
  
 

  
  
 

 
 
 

 
 

  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 
 

  

 

 

 

   

   

 

    

   

 

 

   

  

  

  

 

  

 

   

 

 

DOCKET NO. 167-SE-0120 

STUDENT, B/N/F PARENT, § BEFORE A SPECIAL EDUCATION 
Petitioner § 

§ 
v. § 

§ HEARING OFFICER FOR 
§ 

FLORESVILLE INDEPENDENT § 
SCHOOL DISTRICT, § 

Respondent § THE STATE OF TEXAS 

DECISION OF THE HEARING OFFICER 

I.  PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

Student, by next friend Parent (Student or, collectively, Petitioner), brought this case 

against the Floresville Independent School District (Respondent or District) under the Individuals 

with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), 20 U.S.C. § 1400 et seq., and its implementing state and 

federal regulations. Petitioner requested a due process hearing on January 29, 2020. Respondent 

filed a Plea to the Jurisdiction and Response on February 7, 2020. 
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II.  DUE PROCESS HEARING 

The due process hearing convened virtually on October 21, 2020, via the Zoom platform. 

The hearing was recorded and transcribed by a certified court reporter. 

Petitioner continued to be represented by Michael O’Dell. Student’s father, ***, attended 

the hearing. Respondent was represented by John Muniz and his co-counsel Eric Rodriguez. ***, 

Director of Special Education, 
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