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FINAL DECISION

3/24/2026

RE: Final Decision

Dear

On 2/9/2026 the proposed decision of the hearing officer regarding the eligibility of _
to receive services of the Department of Developmental Services was sent to vou and all parties. Parties
had ten (10) business days from receipt of the proposed decision to submit comments in support or
opposition Comments were not submitted by the petitioner. No comments were submitted on behalf of
DDS.

After reviewing the proposed decision, the record, including exhibits submitted at the hearing. I agree with
the hearing officer, adopt the Proposed Decision as the Final Decision, and find that is
meligible for services of the Department of Developmental Services pursuant to Connecticut General
Statute section 1-1g.

If you do not agree with this decision, you have the right, in accordance
Connecticut General Statutes, to appeal to the Superior Court. | uch '
forty-five (45) days of the mailing of this final decision.

Enclosures

ce: Attorney Wendy Mongillo
Kathleen Murphy, Ph.D., Director, Eligibility Uni
Margret Rudin, Ph.D., Psychologist Ehg1b1}1ty Umt.
Marjorie O. Wakeman, Esq., Director, Legal & Govemment




STATE OF CONNECTICUT
DEPARTMENT OF DEVELOPMENTAL SERVICES
PROPOSED MEMORANDUM OF DECISION
ELIGIBILITY HEARING

~ e[ February 2, 2026

TROD ION:

On February at 9:00 a.m. a hearing was held at the Department of
Developmental Services, 460 Capitol Avenue in Hartford, Connecticut and remotely, via
Microsoft Teams, to determine the eligibility of_for services from the
Department of Developmental Services (DDS) pursuant to Connecticut General

Statutes Section 1-1g. The request for hearing was filed on September 8, 2025 by -

_who is the Applicant.

Name of Attendees:
Applicant’s Mother

Applicant
Dr. Margaret Rudin DDS Psychologist Eligibility Unit

Statement of | S

Is _eligible for services from the Department of Developmental
Services

Exhibits Entered Into Evidence

The following documents were presented by the parties and admitted into
evidence as full exhibits by the undersigned hearing officer:



HO-1 Denial of Eligibility Dated 6/10/2025

HO-2 Request for hearing Dated 9/08/2025
HO-3 Notice of hearing Dated 9/12/2025

DDS-1 DDS Eligibility Application dated 3/2/2025
DDS-2 DDS Denial Letter 6/10/2025

DDS-3 Second Review by Dr. Margaret Rudin, Ph.D. 6/9/2025

DDS-4 Medical Note Excerpts-

DDS-5 Bilingual Speech Language -
DDS-6 Triannual Evaluation -

DDS-7 IEP

DDS-8 IEP

DDS-9 IEP

P-1 Audiological Evaluation -
P-2 Educational Assessment

P-3 Triannual Evaluation

P-4 Bilingual Evaluation Report -
P-5 Speech Report Triennial -

P-6 Physical Therapy |||

Findin ts:

The exhibits entered into evidence, along with sworn testimony at the hearing
result in the following findings:

1. The Applicant is a resident of the State of Connecticut as he resides in the Town/
City of-Connecticut.

2. At the time of the hearing, the Applicant, born _ was .years, -
months old.



10.

That a Bilingual Speech and Language Evaluation Report dated _
when the Applicant was .years of age indicated that the Applicant “is currently
receiving special education services under the primary category of multiple
disabilities due to the following diagnoses: spastic quadriplegic cerebral palsy,
expressive language disorder and possible intellectual disability”. (Testimony M.
Rudin, DDS Exhibit 5)

That said Bilingual Speech and Language Evaluation also indicated that the
“complexity of profile, including his schooling history, his limited English
proficiency and the impact of his multiple disabilities makes it significantly more
difficult for him to learn academic English to a level of proficiency comparable to
native- English speakers”. (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 5).

That a triennial evaluation through the -Public School dated _
indicated the reason for the referral was for multiple disabilities in addition

to cerebral palsy and hearing loss. (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 6)

That said triennial report indicated that three years prior to the triennial
evaluation, the Applicant was administered a Test of Nonverbal Intelligence-
Forth Edition (TONI-4). On said test the Applicant’s nonverbal reasoning fell in
the low range with a score of 77. (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS 6)

That the triennial report further indicated that the Applicant was administered the
Wechlser Adult intelligence Scale — Fourth Edition (WAIS-IV) whereby he scored
a Full-Scale 1Q of 53. However, “this test appears to be given in English. That
given the prior bilingual report, the test scores could have been impacted due to
that fact it was given in English”. (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 5 and 6)

That the Applicant’s .grade IEP dated -indicated that he has limited
English proficiency and uses English/ Spanish simultaneously. He uses a device
that includes both Spanish and English words with visuals. (Testimony M. Rudin,
DDS Exhibit 8)

That said - grade IEP indicates that the Applicant was administered the NWEA
(North West Evaluation Association) for Math where he scored Math 156,
Operations and Algebraic Thinking 146, Geometry 148, Number and Operations
153, Measurements & Data 174. These tests were administered through
computer and not time limited (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 8)

That according to the Applicant's [l grade 1EP dated [l the Avplicant
was again administered the NWEA (North West Evaluation Association) for Math
whereby he scored Math 170, Operations and Algebraic Thinking 160, Geometry
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168, Number and Operations 166, Measurements & Data 186. It is noted that
the Applicant’s growth achievement was in the 42" percentile, “which is
significant because it shows growth from one year to another”. (Testimony M.
Rudin, DDS Exhibit 9)

That the NWEA is an educational organization that tracks students learning in

areas like English and Math. When using a computer that addresses physical
limitations and with minimal English testing the Applicant had significant growth
in Math. (Testimony M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 9)

That when we look at the Applicant’s testing in English, the 1Q it is dramatically
low. However, the test did not include a device that includes both English and
Spanish words as is used in his academic instruction. Additionally, on the only
non- verbal IQ test that the Applicant was given his IQ score was 77. (Testimony
M. Rudin, DDS Exhibit 6)

Definition of Intellectual Disability:

According to Connecticut General Statutes Section 1-1g, in order to be eligible

for supports or services from the Department of Developmental Services for an
intellectual disability, an individual must demonstrate significant limitations in intellectual
functioning and deficits in adaptive behavior that originated during the developmental
period before eighteen years of age (emphasis added).

Discussion:

While the Applicant may require assistance, guidance and support there is not

documentation in the records to establish that he is intellectually disabled pursuant to
Connecticut State Statutes. There is not information provided to show that his deficits in
intellectual function or adaptive behaviors were significant enough to fall within the
intellectually disabled range during his developmental period. While he did have an 1Q
score less than 69, the test was given to him in English. Other testing that tested non-
verbal intelligence indicate an IQ over 69. As such the statutory requirements of the
Connecticut General Statute Section 1-1g have not been satisfied in the present case.



Conclusion:

The Applicant is not eligible for services from the Department of Developmental
Services based on intellectual disabilities as he does not meet the criteria for services
as defined in Connecticut General Statute Section 1-1g. The Applicant, however, may
be eligible for services/benefits through other Federal and State agencies and
programs.

This decision shall be submitted to all parties and the Commissioner. The parties may
submit written comments in support or opposition to this proposed decision within ten
days of receipt hereof.

Respectfully Submitted
Hearing W

Wendy Mongillo





