class room. (Tr., pp.691-693; D-16; D-19.) On May 22, 2017, the District 
accommodated the Parents' request. (Id.) Ms. Sodt delivered the curriculum to the Student using 
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multi-sensory instruction strategies (clapping hands, using physical and auditory cues, and 
kinesthetic movements).11 

11 However, adding the multi-sensory instructional strategies to the non-multi-sensory Reading Mastery 
curriculum, did not make the curriculum itself a multi-sensory instructional curriculum. (Tr., pp.396-398; 
551 -552.) 

(Tr. , pp.700-702, 924.) 

23. On June 1, 2017, the Student participated in the first grade general education end of year 
FastBridge CBM assessment, and he received a DRA2 Level 4 score, placing his reading ability 
at a beginning first grade level. (Tr., pp.731; J-44.) 

24. At the end of the 2016-2017 year, Ms. Claiborne noted on the Student's report card that 
"[i]n writing, the Student has been working on writing opinion pieces, informative writing with citing 
resources, and narratives while adding details to his writing. He understands how to use the 
writing processes." (Tr. , pp.864-865; J-3, p.3.) 

25. Neither Ms. Claiborne, Ms. Stahl, Mr. Zaneski, or Ms. Sodt identified any concerns with 
the Student's writing ability that were not within the developmental range, age appropriate, or 
related to the Student's difficulty reading. (Tr., pp.763-764, 766, 853, 864-865.) 

26. The District issued a "Final IEP Progress report for [the Student]" on June 19, 2017, in 
which Ms. Sodt stated that progress was "too soon to measure," because the IEP started on May 
16, 2017. (J-41, p.10.) 

27. The Parents hired Lydia Harrison, 12 

12 Lydia Harrison has a master's degree in elementary guidance and has owned and operated Island 
Educational Services since 1994. (Tr., pp.602-603; J-114.) 

owner of Island Educational Services, to tutor the 
Student during the summer of 2017. (Tr., pp.253-255, 602; J-43.) Ms. Harrison observed the 
Student in May 2017 in school, coordinated with Ms. Sodt regarding instruction, and reviewed the 
Student's May 16, 2017 IEP. (Tr., pp.604-606.) Ms. Harrison created a tutoring plan of 30 minutes 
of reading, 4 days per week. (Tr., pp.604-605, 614-615; J-43.) Ms. Harrison determined that 30 
minutes of tutoring instruction was appropriate based on the Student's age, needs, and attention 
span. (Tr., p.617.) Ms. Harrison and the Parents agreed that the Student's tutoring would focus 
on comprehension skills, decoding, and sight words. (J-43, p.1.) Ms. Harrison personally tutored 
the Student in a one-on-one setting in July and August 2017. (Tr. , pp.604-606.) Ms. Harrison used 
structured literacy strategies, a skill building method involving multi-sensory instruction. (Tr., 
pp. 623-625.) 

28. Ms. Harrison observed that the Student struggled with reading and spelling, but worked 
hard. (Tr., pp.605-606.) Ms. Harrison also observed that the Student did not like to write and could 
become frustrated, but she worked with the Student on writing skills because in her experience 
working with a student with reading difficulties always includes working with the student on writing 
skill. (Tr., pp.608; 611 .) 

29. After working with the Student, Ms. Harrison recommended keeping the Student in the 
District for school and building further educational supports at the District, as opposed to placing 
the Student in a private education facility. (Tr. , pp.608-609, 625-626.) 
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