
 
 

Minutes of the special meeting of the 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON SPECIAL EDUCATION SERVICES (ACSES) 

Monday, April 25, 2016 in the Laurence Patterson Room of the 
English Montreal School Board at 7:00 PM. 

 
PRESENT: 
Parent Members: 
Elizabeth Arnot 
Isabelle Baas 
Serena Capplette 
Joanne Charron 
Cynthia Dudley 
Giovanni Goffredo 
Andrea Morrison 
Rinku Vardi 
 
 

Non-Teaching Professionals: 
Susan Waite, Speech-Language Pathologist 
 
 

Support Staff: 
Paul Robichaud, Special Education Technician 
 
 

In-School Administrator: 
Anna Sanalitro, Principal 
Patrizia Ciccarelli, Alt. Principal 
 
 

Outside Agency: 
Rosemary Short, Jewish General Hospital 
 
 

Non-Voting Members:  
Lew Lewis, Director, Student Services 
Julie René de Cotret, Assistant Director, Student Services 
Brigida Sellato, Communications Consultant 
 
 

Observers: 
Filomena Trindade, RPC West 
Todd Roberts, RPC East Delegate, Vincent Massey 
 

REGRETS: 
Parent Member: 
Mubeenah Mughal 
 
Teachers: 
Gail Bernstein, Teacher 
Peter Sutherland, Teacher 
 
Commissioner: 
Angela Mancini, Chairman 
Sylvia Lo Bianco, Vice-Chairman 



 
1. WELCO ME 

Joanne Charron welcomed everyone and called the meeting to order at 7:05 pm. 
 
2. APPRO VAL O F AGENDA 

It was moved by Isabelle Baas, seconded by Giovanni Goffredo and resolved to accept the agendas presented. 
Vote: 10-0-0 (R. Vardi & A. Morrison not present)  Motion Carried 

 
3. BUSINESS ARISING 
 
R. Vardi and A. Morrison Arrived 
 

3.1. CO NSULTATIO N: SPECIAL EDUCATIO N PO LICY 
The members discussed more recommendations to the policy.  Concerns were on the following; 
The language of the policy to be easier to understand for the end user (parent).  The members briefly 
discussed using less legal language and a more accessable format, the item was put to a vote to include 
in the recommendations (vote: 5-5-2) status quo was maintained. 
 
Annex with references and tools for parents and a definition and the differences between modification 
and adaptation, these recommendations will be dealt with on their own in separate documents. 
 
Recommendations to the policy: 
Importance of the flow chart for the reader. 
Page 10 item 2.1 & Page 13 item 4.4 “parents required” legally false parents have a choice replace with 
“strongly recommend” 
Replace “available resources” with equitable use of resources” 
Page 17 item 7.3 reword to say “sometimes a support service may benefit both teacher and student” 
Page 6, section 3 include the entire section of the Education Act chapter E-20.1  
 
It was moved by Isabelle Baas, seconded by Cynthia Dudley and unanimously resolved that ACSES 
approve the following recommendations to the Special Education Policy to be added to those from the 
last meeting. 
Vote: 12-0-0     Motion Carried 
 
Recommendations to the policy: 
Put back put back and add to: Page 4 item 1.3   Supporting Documents 
-The Canadian Charter of Rights 
-The Youth Protection Act 
-Juris Prudence 
-Eaton vs. Brant County Board of Education (Supreme Court Judgment - February 6, 1997) 
 
Issue with Page 5 item 2 Policy Statement 
The organization of such educational services shall be based on the individual evaluation of the abilities 
and needs of the students and on the available financial resources. 
 
Page 5-6 item 3 Field of Application 
Include the entire passage of the Education Act . . . Section 1 of the Education Act. 
 
Page 13 item 4. Evaluation 
Add adapted behavior to the list 
 
Page 26 item 7 Parental Consent Regarding the IEP 
The section should be reworded in order to sound less dismissive ensuring collaboration and equal 
partnership with parents  
 
7.1 Once the IEP has been developed, parents will be asked to sign it.  
7.2 In the event that parents do not sign the IEP or do not present themselves for a pre-designated IEP 
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meeting, a notation to that effect shall be made on the IEP. As a general rule, the school will then 
continue to implement the strategies and support measures outlined in the IEP. However, in cases where 
the modification of the student’s program is being considered, then the school shall proceed to obtain 
the written consent of the parents. 

7.3 In the event that parents do not approve of certain elements (e.g. recommended program modifications) 
in the IEP or the entire IEP, the school team shall consider the parents’ comments on a case-by-case 
basis taking into account the best interest of the student in question.  Subsequent to this process, if an 
agreement still cannot be reached with the student’s parents, then the principal and/or parents can refer 
to the “Mechanisms for Addressing Issues Raised by the Application of the Policy” (see Section VII) 

 
Page 29 item VII MECHANISMS FOR ADDRESSING ISSUES RAISED BY THE APPLICATION OF 
THE POLICY 
Simple flow for parents to understand the process for complaints, perhaps including a flow chart or bullet 
form steps and reword #5 so that parents understand they can go to the Secretary General who can guide 
them in the process to go to the Council. 
 
1. Issues raised or decisions contested by parents with respect to the application of the Special 

Education Policy must first be directed to the principal of the school concerned who must attempt to 
find appropriate solutions with the assistance, where necessary, of a resource person from the 
School Board. 

2. If the issue(s) cannot be resolved or if a decision remains contested at the level of the school, the 
principal and/or the parents shall refer the case to the Director of Student Services or his/her 
designate and the Regional Director responsible for the school. 

3. If the issue(s) is still not resolved or if a decision is further contested, the Regional Director and/or 
the parents shall refer the case to the Deputy Director General and subsequently the Director 
General if deemed necessary for purposes of a final decision.  

4. If the parents are still not satisfied with the results of the mechanisms, as outlined in steps 1, 2, and 3 
above, the parents may submit, as per section 6.4 of By-law No.8 (2010) – i.e. Establishing the 
Complaint Examination Procedure for Students or their Parents or Guardians - a written complaint 
to the Secretary General of the School Board.  

5. If the complaint meets the criteria of sections 9 to 12 of the Education Act to request the 
reconsideration of a decision (see Appendix C), the parents may choose to utilize that procedure or 
to forward their complaint directly to the Student Ombudsman.   

 
It was moved by Serena Capplette, seconded by Giovanni Goffredo and unanimously resolved that 
ACSES approve the following recommendations to the Special Education Policy that were made at the 
last meeting. 
Vote: 12-0-0     Motion Carried 
 

4. DATE O F NEXT MEETING 
Thursday, May 26, 2016 @ 6:30 pm @ St. Pius X Culinary Centre. 
 

5. ADJO URNMENT 
It was moved by Isabelle Baas, seconded by Giovanni Goffredo to adjourn the meeting at 8:50 pm.  
Vote: 12-0-0       Motion Carried 

 
 
 
 
 

________________________    ___________________________ 
Joanne Charron      Brigida Sellato 
Chair       Communications Consultant/Secretary 
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