
BEFORE THE IOWA STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 
 

In re Disciplinary Action of L.D., a child,​​ ) 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
Meagan Daye,​ ​ ​  ​ ​ ) 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ )​ DIA # 26DOE0020 
​ Appellants,​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ )​ State Board Docket 5250 
-v-​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ )​ Final Decision 
Prairie City Monroe ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
Community School District,​ ​ ​ ) 
​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
​ Appellee.​ ​ ​ ​ ​ ) 
 

On August 21, 2026, the administrative law judge issued a proposed decision, 
which affirmed the Appellee’s actions in this matter.  The time to appeal the proposed 
decision has passed, and no appeal was filed.  The proposed decision is adopted, as 
written.  APPELLEE’S DECISION AFFIRMED. 

 
This is final agency action in a contested case proceeding.  Any party that 
disagrees with the Department’s decision may file a petition for judicial 
review under section 17A.19 of the Iowa Administrative Procedure Act.  That 
provision gives a party who is “aggrieved or adversely affected by agency 
action” the right to seek judicial review by filing a petition for judicial review 
in the Iowa District Court for Polk County (home of state government) or in 
the district court in which the party lives or has its primary office.  Any 
petition for judicial review must be filed within thirty days of this action, or 
within thirty days of any petition for rehearing being denied or deemed 
denied. 

 
Dated:  October 15, 2026  
 

Iowa State Board of Education, by: 

 
 
 
John Robbins, President 

 

CC by certified mail to parties and counsel 



filed an appeal to the State Board of Education (“State Board”), pursuant to 

School District Board of Directors (“School District”).  After this matter was transmit

Ms. Day’
PCM’s Exhibits 1

that vape had been detected in the boys’
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L.D. admitted that he had an “anxiety 
stick” in his waistband, but he denied that it was a vape.  He then pulled 

L.D.’s mother

his google search, finding that the brand “Sluggers” advertised 

stated that based on L.D.’s 

scheduled on this question at the May 18, 2026, Board meeting, the purpose of which was to “

”  













witnesses and present evidence on the student’s behalf.

Daye’s

er’s credibility through 

At one point in Meagan Daye’s testimony, President Van Der Kamp informed her “we got to 
stay on topic here and the THC” after Daye began to broach topics and complaints irrelevant to the 

questions of the Administration’s witnesses. 

“
”  Based on this “serious breach of the school’s discipline 

policy,” the Board ordered the follow



“
” and was “

”

school’s

the school district’s regulations or rules. Specifically, Section 

“just and equitable.”  Iowa Code § 2



An agency’s authority to review a school district’s decision is only as broad as that vested in it by 

568 (Iowa 2003).   “[W]here a statute provides for a review of a school district’s discretionary 

on.” 

I first address, and reject, Daye’s argument that she and L.D. were not provided due process at the 

examine the Administration’s witnesses.

decision, the legal authority under which the Board acted, and the Board’s rationale for that 

The Board’s decision to impose a long



Mirian Van Heukelem, Respondent’s Counsel (via AEDMS)

—



Case Title: IN RE: DISCIPLINARY ACTION OF L.D., A CHILD, BY MEAGAN
DAYE, APPELLANT V. PRAIRIE CITY MONROE COMMUNITY
SCHOOL DISTRICT (5250)

Case Number: 26DOE0020

Type: Proposed Decision

IT IS SO ORDERED.

David Lindgren, Administrative Law Judge
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