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SUMMARY

This case deals primarily with two separate issues relating to the IDEA program. The first is that disability groups are upset because they feel schools are acting too harshly in disciplining some disabled students. They also believe that the process for making disciplinary decisions involves parents and disability groups less and less. Not surprisingly, school associations see this issue differently. The second issue is funding for IDEA. None of the groups see it as adequate, though for different reasons. Disability groups don’t feel that the program has been fully funded and feel that more money is needed to support the program. School associations feel that their budgets are sapped by disability requirements and that there is too little left over for other school programs. 

Both groups seem to understand that the way that the law is now is not working but they differ on how to change conditions.

