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48
Education Act,
R.S.0. 1990, c. E.2, s.1(1).

DEFINITIONS

1.(1) In this Act and the regulations, except where otherwise provided in the Act or
regulations,

*exceptional pupil” means a pupil whose behavioural, communicational, intellectual,
physical or multiple exceptionalities are such that he or she is considered to need
placement in a special education program by a committee, established under subparagraph
iii of paragraph 5 of subsection 11(1), of the board,

(a)  of which the pupil is a resident pupil,

(b) that admits or enrols the pupil other than pursuant to an agreement with another
board for the provision of education, or

(c) to which the cost of education in respect of the pupil is payable by the Minister;
("eleve en difficulte®) R.S.0. 1980, c. 129, s. 1(1) pars. 20, 21.
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REGULATION 305
SPECIAL EDUCATION IDENTIFICATION PLACEMENT
AND REVIEW COMMITTEES AND APPEALS

"R.R.O. 1990, Reg. 305, s. 6; Fr. version O. Reg. 663/91

6. (1) An exceptional pupil shall not be placed in a special education program witﬁout
the written consent of a parent of the pupil.

(2) Where a parent of an exceptional pupil,

(a) refuses or fails to consent to the placement recommended by a committee
and to give notice of appeal under s. 4; and

(b) has not instituted proceedings in respect of the determinations of the
committee within thirty days of the date of the written statement prepared

by the committee,

The board may direct the appropriate principal to place the exceptional pupil as
recommended by the committee and to notify a parent of the pupil of the action that has

been taken.
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