· Common False Statements Parents Hear from Districts — And the Law that Counters Them

· “We don’t recognize dyslexia in Wyoming.”
     False. IDEA (20 U.S.C. §1401(30)), Section 504, ADA, and Wyoming Special Education Rules 
     All recognize dyslexia.
        
· “We can’t specify Wilson/Orton-Gillingham in the IEP.”
      False. IDEA requires IEPs to be individualized. High Courts have ruled methodology must be 
      included if necessary for FAPE.
   
· “We have a cap on spending for services.”
      False. IDEA guarantees FAPE regardless of cost. Districts cannot limit services based on budget 
      caps.
 
· “Your child doesn’t qualify for Extended School Year (ESY).”
      False. 34 C.F.R. §300.106 requires individualized ESY decisions. Blanket denials violate IDEA.
     
     Nine ESY Factors for Consideration (Wrightslaw – All About IEPs)
     1. Regression and recoupment
     2. Degree of progress toward IEP goals
     3. Emerging skills and breakthrough opportunities
     4. Interfering behaviors
     5. Nature and severity of the disability
     6. Special circumstances (family, home, community)
     7. Availability of alternative resources
     8. Vocational needs of the child
     9. Other relevant factors determined by the IEP team
 
· “Our ‘Standardized’ test scores prove your child is fine.”
      False. 34 C.F.R. §300.304 requires multiple measures. Progress monitoring, mastery checks, 
      and teacher reports are valid data.
 
· Why Standardized Tests Cannot Be Used to Deny Wilson/OG Instruction
      1. Timed, speed-based tests underestimate dyslexic students.
      2. IDEA requires multiple measures (20 U.S.C. §1414; 34 C.F.R. §300.304).
      3. Wilson/OG mastery checks, lesson completion, and teacher reports are valid data.
      4. Reliance on a single standardized test violates IDEA and ignores body-of-evidence progress.
 
· “Your child doesn’t qualify for SLD/dyslexia on the IEP under our discrepancy formula our district uses.”
      False. IDEA explicitly prohibits requiring a severe discrepancy between achievement and 
      intellectual ability (20 U.S.C. §1414(b)(6); 34 C.F.R. §300.307(a)(1)). Districts may not mandate  
      use of a discrepancy model and must permit the use of a process based on the child's response 
      to scientific, research-based intervention (RTI). Additionally, districts may use alternative 
      research-based procedures. A district cannot deny eligibility solely because a child doesn't meet 
      an outdated discrepancy formula.




REMEMBER: IDEA 2004 explicitly recognizes dyslexia in the federal regulations at 34 C.F.R. § 300.8(c)(10)

Dyslexia is listed as a condition under SLD - the regulation states: "Specific learning disability means a disorder in one or more of the basic psychological processes... The term includes such conditions as perceptual disabilities, brain injury, minimal brain dysfunction, dyslexia, and developmental aphasia."

Schools cannot legally prohibit the term "dyslexia" in IEPs or evaluations - this is backed by:
· The 2015 Dear Colleague Letter (cited in your our advocacy work)
· Multiple Office of Special Education Programs (OSEP) guidance documents
· Court cases

Section 504 provides additional protections for students with dyslexia

The Important Clarification:
The statement "meaning it is a recognized condition for evaluation, eligibility, and Individualized Education Program (IEP) documents" is accurate but doesn't mean dyslexia automatically = eligibility.

More precisely: A student with dyslexia must still meet the two-prong test for SLD eligibility:

1. Pattern of strengths and weaknesses (or RTI/alternative research-based procedures showing insufficient response)

2. Adverse educational impact requiring special education

This matters for your school district advocacy because districts sometimes argue "the student is reading at grade level so dyslexia doesn't qualify them" - but federal law is clear that if the disability adversely affects educational performance in any area (not just reading achievement), eligibility should be considered.

For your legal letters: You might add one sentence clarifying that "federal law requires schools to use the term dyslexia when that condition has been identified through evaluation, and eligibility is determined based on adverse educational impact, not solely on achievement test scores."


The Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), specifically under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Improvement Act of 2004 (Public Law 108-446), explicitly recognizes dyslexia within federal regulations. It lists dyslexia as a condition under the definition of a "Specific Learning Disability" (SLD) in 34 C.F.R. § 300.8(c)(10).

· Federal Recognition: IDEA includes dyslexia in its definition of Specific Learning Disability (SLD), meaning it is a recognized condition for evaluation, eligibility, and Individualized Education Program (IEP) documents.

· Legal Status: While IDEA defines the overarching category as "Specific Learning Disability," federal regulations (34 C.F.R. § 300.8(c)(10)) specifically mention dyslexia as one of the conditions included.

· Significance: Schools cannot legally prohibit the use of the term "dyslexia" in IEPs or evaluation documents.



