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On July 29, 2022, the U.S. Court of Appeals – in the case of Minnetonka Public Schools v. M.L.K. – ruled in favor of 
the Minnetonka School District, saying it provided a student with a Free Appropriate Public Education (FAPE) 
under the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA). The Appeals Court overturned previous decisions, 
saying the rulings put too much emphasis on the student’s diagnosis, instead of the reasonableness of the 
student’s individualized education program. 
 
In this case, a minor student identified as M.L.K. entered Kindergarten at Minnetonka Public Schools.  After failing 
to make the expected academic growth throughout the year, M.L.K. was evaluated for special education services. 
The School District determined the student had Autism Spectrum Disorder and qualified for special education 
services. M.L.K.’s individualized education program (IEP) team met and set annual goals, including ones aimed at 
improving his reading skills. 
 
Over the next five years, M.L.K. received special education services. M.L.K.’s IEP team met periodically to review 
his academic progress and update the goals and services included in his IEP. M.L.K. demonstrated consistent but 
slow improvement toward his IEP goals. 
 
Just before M.L.K. began fourth grade, his parents filed a special education due process complaint under IDEA 
against Minnetonka Public Schools claiming the School District denied M.L.K. a FAPE by not adequately addressing 
his reading needs. They also requested M.L.K. undergo an Independent Education Evaluation, after which M.L.K. 
was diagnosed with attention deficit hyperactivity disorder (ADHD) and dyslexia in addition to Autism Spectrum 
Disorder. 
 
An administrative law judge determined Minnetonka Public Schools denied M.L.K. a FAPE when it failed to 
diagnose him with dyslexia and ADHD which led to an improperly constructed IEP and the student’s failure to 
make significant gains in reading and writing. The School District appealed to the district court which affirmed the 
prior ruling. 
 
Both parties appealed to the U.S. Court of Appeals. The Court ruled the district court placed too much emphasis 
on M.L.K.’s specific disability diagnoses and his IEP was reasonable under the circumstances. The Court cited that 
the IDEA does not require schools to provide students with a particular diagnosis and in fact, doing so may “be 
substantively immaterial because the IEP will be tailored to the child’s specific needs.” Further, the Court found 
even if the School District misidentified M.L.K.’s exact disabilities, he was still provided a FAPE because the IEP was 
reasonably tailored to allow him to make appropriate progress and meaningful adjustments were made to the IEP 
as necessary. 
 
The Court found the Minnetonka Public Schools fulfilled its responsibility to M.L.K. to provide a FAPE under the 
IDEA and vacated the order of the district court. 
 
When cases such as Minnetonka v. M.L.K. reach the appellate court level, outside parties may be permitted to 
submit an amicus before. An amicus seeks to assist the court in rendering a decision by filing a brief that provides 
information and expertise intended to influence the court’s decision. Recognizing the potential impact this case 
could have on all Minnesota school districts, MSBA submitted an amicus brief in this case to support the position of 
Minnetonka Public Schools as part of MSBA’s legal advocacy service. 
 
MSBA thanks Minnesota Association of School Administrators and Minnesota Administrators for Special Education 
for supporting the amicus brief. 


