APPROVED Rockvil l e, Maryl and
15- 1994 March 21, 1994

The Board of Education of Mntgonery County nmet in regular
session at the Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville,
Maryl and, on Monday, March 21, 1994, at 8:40 p.m

ROLL CALL Present: M's. Carol Fanconi, President
in the Chair
M. Stephen Abrans
Ms. Carrie Baker
Ms. Frances Brenneman
Dr. Al an Cheung
M. Blair G Ew ng
Ms. Beatrice Gordon
Ms. Ana Sol Qutierrez

Absent : None

O hers Present: Dr. Paul L. Vance, Superintendent
Ms. Katheryn W Genberling, Deputy
Dr. H Philip Rohr, Deputy
M. Thomas S. Fess, Parliamentarian

Re:  ANNOUNCEMENT

M's. Fanconi announced that the Board had been neeting in closed
session to consult with its attorneys.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 225-94 Re: BOARD ACENDA - MARCH 21, 1994

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Gordon seconded by Dr. Cheung, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with Ms. Baker, Ms. Brenneman, Dr. Cheung, Ms. Fanconi,
Ms. Gordon, and Ms. Cutierrez voting in the affirmative; M.
Abrans and M. Ew ng being tenporarily absent:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education approve its agenda for
March 21, 1994, with the addition of a resolution on an agreenent
wi t h MCCSSE.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 226- 94 Re:  STUDENT LEADERSH P MONTH, APRI L,
1994

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Baker seconded by Ms. CGordon, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopted with Ms. Baker, Ms. Brenneman, Dr. Cheung, M. Ew ng,
M's. Fanconi, Ms. Gordon, and Ms. Qutierrez voting in the
affirmative; M. Abrans being tenporarily absent:

WHEREAS, The Montgonmery County Board of Education has a
continuing commtnment to support active student participation in
school and community activities; and



2 March 21, 1994

WHEREAS, An open di al ogue anong the Board of Educati on,
Mont gonery County Governnent and student organi zations is
productive and useful; and

WHEREAS, Participation by our youth is valued by the Board of
Education; and

WHEREAS, Activities scheduled in April include the election of
t he student nmenmber of the Board of Education, MCR and MCJC

el ections, National Student Leadership Wek, and National Youth
Service Day which involve our youth in their rightful roles as
citizens; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education hereby join with the county
executive, County Council and superintendent of schools in
designating April 1994, as Student Leadership nonth in Montgonery
County, and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on comrend student | eaders for
their efforts and achi evenents on behalf of Montgonery County
Publ i ¢ School s.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 227-94 Re: APPROVAL OF AGREEMENT W TH THE
MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCI L OF
SUPPORTI NG SERVI CES EMPLOYEES

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Gordon seconded by Dr. Cheung, the follow ng resol ution was
adopt ed unani nousl y: #

#student Board nenber's vote does not count.

WHEREAS, Section 6-520 of the Education Article, Annotated Code
of Maryland, permts the Board of Education to enter into
negotiations with the designated enpl oyee organi zati on concerni ng
"sal ari es, wages, hours, and other working conditions"; and

WHEREAS, The Montgonery County Council of Supporting Services
Enpl oyees was properly designated as the enpl oyee organi zation to
be exclusive representative for these negotiations; and

WHEREAS, The Board's negoti ated agreenent wi th MCCSSE was
approved in June 1993 for a two-year period until June 30, 1995,
and the agreenent included a reopener for salary and benefits for
Fi scal Year 1995; and

VWHEREAS, In Novenber 1993 the Board of Education and MCCSSE began
negoti ations for salary and benefit ternms for Fiscal Year 1995;
and

WHEREAS, Sai d negoti ations have occurred in good faith, as
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directed by law, and

WHEREAS, The parties have reached tentative agreenent and the
agreenent has now been duly ratified by the nenbership of the
Mont gonery County Council of Supporting Services Enpl oyees; now
therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education approve the Agreenent for
the period of July 1, 1994, through June 30, 1995; and be it
further

Resol ved, That the president of the Board of Education be
authorized to sign the Agreenent which will be inplenented by the
Board when funds are properly authorized, all according to the
said Agreenent and to the | aw.

Re: PUBLI C COMVENTS
The follow ng individuals appeared before the Board:

1. daren Hol mes, SAFE

2. Alen Prettyman, Damascus C uster
3. Carolyn Case

4. Marion Haupt

5. Mchael Calsetta

RESOLUTI ON NO. 228-94 Re: MAKE- UP DAYS FOR THE 1993-94 SCHOOL
YEAR

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Gordon, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County is required
under the Education Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland to
schedule a m nimum of 180 instructional days for a school year;
and

WHEREAS, Mont gonery County Public Schools has been closed for ten
instructional days thus far this school year due to weat her
condi tions; and

WHEREAS, On February 22, 1994, the Board of Education anended the
1993-94 school year and cal endar by adding instructional days on
June 15, 16, 17, and 20; and

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education authorized the superintendent of
schools to pursue vigorously and interpretation of COMAR to see
if a waiver could be granted so that the preferred option of
extendi ng the school day could be inplenented by the tine the
fourth quarter begins in the school year; and
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VWHEREAS, On March 8, 1994, the state superintendent of school s
granted a wai ver to Montgonery County Public Schools to | engthen
t he school day by 30 m nutes beginning April 5, through the |ast
day of school, and by adding one day to the school year, June 15,
1994; and

VWHEREAS, The | ast day for teachers will be June 16, 1994, with

t he understandi ng that any additional all-day school closing wll
be made up by adding themto the end of the school year; now
therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education anend Resol ution No. 169-94
by deleting June 16, 17, and 20 as instructional days, making
June 15 the last day for students; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Education | engthen the school day by
30 m nutes beginning April 5 through the |ast day of school; and
be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to add
any additional make-up days to the end of the school year to neet
the state requirenent, if necessary, and that the | ast day for
staff be adjusted accordingly.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 229-94 Re: ENHANCED EARLY RETI REMENT | NCENTI VE
PROCGRAM

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Gordon, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, On April 22, 1985, the Board of Education approved an
Early Retirenment Incentive ProgramfromJuly 1, 1985, to June 30,
1987; and

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education has subsequently extended the
Early Retirenent Incentive Program and on April 14, 1993,
adopted a resolution extending the programthrough July 1, 1995;
and

VWHEREAS, the Board of Education's approved FY 95 operating budget
assunes a savings of $1.5 million by increasing the early
retirement incentive paynment as a one-tine opportunity for
eligible enpl oyees who retire July 1, 1994; and

VWHEREAS, MCPS staff has anal yzed a variety of options to achieve
the desired savings; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the enhanced Early Retirenent |ncentive Program be
adopted as foll ows:
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Eligibility

The enhanced ERIP wll be offered to enployees eligible for early
retirement who retire effective July 1, 1994, provided they are
within 5 years of normal retirenment eligibility and have at | east
25 years of service credit.

Enhanced ERI P Pl an Desi gn:

For eligible enpl oyees whose annual salary is $65,000 or |ess the
enhanced ERIP will be as foll ows:

1 vyear early 20 percent of final salary in 1 paynent

2 years early 37 percent of final salary in 2 annual paynents
3 years early 55 percent of final salary in 3 annual paynents
4 years early 72 percent of final salary in 4 annual paynents
5 years early 90 percent of final salary in 5 annual paynents

For eligible enpl oyees whose annual salary is greater than
$65, 000 the enhanced ERIP will be as foll ows:

1 vyear early 20 percent of final salary in 1 paynent

2 years early 33 percent of final salary in 2 annual paynents
3 years early 47 percent of final salary in 3 annual paynents
4 years early 61 percent of final salary in 4 annual paynents
5 years early 75 percent of final salary in 5 annual paynents

The current supplenent to early retiree health plan costs w |
remai n unchanged; and be it further

Resol ved, That the existing ERI P approved by the Board of
Education on April 14, 1993, will continue to be available after
July 1, 1994, to eligible enployees who elect to retire on or
before July 1, 1995.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 230- 94 Re: PROCUREMENT CONTRACTS MORE THAN
$25, 000

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Gordon seconded by M. Abrans, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of equi pnent,
supplies, and contractual services; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised, the foll ow ng
contracts be awarded to the | ow bidders neeting specifications as
shown for the bids as foll ows:
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6 March 21,
O fice Papers
Awar dees
Alling and Cory $ 100,678
Anti et am Paper Conpany 1, 358
Garrett-Buchanan 130, 299
Nat i onwi de Papers 652, 570
Frank Parsons Paper Conpany, Inc. 495
RI'S Paper Conpany, I nc. 3, 505
Stanford Paper Conpany 690, 078
Toucan Busi ness Forns 6, 582
Wl cox, Walter, Furlong Paper Conpany 3, 900
R S. WIlard Conpany, Inc. 8,972
TOTAL $1, 598, 437
Physi cal Education Supplies and Equi prment
Awar dees
Al um num At hl eti ¢ Equi prent Conpany $ 6, 200
Artistic, Inc. 235
Cannon Sports, Inc. 19, 205
Col | egi ate Sports 7,471
Dita USA, Inc. 104
DVF Sporting Goods, Inc. 6, 940
Bill Fritz Sports Corporation 9, 995
Geor gi - Spor t 11, 860
G 1l Sports Corporation 1, 290
Gopher Athletic Sport 6, 818
Leapro Sports Conpany, |nc. 594
Mar | ow Sports, Inc. 4, 046
Morley Athletic Supply Conpany, Inc. 24, 320
Passon's Sports 25, 216
Penn Monto, Inc. 883
Har vey Rat ner and Associ ates 1, 450
Sportine Select Service and Supply 736
Sport mast er/ Recreation Equi pnment Unlimted 2,697
Things fromHell, Inc. 650
Wl verine Sports 430
Yor kt owmn Sport Shop I 5, 967
TOTAL $ 137,107
Pl ayground Equi prnent
Awar dees
Ganetine Inc., c/o Wst Rec., Inc. $ 57, 950
| ron Mountain Forge 48, 610
Landscape Structures, Inc. 44, 807
Rec-creative, Inc. 50, 111
Triple J Construction, Inc. 60, 332
TOTAL $ 261,810

I ndustrial and Technol ogy Education Lunber
Awar dees
Al lied International $ 48, 626

1994
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Al'lied Plywod Corporation 2,899
Catskill Mountain Lunber 7,370 *
Expanko Cor k Conpany, Inc. 2,880
MacLea Architectural Wod Products 2, 847
The Mann and Par ker Lunber Conpany 50, 848
Rex Lunmber Conpany 23, 026
Sports Academ ¢ Supplies 1,127
TOTAL $ 139, 623
MORE THAN $25, 000 $2, 136, 977

* Denotes MFD vendors

RESOLUTI ON NO. 231-94 Re: AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR NMAI NTENANCE
PROJECT AT COL. ZADOK MAGRUDER HI GH
SCHOOL

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Baker, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, The follow ng sealed bids to replace the cooling tower
at Col. Zadok Magruder Hi gh School were received on March 2,

1994, in accordance wth MCPS Procurenment Practices, with work to
begin i medi ately and be conpl eted by May 15, 1994:

Bi dder Anpunt
1. EMD Mechani cal Specialists $49, 197
2. M&M Wl di ng & Fabricators, Inc. 59, 480
3. Mech-Air, Inc. 61, 000
4. Arey, Inc. 62, 026
5. R W Warner, Inc. 64, 200
6. Conbusti oneer, Inc. 66, 000
7. W B. Maske Sheet Metal Wrks, Inc. 73, 349

and

VWHEREAS, The low bid is below the staff estinmate of $60, 000, and
sufficient funds are available to award the contract; and

WHEREAS, EMD Mechani cal Specialists has conpleted simlar
projects successfully at Argyle Mddl e School and Montgonery
Blair and R chard Mntgonery high schools; now therefore be

Resol ved, That a $49, 197 contract be awarded to EMD Mechani ca
Specialists to replace the cooling tower at Col. Zadok Magruder
Hi gh School .
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RESOLUTI ON NO. 232-94 Re: REROOFI NG - MARYVALE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Baker, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, The foll ow ng seal ed bids were received on February 17,
1994, for reroofing Maryval e El ementary School which will begin
on July 1, 1994, and be conpleted by August 29, 1994:

Bi dder Anmount
1. R D. Bean, Inc. $462, 570
2. Rayco Roof Service, Inc. 468, 200
3. O ndorff & Spaid, Inc. 503, 389

and

VWHEREAS, The ow bidder, R D. Bean, Inc., has conpleted simlar
projects successfully at various schools, including Bel nont,
Waysi de, and Whetstone el enentary school s; and

VWHEREAS, The low bid is below the staff estinmate of $475, 000; and

WHEREAS, The State Interagency Commttee for Public School
Construction will fund 50 percent of the eligible work for
reroofing Maryval e El ementary School as part of the state
system c renovation program now therefore be it

Resol ved, That a $462,570 contract be awarded to R D. Bean, Inc.,
for reroofing Maryval e El enentary School, in accordance with

pl ans and specifications prepared by the Departnment of Facilities
Managenment, and subject to final action by the County Council on
the FY 1995 Capital Budget; and be it further

Resol ved, That the contract be forwarded to the State |nteragency
Comm ttee for School Construction for approval to reinburse

Mont gonery County Public Schools for the state eligible portion
of the Maryval e El enentary School reroofing project.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 233-94 Re: AWARD OF CONTRACT - GAl THERSBURG
M DDLE SCHOCL #2

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Baker, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, The follow ng bids were received on March 10, 1994, for
the construction of Gaithersburg Mddle School #2, with work to
be conpleted by July 1, 1995:
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Bi dder Anmount
1. d en Construction Co., Inc. $10, 331, 800
2. Hess Constructi on Conpany 10, 420, 000
3. Dustin Construction, Inc. 10, 519, 100
4. Henl ey Construction Co., Inc. 10, 797, 000
5. Triangl e General Contractors, Inc. 10,835, 000
6. Jowett | ncorporated 10, 846, 000

and

VWHEREAS, d en Construction conpany, Inc., has conpleted simlar
wor k successfully for Montgonmery County Public Schools, including
Quince O chard Hi gh School; and

VWHEREAS, Due to the areawi de increase in construction costs, the
| ow bid exceeds the project budget and sufficient funds are not
avai l able to award the contract; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That a $10, 331,800 contract be awarded to d en
Construction conpany, Inc., for the construction of Gaithersburg
M ddl e School #2, in accordance with plans and specifications
prepared by SHW G oup, Architects, contingent upon the approval
of $985,000 in additional funding; and be it further

Resol ved, That the county executive be requested to recommend to
t he County Council approval of a $985,000 FY 1994 Capital Budget
suppl ement al appropriation.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 234-94 Re: UTI LI ZATION OF FY 1994 FUTURE
SUPPCRTED PRQIECT FUNDS FOR THE
El SENHONER SPECI AL PRQJECTS I N
SCl ENCE AND MATHEMATI CS

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Ewi ng seconded by Dr. Cheung, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend within the FY 1994 Provision for Future
Supported Projects a grant award of $337,405 fromthe Maryl and
State Departnent of Education (MSDE) under the federal Dw ght D.
Ei senhower Mat hematics and Science Education Act, Title Il, to
provide training to inprove the mathematics and science
backgrounds and teachi ng net hods of el enentary and secondary
teachers, in the foll ow ng categories:

Cat egory Anmount
1 Admi ni stration $ 318, 351

10 Fi xed Charges 19, 054
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TOTAL $ 337, 405
and be it further

Resol ved, That a copy of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 235-94 Re: UTI LI ZATI ON OF FY 1994 FUTURE
SUPPORTED PRQJIECT FUNDS FOR SCI ENCE
PROGRAMS

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Ew ng, the follow ng resol ution was adopted unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That in accordance with the resolution fromthe

Mont gonery County Public School s Educational Foundation, Inc.,
the Board of Education accept the funds awarded to the Foundati on
by the Howard Hughes Medical Institute; and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
receive within the FY 1994 Provision for Future Supported
Projects a grant award of $150,000 fromthe Howard Hughes Medi cal
Institute, through the Montgonery County Public School s

Educati onal Foundation, Inc., for three secondary science
prograns; and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
expend $65, 000 of the award to continue an internship program at
the National Institutes of Health for biology teachers and
students, in the foll ow ng categories:

Cat egory Anmount
2 I nstructional Sal aries $33, 000
3 O her Instructional Costs 29, 360
10 Fi xed Char ges 2, 640
TOTAL $65, 000

and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
expend $56, 500 of the award to continue a biotechnol ogy training
program in the follow ng categories:

Cat egory Anmount
2 | nstructional Salaries $26, 400
3 O her Instructional Costs 28, 000
10 Fi xed Char ges 2, 640
TOTAL $65, 000

and be it further
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Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
expend $56, 500 of the award to continue a biotechnol ogy training
program in the follow ng categories:

Cat egory Anmount
2 | nstructional Sal aries $ 5,000
3 O her Instructional Costs 23,100
10 Fi xed Char ges 400
TOTAL $28, 500

and be it further

Resol ved, That a copy of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 236- 94 Re:  UTI LI ZATION OF FY 1994 FUTURE
SUPPCRTED PRQIECT FUNDS FOR THE
| NFANTS AND TODDLERS PROGRAM

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Gordon seconded by Ms. Baker, the follow ng resolution was
adopted with M. Abrans, M. Baker, Ms. Brenneman, Dr. Cheung,
M. Ewing, Ms. Gordon, and Ms. CQutierrez voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Fanconi abstai ni ng:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend within the FY 1994 Provision for Future
Supported Projects a grant award of $169, 248 in federal funds
fromthe Maryland O fice of Children, Youth, and Famli es,
t hrough the Montgonmery County Government, for the Interagency
Infants and Toddl ers Program in the foll ow ng categories:

Cat egory Posi ti ons* Anmount
1 Adm ni stration $ 5,326
4 Speci al Education 4.0 141, 552
10 Fi xed Charges ___ 22,370
TOTAL 4.0 $169, 248
* 1.0 Program Specialist (12 nonth)

1.5 Special Education Teachers (10 nonth)
.3 Physical Therapist (10 nonth)
.2 Occupational Therapist (10 nonth)

1.0 Speech Pat hol ogi st (10 nont h)

and be it further

Resol ved, That a copy of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.



12 March 21, 1994

RESOLUTI ON NO. 237-94 Re: RECOVMENDED FY 1994 SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRI ATI ON FOR THE MATHEMATI CS
CONTENT/ CONNECTI ONS  PROGRAM

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Gordon, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized,
subject to County Council approval, to receive and expend an FY
1994 suppl enental appropriation of $741,183 fromthe Nati onal
Sci ence Foundation (NSF), under the Teacher Preparation and
Enhancenent Program for the Mathematics Content/ Connecti ons
(MCC) program in the follow ng categories:

Cat egory Posi ti ons* Anmount
2 | nstructional Sal aries 2.5 $613, 833
3 O her Instructional Costs 43, 000
10 Fi xed Charges ___ 84, 350

TOTAL 2.5 $741, 183

* 1.0 Project Specialist, Gade E (12 nonth)
1.0 Fiscal Specialist, Gade 24 (12 nonth)
.5 Secretary, Gade 12 (12 nonth)

and be it further

Resol ved, That the county executive be requested to recommend
approval of this resolution to the County Council, and a copy of
this resolution be sent to the county executive and the County
Counci | .

RESOLUTI ON NO. 238-94 Re: RECOVMENDED FY 1994 SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRI ATI ON FOR THE FI ELD TRI P
FUND

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Gordon, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, The FY 1994 (Operati ng Budget adopted by the Board of
Educati on on June 10, 1993, included $500,000 for the Field Trip
Enterpri se Fund; and

WHEREAS, The nunber of requests for eligible services has
exceeded the anticipated |evel of activity; and

WHEREAS, The Division of Transportation wll receive a nunber of
additional eligible requests for transportation services during
FY 1994; and
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WHEREAS, A suppl enental appropriation to increase the Field Trip
Fund is required to cover the cost of projected transportation
services through the end of the year; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend an FY 1994 suppl enental appropriation of

$400, 000 fromthe County Council to increase the Field Trip Fund,
in the follow ng category:

Cat egory Anmount
71 Field Trip Fund $400, 000

and be it further

Resol ved, That the county executive be requested to recommend
approval of this resolution to the County Council, and a copy of
this resolution be sent to the county executive and the County
Counci | .

RESOLUTI ON NO. 239-94 Re: PERSONNEL APPO NTMENT

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. Baker, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the follow ng personnel appointnent be approved:

Appoi nt ment Present Position As
Madel i ne A. Col eman Asst. Princi pal Pri nci pal
Robert Frost M5 McKenney Hills

Learni ng Center
Ef fective: 3-22-94

Re: DI SCUSSI ON OF QUTCOVES AND
ASSESSMENTS

Dr. Vance stated that he was pleased they had this opportunity to

explore a critically inportant area of outcones and assessnents.
Next to instruction, the nost inportant area to consider was how

wel | students were perform ng. Assuring the success of every

student woul d depend on how wel| they designed, devel oped,

i npl emrented, and assessed a conprehensi ve program of neasuring

student progress. Over the past two years the standards and

out cones wor kgroup had been working to determ ne how MCPS coul d
respond to the demands of continual accountability for 114,000

students. Staff would describe the assessnment infrastructure

wi thin MCPS and woul d present a conprehensive, state-of-the-art

assessment program In addition, they would provide an update on

the new reporting process that clearly reflected established
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standards for student conpetency, school and systemm de
achi evenent, and outconmes for students at each grade | evel

Ms. Cenberling explained that this would be the initial

di scussi on of outcones and standard setting. They would give the
Board exanpl es of the changes in the assessnment programin the
Grades 3-8 annual assessnent CRT's that were now part of the SES
reporting process. They would respond to questions that were

rai sed at the recent discussion of the Success for Every Student
plan. The third topic was the revised reporting process for

i ndi vi dual students which had been nodified to show a reporting
process that woul d extend over one year to give an individual
student profile.

Dr. Joseph Villani, associate superintendent, said they would use
two teans to brief the Board on reporting standards and on the
design of their new assessnent program He thanked the nenbers
of the standards commttee and the conmttee on assessnent,
design, and inplenentation who were in the audience. He

i ntroduced Ms. Eoline Cary and M. Steve Sel eznow, chairs of the
standards commttee. He noted that as they | ooked at Success for
Every Student and assessnent they began to realize that Success
for Every Student was at the heart of assessnent.

Ms. Cary reported that the standards comm ttee was beginning its
third year. This evening they would be | ooking at reporting to
parents and al so at the assessnent program conponents. Wthin

t he past nonth, schools had sent hone individual notices to
parents inform ng them about the performance of their children in
Grades 4, 6, and 7 on the CRT in math which was taken | ast
spring. The letter told parents that the proficiency standard
expected at this grade |level was 650. It was inportant to
remenber that this was a very challenging test. It was not a
basic skills test. On the reverse side of the letter to parents
was a chart show ng how the student did. The report listed the
child' s current school, where the child took the test, and

whet her the student nmet or exceeded the standard. Only three
percent of students taking the test exceeded with distinction.

Ms. Cary said that the commttee had di scussed what constituted a
standard. A standard was the |level or degree of performance or
achi evenment that was judged to be proficient or distinguished.
The individual student standard in MCPS was a high | evel of
proficiency reflected by the 650 scale score. The scal e extended
from 100 to 900, and students who scored between 800 and 900
exceeded that standard with distinction. They then set the

i ndi vi dual school standard. The school was expected to have
between 75 and 100 percent of the eligible students taking the
test nmeeting that individual student standard of 650 by 1997.

The systemm de standard was that 100 percent of the schools

adm nistering the test would have between 75 and 100 percent of
their eligible students neeting the individual standard by 1997.
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The bottom part of the formhad nore specifics on the child's
performance by mat hematics topic.

M. Sel eznow stated that they wanted to be able to show parents
how their children perforned year to year. They wanted to give
parents a better picture of their child s performance over tine.
They showed the Board a prototype of what this would | ook Iike
in 1998. For exanple, they would be able to see how a child
performed in 1994, 1995, 1996, and 1997. A parent could conpare
the child s performance each year. On the final notice, there
woul d be the information on percentages of students scoring above
a particular score. M. Seleznow explained that this was only
the first half of the standard setting they were doing. They
woul d have a grow h standard and woul d be reporting to parents on
a year-to-year basis. They needed another year's test
performance to have the data to draw the standard. They expected
to have a simlar format for the readi ng/l anguage arts standards
they were setting.

Dr. Villani explained that the second part of their presentation
was on what the assessnent |ooked |ike now. They had been

wor king to devel op an assessnent design that would tell them what
children knew, what they could do, and what opportunity they had
had to learn. They were striving to give students, parents,
teachers, and the Board information about what chil dren knew and
could do. He introduced Dr. Suzanne Clewell, M. Joy Gdom and
Dr. Janes Myerberg.

Dr. dewell said she was going to speak to what know edge and
skills students had to be able to show on a nultiple choice test

to show they were achieving at grade level. 1In the past they had
gi ven students one paragraph to read and then asked one question
about the paragraph. In mathematics, there was a simlar type of
testing where students were tested on one skill in isolation. In

the present systemthey were asking students to think through
mat h and readi ng. They asked students to read one passage, and
then students had to respond to a series of questions to tap
different |levels of thinking. The enphasis was on whole text and
on a variety of texts including nyths, fables, newspaper
articles, etc. In math they presented students with a situation
so that students could do problem solving and critical thinking.

Ms. Odom stated that another part of the assessnent was what

could students do with what they knew. In mathematics, they
woul d start with an open-ended problem Students had to tell the
teacher why they chose certain nunbers. In another situation,

t hey woul d give students the answers, and the students had to
wite the questions that would yield these answers. She provi ded
the Board with sone sanples of math and readi ng | anguage arts
assessnents taken directly fromthe work of MCPS students.

Dr. Myerberg showed the Board a diagramon the grades that would
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be tested this year. They were neasuring what students should
know t hrough the use of multi-choice tests, questions in context,
and open-ended tests. They were calling performnce assessnent
what students should be able to do. This would be an extended
activity wwth a series of questions so that students woul d have
to put everything together. This was an area that was very new
and was simlar to the state test. Teachers would have to | ook
at different kinds of answers, and staff would have to | ook at
how this new testing could be best used.

In the very prelimnary stage, there was another part of the
program It was the opportunity to learn. D d students have a
chance to learn the things that were being neasured by the test?
This concept had conme into research in recent years especially
in the international test studies. For exanple, they had seen
newspaper articles that Anerican students scored | ow on certain
tests. Researchers |ooked at whether or not U S. students had
the opportunity to learn the sanme things that students in other
countries did. If two groups of students perfornmed differently
on a test, one possible reason was they did not have equal
opportunities to | earn.

Dr. Myerberg stated that over the next couple of years they

wanted to |l ook at howthis all fit together. Once they had sone

data and sone experience, they would ook at howit fit together.
Dr. Villani asked Board nenbers if they had questions.

M. Abrams said his attention had been caught when they di scussed
nmoving toward the standard of opportunity to learn. He asked if
they were going toward a qualitative assessnent on an individual
student basis. Dr. Myerberg replied that it could be both
qualitative and quantitative. To himit was nore research rather
than testing. For exanple, they could | ook at portfolios of
students to see what they had been doing in class when their test
results differed. Wat nmath objectives had they covered? How
did the students respond to the questions on the test? How were
students being encouraged to respond to the questions? |If they
wanted to do a full-scale research study, it could involve
observing in the cl assroons.

Dr. Villani added that part of the assessnent programthey were
devel opi ng was for accountability purposes. One of the neasures
of accountability for a teacher and a school was what
opportunities did the student have to learn. They were

devel opi ng an individual student profile, and part of the
information in the profile would be the opportunity to |earn.

M. Abrams conmmented that he would see the individual student
profile applying to what students should be able to do. He
presunmed that they would be able to tie a portfolio into that
process as well to help them determ ne how t he student got there.
That seened to be an assessnent that could be nmade at present as
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opposed to going to an opportunity-to-learn standard. Dr.

Myer berg explained that it was really under what conditions the
student did the work. If the work were done under testing
conditions, this would be the assessnent. They could al so | ook
back to see what was covered in class prior to the activity. He
felt that with performance assessnment everything would run

t oget her, and over the next couple of years they needed to | ook
at this stuff to see how they were going to use it and how it was
nost useful to teachers and to the Board.

Ms. Qutierrez said she did not hear curriculumnentioned in the
presentation. Curriculum should encapsul ate what a student
shoul d know, and there was the concept of a curriculumaudit to
see what they were teaching. She asked whether they were talking
about this when they said, "an opportunity to learn.” She asked
if they would be able to get to whether or not the teacher was
actually teaching the curriculumor not. Dr. Villani replied
that all of the assessnents they had devel oped were based on
their curriculum The approved curriculumwas the foundation for
t he assessnent selection. M. Cutierrez asked whether this would
allow themto find what they should be teaching and were not.

Dr. Villani explained that they worked very hard to make sure the
MCPS curricul um mat ched the external standards, and he believed
MCPS students would do well on national tests because its
curriculumwas aligned with the national standards.

M. Sel eznow reported that they could use the assessnents and the
standards to audit what was happening in the classroom He
showed the Board a copy of a SIMS database and expl ai ned how a
principal mght react to SIMS informati on by | ooking at whet her
students were on grade | evel, exceeded the standard, had
excessi ve absences, showed inprovenent, etc. They could sort the
data by race and by gender.

M's. Brenneman asked about how far out they could go for testing
purposes. M. Seleznow replied that the test discrimnated for

t hem because only three percent scored over 800 on the tests.
This showed themthat their tests were chall engi ng enough. They
used to give out-of-level tests and tests above grade |evel, but
the problemwas that they could never equate the scores and nake
relative conparisons. Wen they noved to this nodel, they wanted
to be able to show that variation and see how all students

per f or med.

Ms. Brenneman said that she had requested a roster of the
commttee, and the commttee had a | arge nunber of teachers and
principals onit. She would |ike to hear fromthe parent point
of view M. Cary explained that her conmttee did not have any
parents on it; however, the commttee had consulted wth parents.
At her own school, she had received excellent feedback from
parents about the new forns. M. Mna Signer, MCCPTA, replied
that for her it was a start in the right direction. As a parent,
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she had not received any kind of indicator for her child since
the CAT was elimnated. She was excited about this, but she was
al so concerned about what they would do for those top three
percent and how they coul d assess what those children were
capabl e of achieving. She felt that the entire assessnent
programincluding tests by MCPS and the state was very confusing
to parents. No one understood what any specific test was trying
to measure. She thought that the best thing MCPS could do would
be to put together some background information for parents so
that they woul d understand what was goi ng on

Ms. Charlotte Joseph, MCCPTA, explained that the difficulty with
MCPS task forces or conmttees was that a | ot of the neetings
were during the workday, and nost parents could not participate.
She, too, believed that nost parents did not have a clue about
what was going on. They needed to do a better job of getting
i nformati on out about changes in the test and the changes in the
reporting. Mst parents thought the report card was the
mechani sm for knowi ng how their children were doing. Now they
were going to get a synbol, the thernoneter, and sone test
results, but these had to be |inked so that parents woul d
understand. The next question from parents should be, "how can |
help ny child." Ms. Brenneman reported that she had received
the profile in a folder, but there was no linkage to the report
card, and she did not even know she was to receive this. M.
Sel eznow commented that the conmittee was concerned about the
distribution, and they were going to have a standard tinme when
this came out every year, work with parents to |let them know it
was com ng, and explain it to parents.

M. Ewi ng hoped they would get to a |ong-range strategy for
enconpassing all other areas in the curriculum They had started
at the right place with readi ng/l anguage arts and math, but they
had a substantial way to go. Once they began to get parental

i nvol venent, he believed they woul d have rising expectations.
Parents woul d want everything, and he suggested the Board needed
a plan of action to get themthere. He was particularly pleased
to see the enphasis on neasures that had to do with students who

exceeded the proficiency |evel. Many parents were concerned
about a system of neasurenent that permtted themto see how well
students were doi ng beyond the basic proficiency |level. The

G fted and Tal ented Associ ation had been urging MCPS to nove in
this direction. He hoped that they would continue with this,
particularly with the neasures that were appropriate for students
who were doing extraordinarily well.

M. Ewing noted that in one of the attachments it stated, "Wat
do we want students to know' and "Wat students should know. " He
assuned these were interchangeabl e; however, those were different
guestions than nmeasuring what students know and set a different
kind of standard. This suggested they had thought about changi ng
or had changed what they were teaching. Wat students once knew
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t hat was adequate had and woul d change; therefore, they were
measuring agai nst what students ought to know. For himit was
inportant to know what was it that had changed. He had a sense
of that fromsone of the sanple questions, but he did not have an
expl anation of what they were doing now that they did not do
before. This would be very helpful to him He thought that the
Board woul d continue to have an interest in this.

M. Ewing coomented that one of his concerns was that the
instrunmentality of education tended sonetines to becone nore

i nportant than the know edge acquisition function. There was a
tendency today to believe that there was so nmuch know edge out
there that there was very little point in trying to master
anything. Therefore, sonme people gave up on the notion that
there was a basic core of know edge peopl e ought to have. The
school system had not done that, and he thought they had noved in
the other direction as in the case of algebra which they were now
requiring. He thought they needed to nmake that direction clearer
to the general public; therefore, he would |ike to know what had
changed and what it was they were neasuring. Sonetine in the
future, he would |li ke to see a conprehensive plan to enconpass
all areas of the curricul um

Dr. Villani replied that what students should know was not | ust
content, but the |ine between know edge and process blurred at
times, especially in mathemati cs and science where it was not

j ust what you knew but how you applied it in real world
situations. This was how their programwas changing. They did
not want students to rank order three nunbers; they wanted
students to know how to apply that. |In reading/language arts
they had a curriculumthat dealt not just wth the structure of
literature but the purposes of reading and how did one apply the
skills of reading in certain contexts. Today they were teaching
children to nonitor their own processes. They had | earned that
bei ng aware of the process hel ped one transfer that know edge to
other fields. He agreed to provide the Board with nore
information on this. M. Ew ng believed there was a substantive
body of know edge that people should acquire and that there were
skills in applying it that were inportant, but it was hard to

t hi nk about anything unl ess soneone had | earned sonething first.
Wil e they needed to focus on skills, they also needed to focus
on a know edge base.

Dr. Cheung expressed his pleasure wth the presentation because
it was the beginning of many good things to conme in terns of
assessnment. He believed that it was inportant to comrunicate to
parents and that staff and teacher training was inportant because
they would have to interpret this to the parents and public. He
agreed with M. Ewi ng regarding the content standards. They were
begi nning to hear that a |l ot of students were content poor.

Mat hemati cs and | anguage arts were parts of the puzzle, and al

of these were related to strategic thinking. To him performance
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standards were what students were able to do. They shoul d not
overl ook content standards and should build a bridge between
t hem

Dr. Cheung stated that his other question concerned how students
| earned. The exanples presented by Ms. OGdom showed t he
creativity of children and their different perspectives and
different styles of learning. Staff and parents needed to be
trained in how to nmaxim ze |l earning. He had enphasized the

i ndi vi dual student profiles in order to be able to individualize
| earning for every child. He liked the synbol of the thernoneter
because a picture was worth a thousand words and did not | abel
students. He also |iked the |ongitudinal aspect because it nade
it easier to see a child as that child grew. He thought they
needed to build the content area based on their graduation

requi renents. Wen students graduated, they should know content
area as well as neeting performance standards.

Ms. Qutierrez comented that after having three sons graduate
from MCPS, this was an incredible inprovenent. She believed they
had taken an enornous |leap forward. She remarked that the CAT
test never did tell her very nuch about how her sons were doing.

In regard to gifted and talented testing, it was her
understanding that this was not the only way they woul d assess.
She was interested in a tineline, and it was evident to her that
training of teachers to these assessnments was crucial. She asked
whet her teachers would be fully trained for full inplenmentation
by the end of FY 1994.

Dr. Myerberg replied that the parts that would be fully

i npl enented were the two nultiple choice tests in nmathematics and
reading. All students in the specified grades would be tested,
and parents and schools would get results based on the standards.
They would be field testing the open-ended math performnce
test, and after receiving the data fromthis test they would set

standards. |If they had satisfactory results, they would go to
full inplenmentation. They were doing reading/l anguage arts
performance assessnent in a few schools as well. M. Odom added

that they had just conpleted about 12 hours of training with
three or four staff nenbers from each school, and they had
recei ved good feedback on the training efforts.

Ms. Fanconi commented that whenever they did testing, the system
noved to the test. She would like to discuss how they were going
to use this for systemm de i nprovenents and how the school s were
going to use it to look at how they structured the presentation
of their curriculumor worked wth individual students to inprove
achi evement. She was very concerned about students who totally

m ssed the concepts being tested. She wondered how long it took
a teacher to grade those open-ended tests and what criteria the

t eacher used.
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M's. Fanconi suggested that they consider using the press to
educate parents and the general public. For exanple, they could
have an insert in newspapers asking people to take a portion of
the test and find out what grade |evel they had just taken. She
t hought there were adults out there who would have difficulty

passing the third grade test. |If people |ooked at the
expectations for various grade levels, it would show t hem how
much things had changed since they had attended school. This

woul d i nprove the confidence of the comunity in what MCPS was
trying to achieve. Dr. Villani indicated that they would be
offering a simlar presentation to PTAs. Ms. Fanconi asked that
Board nenbers be provided with the answers to sone of the
guestions so she could explain this to various groups. She
suggested they think about putting sone of the answers in the
booklets to share with PTAs. She thanked staff for their
presentati on.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 240-94 Re: RECOVMENDED FY 95 FEES FOR THE
SUMMER SCHOOL, ADULT EDUCATI ON,
PARENT RESOURCE CENTERS, AND
GENERAL EDUCATI ON DEVELOPMENT
PROGRAMS

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abranms seconded by Dr. Cheung, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education established an enterprise fund
for regular summer school, adult education, Parent Resource
Centers, and the GED prograns, and approves fees for
nonenterprise prograns; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That for FY 95 the Board of Education increase fees by
$5.00 to $175.00 for residents and $215.00 for nonresidents for
t he high school core sunmmrer program and increase fees by $2.00
to $48.00 for 7-week and $4.00 to $96.00 for 14-week adult
education cl asses; and be it further

Resol ved, That the fee structure for all other prograns be
mai nt ai ned at the FY 94 | evel.

Re: BQOARD/ SUPERI NTENDENT COMMENTS

1. Dr. Vance comented that it was inportant to recogni ze the
significant achi evenent reached toni ght by the Board of Education
and MCCSSE and t he agreenent signed for FY 1995. He appl auded
the Board for its efforts, and he was proud of the way in which
the | eadership of MCCSSE brought a new | evel of professionalism
to the bargaining table. He |ooked to that continuing |eadership
as they brought the request for full funding of the budget to the
County Council. The budget received a big boost fromthe county
executive when he recommended to the Council that the Board's



22 March 21, 1994

budget request be fully funded. M. Potter not only endorsed the
Board' s request but publicly praised the Board for its own
efforts in taking steps to mnimze any increases in spending.

He believed this was the first tine a county executive had
recommended full funding of the Board's budget request.

2. Dr. Vance pointed out that this week the Board woul d be
hol di ng public hearings on anmendnents to the FY 1995 capital
budget and CIP. He noted the contribution made by Council menber
M chael Subin to the question of where and how to nodernize and
build a new facility for Montgonmery Blair H gh School students.
He recomended using the Sligo Creek Golf Course as a new site,
and Dr. Vance believed that the idea should be considered but not
to the detrinment of his original recomendation for Blair on the
Kay tract.

3. Dr. Vance reported that Walt Wi tman Hi gh School had been
named one of Anerica's finest high schools by Redbook, and
Spri ngbrook Hi gh School was named a wi nner in the overal
excel | ence category. These were the only two high schools in
Maryl and to receive this recognition.

4. Ms. Qutierrez indicated that after 12 years of defeat the

bill regarding English only had cone out of conmttee in
Annapolis. The proponents of the bill were getting a | arge
nunber of sponsors which guaranteed it would get out of commttee
in both the Senate and the House. It was very inportant that the

Mont gonery County Del egati on hear fromthe Board because the bil
sent a very negative nessage to Marylanders. On its face, the
bill |ooked very innocent, but people testifying against the bil
identified serious problens with the bill. In education, it was
not cl ear whether they would be able to keep on teaching American
sign | anguage. The bill permtted teaching ESCL in a very
limted environnment, and she hoped that the bill would be
defeated or, if adopted, that the governor would veto it. Ms.
Fanconi was pleased that Ms. CGutierrez had been able to testify
agai nst the bill because she had been effective in the past in
her testinony.

5. Ms. Baker reported that a year ago she had started her
journey to the Board table. On March 10, two finalists had been
sel ected for next year's student nmenber on the Board. They were
Wendy Converse from Ri chard Montgonery Hi gh School and Chance
Hart from Walt Wi tman H gh School. The el ection would be held
on April 28. She invited Board nenbers to attend the April 6
"Voi ces and Views" telecast which would be a neet-the-candi dates
forum

6. M. Ewing said that it seenmed to himthey were nuch closer to
a solution for Blair H gh School involving a new building. He
was very pleased and excited about that. He believed M. Subin's
proposal noved themin that direction and had many positive
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aspects to it. The Springbrook Cluster had witten to the Board
to indicate they were in favor of a new Blair H gh School, and
this was very significant because it had not been their position
in the past. There was al so sone |ikelihood that the matter of
Counci |l support for state funding of part of the cost of the
purchase of the Kay tract m ght change. The Council m ght decide
to support that. He commented that follow ng the public hearings
t he superintendent should start thinking about howto craft a
position that would achi eve the Board' s endorsenent and
subsequent Council support.

7. Inregard to the English-only bill, M. Ew ng pointed out
that the bill provides that all the records of the State of
Maryl and nust be in English. This would create a probl em since
the charter of the state was witten in Latin.

8. Ms. Fanconi said they were being encouraged to contact the
House Ways and Means Committee to explain that education funding
needs to be increased and that they did not support the cap on
teacher retirement. They did support the recomrendati on of the
governor's conmmi ssion to increase education funding, especially
for the foundation grant. The commttee was | ooking at
increasing the cigarette tax which was supported by nost people
in Maryl and.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 241-94 Re: CLOSED MEETING - APRIL 14, 1994

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Abrans seconded by Ms. CQutierrez, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County is

aut hori zed by the Education Article of the Annotated Code of
Maryland and Title 10 of the State Governnment Article to conduct
certain neetings or portions of its neetings in closed session;
now t herefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education of Montgonery County hereby
conduct a portion of its neeting on April 14, 1994, at 9 a.m and
at noon to discuss personnel matters, matters protected from
public disclosure by Iaw, and ot her issues including consultation
wi th counsel to obtain | egal advice; and be it further

Resol ved, That these neetings be conducted in Room 120 of the
Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville, Mryland, as
permtted under Section 4-106, Education Article of the Annotated
Code of Maryland and State Government Article 10-501; and be it
further

Resol ved, That such neetings shall continue in closed session
until the conpl etion of business.
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RESOLUTI ON NO. 242-94 Re: M NUTES OF FEBRUARY 17, 1994

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Brennenman seconded by Dr. Cheung, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 17, 1994, be approved.
RESCLUTI ON NO. 243-94 Re: M NUTES OF FEBRUARY 28, 1994

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of M.
Baker seconded by Ms. CGordon, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 28, 1994, be approved.

Re: REPORT ON CLOSED SESSI ON - MARCH 8,
1994

On February 22, 1994, by the unani nbus vote of nenbers present,
the Board of Education voted to conduct a closed session on March
8, 1994, as permtted under Section 4-106, Education Article of

t he Annot ated Code of Maryland and State Governnent Article 10-
501.

The Montgonery County Board of Education net in closed session on
Tuesday, March 8, 1994, from8:45 a.m to 10:05 a.m and from
12:40 to 2:20 p.m The neetings took place in room 120 of the
Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville, Mryl and.

The Board net to discuss the nonthly personnel report and the
appoi ntnment of the director of Head Start. The Board di scussed
provisions of a new early retirenent incentive proposal and

recei ved an update on contract negotiations with MCAASP and
MCCSSE. The Board took positions on resolutions to anend the FY
1995 QOperating Budget regarding MCAASP and MCCSSE. AlIl votes
taken in closed session were confirnmed in open session.

Board nenbers had |unch with the new nmenbers of the Human

Rel ations Staff. The Board received advice fromcounsel on the
effects of the new QE policy on the transfer process and deci ded
to continue this discussion at another tine. The Board revi ewed
deci sion and orders in BCE Appeals Nos. 1993-33 and 1993-37 and
agreed to dism ss BOE Appeal No. 1993-34 for |ack of response
fromthe appellant.

In attendance at the closed sessions were Steve Abrans, Aggie
Alvez, Carrie Baker, Geg Bell, Larry Bowers, Fran Brennenman,
Judy Bresler, Carole Burger, Al an Cheung, Blair Ew ng, Carol
Fanconi, Tom Fess, John Finan, Phinnize Fisher, David Fischer,

H awat ha Fountain, Kathy Genberling, Wes Grling, G nny Gong, Bea
Gordon, Ana Sol Gutierrez, Marie Heck, diver Lancaster, Elfreda
Massie, Brian Porter, Cristina Riva-Chévez, Phil Rohr, Stan
Schaub, Paul Vance, Joe Villani, Mary Lou Wod, and Melissa
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Whods.
Re: NEW BUSI NESS

M. Ewing stated that the Board had recei ved correspondence from
the Board's conmttee on mnority student education and Ms. Joan
Kar asi k suggesting changes in the Success for Every Student plan.
He asked that the superintendent conment on these changes, and
M's. Fanconi indicated that this itemwas scheduled for action on

April 14.
Re: | TEM OF | NFORVATI ON

Board menbers recei ved Recomendati on for Approval of AP
Psychology | and Il as an itemof information for future
consi derati on.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 244-94 Re:  ADJOURNMENT

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Cheung seconded by M. Abrans, the follow ng resol ution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education adjourn its neeting at
11: 25 p. m

PRESI DENT

SECRETARY
PLV: M w



