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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF IDAHO 

RICHARD KOLLMANN, 
 
     Plaintiff-Appellant, 
 
v. 
 
SODA SPRINGS JOINT SCHOOL 
DISTRICT NO. 150, and SCOTT MUIR, in 
his official capacity as Superintendent, 
 
     Defendants-Respondents. 
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Appeal from the District Court of the Sixth Judicial District, State of Idaho, Caribou 
County.  Cody Brower, District Judge.  
  
Beckett Law Firm, Boise, for Appellant. 
 
Anderson Julian & Hull LLP, Boise, for Respondents. 

_____________________ 
 

This case involves a dispute about the applicable timeline for a school district’s production 
of educational records. Seeking records related to his minor child, Kollmann submitted a written 
request to the Soda Springs Joint School District No. 150 through its superintendent (collectively, 
“the school district”) specifically invoking the five-school-day timeline for production in Idaho 
Code section 33-6001(3). The school district responded and indicated that it would be producing 
the requested records within the 45-day timeline provided for in the federal Family Educational 
Rights and Privacy Act (“FERPA”) instead of the five-school-day timeline in Idaho Code section 
33-6001(3). Kollmann then filed a petition for a writ of mandamus, arguing that section 33-6001(3) 
imposes a mandatory five-day timeline and that FERPA’s 45-day provision is merely an outer 
limit that does not displace the state law requirement. The school district moved to dismiss the 
petition. The district court granted the motion to dismiss, finding that section 33-6001(3) 
unambiguously permits the school district to rely on the timeline in the FERPA regulation.  

On appeal, Kollmann contends that the district court’s interpretation effectively nullifies 
Idaho’s five-day requirement and that a writ of mandamus should have issued because the school 
district had a clear legal duty to produce the records within five days. The school district argues 
that section 33-6001(3) expressly allows compliance with a different timeline established by 
applicable federal or state law, that FERPA’s 45-day period therefore governed the request, and 
that dismissal was proper because Kollmann failed to establish a violation of law or entitlement to 
mandamus relief.    


