ORDER AND INJUNCTION

AND NOW, this 5th day of May, 1972, it is ORDERED that the AMENDED
STIPULATION and AMENDED CONSENT AGREEMENT are APPROVED and ADOPTED as fair ‘and
reasonable to all members of both the plaintiff and defendant classes.,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the defendants; the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, the Secretary of the Department of Educatlon, the State Board of
Education, the Secretary of the Department of Public Welfare, the named
defendant scheol districts and intermediate units and each of the school
A districts and intermediate units in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, their
officers, employees, egents and successors are ENJOINED as follows:

(a) from applying Seetion 1304 of the Public School Code of 1949,

24 Purd. Stat, Sec. 1304, so as to postpone or in any way deny to any mentally

retarded child access to a free public pfogram of education and training;

(b) from applying Section 1326 or Section 1330(2) of the School
Code of 1949, 24 Purd. Stat., Secs 13-1326 and 13-133062) so as to postpone, to
terminate or in any way deny to any mentally retarded child access to a free
program of education and training; . ) i -

(¢) from applying Section 1371(1l) of the School Code of 1949, 24
Purd, Stat. Sec, 13-1371(Ll) so to deny to any mentally retarded childlaccess
to a free public program of education ane training; ‘

(d) from applying‘Section 1376 of the School Code of 1949, 24 Purd,
Stat, Sec. 13-1376, so as to deny tuition or tultion and maintenance to any
mentally retarded person exceet on the same terms as may be applied to other
exXceptional children, including brain damaged children generally;

(e) from denying homebound instruction under 1372(3) of the School
Code of 1949, 24 Purd. Stat. Sec., 13-1372(3) to any mentally retarded child
merely because no physical disability accompanies the retardation or because

retardation is not a short-term disability;



(£f) from applying Section 1375 of the School Code of 1949, 24 Purd,
Stat. Sec, 13-1375, so as to deny to any mentally retarded child access to a
free public program of education and training;’

(g) rto provide, as soon as possible but in no event later than
September L, 1972, to every retarded person between the ages of six and twenty-
one years as to the date of this Order.and thereafter, access to a free public
program of education and training appropriate to his léarning capacitlies;

(h) to provide, as soon as possible but in no .event later than
September 1, 1972, wherever defendants provide a pre-school program of education
and training for children aged less than six years of age, access to a free
public program of education and training appropriate to his learning capacities
to every mentally retarded child of the %ame ages

(1) to provide notice and the opportgnity for a hearing prior to a
change in educational status of any child who is mentally retarded or thought
to be mentally retarded;

(i) to re-evaluate the educational assignment of évery mentally
retarded child not less than every two years, or_annually upon the parents!
request, and upon such re-evaluation, to provide notice and the opportunity
for a hearing. .
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