






 

parent for the student’s IEP in August  and therefor declines to make a finding of 
noncompliance.  
 
Therefore, there is insufficient evidence to find that  PCS failed to comply with 34 CFR 
§300.501(a).  
 
CONCLUSIONS 

1.  PCS has complied with 34 CFR §300.323(g), because it provided the student’s 
IEP to the new LEA.  

2. OSSE declines to find that  PCS failed to comply with 34 CFR §§300.501(a) and 
300.613, because there is insufficient evidence to support the allegation that  
PCS failed to respond to a request from the parent for the student’s IEP in August  

 
 
If you have any questions regarding this decision, please contact me at Kirstin.Hansen@dc.gov 
or 202-445-4893. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Kirstin Hansen  
State Complaints Manager, Division of Systems and Supports, K-12 
 
cc:  
 




