APPROVED Rockvill e, Maryl and
17-1982 March 9, 1982

The Board of Education of Montgonery County net in regul ar session at
t he Educational Services Center, Rockville, Mryland, on Tuesday,
March 9, 1982, at 10 a.m

ROLL CALL Present: Ms. Eleanor D. Zappone, President in
the Chair
M. Joseph R Barse*
M. Blair G BEw ng
Dr. Marian L. Geenblatt
M. Jonat han Li pson
Ms. Suzanne K Peyser
Ms. Elizabeth W Spencer*
Ms. Carol F. Wallace

Absent: None

O hers Present: Dr. Edward Andrews, Superintendent of
School s
Dr. Harry Pitt, Deputy Superintendent
Dr. Robert S. Shaffner, Executive
Assi st ant
M. Thomas S. Fess, Parlianentarian

Re: Announcenents

M's. Zappone announced that the Board had nmet in executive session on
personnel matters from9 a.m to 10 a.m *She said that Ms. Spencer
was attending a funeral and M. Barse would be joining the Board at
noontime. Ms. Zappone recogni zed the superintendent of schools and
Board nmenbers from Harford County.

Re: Approval of the Agenda - March 9,
1982

Dr. Greenblatt noved approval of the agenda with the deferral of the
itemon BCE Hearing 1981-4 until the afternoon. Ms. \Wallace
seconded the notion.

Re: A Mtion by M. BEwing to Anend the
Agenda for March 9, 1982 (FAl LED)

A nmotion by M. BEwing to anend the agenda for March 9, 1982, by
spending up to an hour on the itemon Blair H gh School rather than
25 minutes failed with M. Ewing, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone
voting in the affirmative; Dr. Greenblatt and Ms. Peyser abstaining
(M. Lipson voting in the affirmative).

Resol uti on 195-82 Re: Approval of the Agenda - March 9,
1982

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.



Greenbl att seconded by Ms. \Vallace, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Willace, and Ms.
Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative
(M. Lipson voting in the affirmative).

Resol ved, That the Board of Education approve its agenda for March 9,
1982, with the itemon BOE Hearing 1981-4 deferred to the afternoon

Re: Board Menber Conments

1. M. BEwing explained that he had furni shed Board nenbers with
copies of his inquiries to the superintendent. He asked whet her
final action had been taken on Wodlin/Wodside unless there was a
nmove to reconsider. The superintendent replied that the Board had
asked the staff for sone options which had been di scussed by the
Board. There was no indication of further action by the Board;
therefore, the itemwas not scheduled. M. Ew ng asked whether it
was clear that there was final action regarding the closure of
Whodsi de and that the record be checked before the Board took up new
busi ness.

2. In regarding to the funding for the renovation of Bradley, M.
Ewi ng asked for the best estimate for Council funding. He wondered
whet her the superintendent would return to his origina
recommendation if they did not get funding. The superintendent
expl ai ned that the Council had deferred action on Bradl ey because of
the Radnor appeal. It was his inpression that if the state upheld
the closure of Radnor, the Council would fund the Bradl ey renovation
If the Council did not fund the renovation, the nmatter woul d have to
cone back to the Board.

3. M. Ewing stated that he had never heard such adverse coments
regarding the neeting of February 22. Half an hour was set aside for
the Blair discussion and very little time for Wodsi de/ Wodl i n, but
it was m dni ght and Board nenbers began to | eave the neeting. He

poi nted out that no results came fromthe di scussion and no actions
were proposed or could be taken because the itemwas listed for

di scussion. He had proposed a hearing on the issues, but nothing was
done. He felt that the matter was not schedul ed properly, and the
public thought that the Board was rude. He said that he would be

| ooki ng at the agendas and voting agai nst adopti on when he thought
somet hi ng was i nproperly schedul ed.

4. In regard to the hearings on school closures, M. Ew ng said he
had heard froma series of appellants regarding the I ack of
cooperation fromthe Board' s attorneys. The first day of the

heari ngs the hearing exam ner had to instruct the attorneys to make
information available. He said that the Board's staff was flooded
and were filling the Board's attorney's request first. He renarked
that the argunment that the Board's staff was too busy did not hold
water. He said that if there was extraordi nary demand for services
staff should be assigned to neet that need from other places in the



school system He was al so distressed that the superintendent and
his staff were the sole witnesses as to the intent of the Board in
cl osing schools. He was of the view that Board nenbers ought to be
willing to explain why they did what they did. The inpression given
was that they were hiding behind the superintendent's skirts and
expected himto keep their skirts clean. He did not believe that
this was the way Board nmenbers ought to discharge their
responsibility for accountability to the public.

5. Ms. Peyser said they were going to look into the issue of
teachers who will have to be transferred to other schools because of
school closures. She asked whether one or two staff people in
personnel could be given a special tel ephone nunber to answer the
concerns of these teachers. She wondered whet her clear procedures
could be established for principals to assist these teachers. The
superintendent agreed to provide a paper for the March 22 Board
nmeeti ng.

6. M. Lipson reported that he had nmet with the executive's ad hoc
conmittee on drinking and driving. They had discussed steps to be
taken during prom season, and he would be sending a nmenp to the
superintendent on this topic.

7. Ms. Zappone indicated that she had brought her materials and
notes from the AASA Convention and would | eave themin the Board
menber office. She recognized M. Don Hynes, director of
Publ i cati ons Services, who had done an excellent job in witing the
dai ly newspaper for AASA

8. M. Ewing nentioned that there had been severe critici sm about
the film"Scared Straight" by individuals in crimnal justice. M.
Li pson expl ai ned that they were planning to use "Scared Stiff" and
not the other film

Resol uti on No. 196-82 Re: Executive Session - March 22, 1982

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Greenbl att seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County is authorized by
Article 76A, Section 11(a) of the Annotated Code of Maryland to
conduct certain of its nmeetings in executive closed session; now
therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education of Mntgonery County hereby
conduct its neeting in executive closed session begi nning on March
22, 1982, at 7:30 p.m to discuss, consider, deliberate, and/or

ot herwi se deci de the enpl oynent, assignment, appointmnment, pronotion
denoti on, conpensation, discipline, renoval, or resignation of

enpl oyees, appointees, or officials over whomit has jurisdiction, or
any other personnel matter affecting one or nore particul ar
individuals and to comply with a specific constitutional, statutory
or judicially inposed requirenment protecting particul ar proceedi ngs



or matters from public disclosure as permtted under Article 76A,
Section 11(a) and that such neeting shall continue in executive
cl osed session until the conpletion of business.

Resol uti on No. 197-82 Re: Mnutes of January 25, 1982

On notion of M. Lipson seconded by M. Ew ng, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of January 25, 1982, be approved as
amended.

Resol uti on No. 198-82 Re: Mnutes of January 26, 1982

On notion of Dr. Geenblatt seconded by Ms. Peyser, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of January 26, 1982, be approved.
Resol uti on No. 199-82 Re: Mnutes of February 1, 1982

On notion of M. Ewi ng seconded by Dr. Greenblatt, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 1, 1982, be approved.
Resol uti on No. 200-82 Re: Mnutes of February 2, 1982

On notion of M. BEw ng seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 2, 1982, be approved.
Resol uti on No. 201-82 Re: Mnutes of February 3, 1982

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 3, 1982, be approved.
Resol uti on No. 202-82 Re: Mnutes of February 4, 1982

On notion of Ms. Peyser seconded by Dr. Greenblatt, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the m nutes of February 4, 1982, be approved.

Resol uti on No. 203-82 Re: Invitation to Montgonmery County
Associ ation for Retarded Citizens

On notion of M. BEw ng seconded by Ms. Wallace, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education invite the officers of the



Mont gonmery County Association for Retarded Citizens and other private
providers to a neeting to discuss relationships with the Mntgomery
County Public Schools and finding a way to resol ve these issues.

Resol uti on No. 204-82 Re: Death of Ms. Edith Throcknorton,
Retired MCPS Pri nci pal

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of M. Ew ng
seconded by Ms. \Wallace, the follow ng resol ution was adopted
unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, The sudden and untinmely death on February 22, 1982, of M.
Edith Throcknorton, forner elenmentary principal in the Mntgomery
County Public Schools, has deeply saddened the staff and menbers of
t he Board of Education; and

VWHEREAS, Ms. Throcknorton served with distinction as a nenber of the
staff of Montgomery County Public Schools from 1938 to 1958; and

WHEREAS, Ms. Throcknorton earned the respect of coll eagues, students,
and parents during her twenty years of service in Mntgonery County
Publ i c School s; and

WHEREAS, The citizens of Mntgonery County owe her a great debt for
her services to children and adults as an adnministrator and as a
community | eader; and

WHEREAS, Ms. Throcknorton's exceptional administrative abilities,
warm and friendly personality, and conscientious perfornmance have
made her a trenendous asset to the Montgonery County Public School s
communi ty; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Montgonery County Public Schools staff and

Mont gonmery County Board of Education express their profound sorrow
over the death of Ms. Throcknorton and extend deepest synpathy to her
famly; and be it further

Resol ved, That this resolution be nmade a part of the minutes of this
nmeeting and a copy be forwarded to the famly of the deceased.

Re: Performance by Seneca Valley High
School

Board nmenbers viewed a performance of scenes from George M perforned
by students of Seneca Valley H gh School .

Resol uti on No. 205-82 Re: Dedication of Land and Property
Easenments at Hi ghl and Vi ew
El ementary School (Area 1)

On recommendati on of the the superintendent and on notion of M.
Ewi ng seconded by Ms. Wallace, the follow ng resolution was adopt ed
with M. Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. \Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting



inthe affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson
being tenporarily absent):

WHEREAS, The Montgonmery County Pl anni ng Board has approved a
prelimnary plan for residential devel opnment of a 10.5-acre parce
adj acent to Highland View El ementary School; and

WHEREAS, The proposed devel opnent woul d require a | and dedication and
property easenent involving our school site; and

VWHEREAS, The school's Parent-Teachers Association and the
Sli go-Branvi ew Civic Associ ati on oppose the devel opnent on the basis
of safety and environmental considerations; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education denies the street dedication
request pending satisfactory resolution of the school comunity's
concerns.

Resol uti on No. 206-82 Re: Data Processing Facility - Change
O der

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Willace, and Ms. Zappone voting in
the affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson
being tenporarily absent):

WHEREAS, At the tinme of construction contract award for the Data
Processing Facility, we were unable to specify the type of cooling
systemrequired for the computer, pending a decision on the central
processing unit; and

WHEREAS, A reserve fund was set aside to permt specification of
cool ing equi prent after the new central conmputer was sel ected; and

WHEREAS, The decision to procure an | BM 3033 conputer has been nade
and the type of cooling systemidentified; and

WHEREAS, A change order for $42,028 has been proposed by the genera
contractor, Glles & Cotting, Inc., to furnish and install the
required chiller; and

WHEREAS, Staff and the project architect, Abrash, Eddy & Eckhardt,
have revi ewed the proposal and recommend its acceptance; now
therefore be it

Resol ved, That the superintendent be authorized to issue a change
order to Glles & Cotting, Inc., for $42,028 to furnish and instal
the conputer-required chiller for the Data Processing Facility.

Resol uti on No. 207-82 Re: Bid 32-82, Industrial Arts
El ectroni c Supplies



On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of industrial arts
el ectronic supplies; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised Decenber 16, 1981, the
contracts totaling $28,860 for the furnishing of industrial arts
el ectronic supplies for the period of March 10, 1982, through
February 13, 1983, under Invitation to Bid 32-82 be awarded to:

ASlI El ectronics, Baltinmore, Mryland

Centroni c Wol esalers, Inc., Hyattsville, Mryland
Enpire El ectronics Supply Co., Bethesda, Mryland
Fai rway El ectroni cs Conpany, Kensington, Mryland
Pyttronic Industries, Inc., Savage, Maryl and,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.
Resol uti on No. 208-82 Re: Bid 51-82, Paint and Paint Sundries

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of paint and paint
sundries; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 6, 1982, the
contracts totaling $63,529 for the furnishing of paint and paint
sundries for the period of March 12, 1982, through March 11, 1983,
under Invitation to Bid 51-82 be awarded to:

M A Bruder & Sons, Inc., Broomall, Pennsylvania
McCor mi ck Paint Works, Inc., Rockville, Mryland
PPG I ndustries, Inc., Forestville, Mryl and,

| ow bi dder neeting specifications.
Resol uti on No. 209-82 Re: Bid 55-82, dassroom Furniture

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of classroom
furniture; now therefore be it



Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 6, 1982, the
contracts totaling $22,868 for the furnishing of classroomfurniture
for the period of March 10, 1982, through January 20, 1983, under
Invitation to Bid 55-82 be awarded to:

M S. G nn Conpany, Bl adensburg, Maryland
d over School and O fice Equipnent, Inc., Cockeysville, Mryland
Heywood- Wakefi el d Conpany, Bel Air, Maryl and,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.
Resol uti on No. 210-82 Re: Bid 57-82, Ofice Furniture

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of office
furniture; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 6, 1982, the
contracts totaling $5,007 for the furnishing of office furniture for
the period of March 10, 1982, through January 20, 1983, under
Invitation to Bid 57-82 be awarded to:

Balti nore Stationery Conpany, Baltinore, Mryland
Steel Products, Inc., Rockville, Mryland,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.

Resol ution No. 211-82 Re: Bid 58-82, Steel Lockers

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Capital funds have been appropriated to purchase and install
student | ockers; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 9, 1982, the
contract totaling $66,567 for the furnishing and installation of
steel lockers under Invitation to Bid 58-82 be awarded to:

Steel Products, Inc., Rockville, Mryland,

| ow bi dder neeting specifications.

Resol uti on No. 212-82 Re: Bid 60-82, Art Tools



On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of art tools; now
therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 10, 1982, the
contract totaling $101, 055 for the furnishing of art tools for the
peri od of March 11, 1982, through March 10, 1983, under Invitation to
Bi d 60-82 be awarded to:

Al perstein Brothers, Inc., Washington, D. C

Br odhead- Garrett Conpany, C eveland, Chio
Chaselle, Inc., Colunbia, Mryland

M S. G nn and Conpany, Bl adensburg, Maryl and
Thonpson and Cooke, Inc., Bl adensburg, Maryl and,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.
Resol uti on No. 213-82 Re: Bid 61-82, Ceram c Supplies

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of ceranic
supplies; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 20, 1982, the
contracts totaling $16,852 for the furnishing of ceram c supplies for
the period of March 11, 1982, through March 10, 1983, under
Invitation to Bid 61-82 be awarded to:

Chasel le, Inc., Colunbia, Mryland
Del Val Potter's Supply Co., Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania
Eagl e Ceram cs, Rockville, Mryl and,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.

Resol uti on No. 214-82 Re: Bid 62-82, Sod

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of sod; now



therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 28, 1982, the
contract totaling $52,500 for the furnishing of sod for the period of
March 10, 1982, through Septenber 9, 1982, under Invitation to Bid
62-82 be awarded to:

Robert Hawki ns Sod Farnms, Germantown, Maryl and,
| ow bi dder neeting specifications.

Resol uti on No. 215-82 Re: Bid 63-82, Floor Mintenance
Suppl i es

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of floor
mai nt enance supplies; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 18, 1982, the

contract totaling $12,617 for the furnishing of floor namintenance
supplies for the period of March 12, 1982, through March 11, 1983,
under Invitation to Bid 63-82 be awarded to:

Acme Chemi cal Conpany, M | waukee, W sconsin,
| ow bi dder neeting specifications.
Resol uti on No. 216-82 Re: Bid 67-82, Printing Supplies

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of printing
supplies; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 28, 1982, the
contracts totaling $38,598 for the furnishing of printing supplies
for the period of March 25, 1982, through March 24, 1983, under
Invitation to Bid 67-82 be awarded to:

Arcal Chemicals, Inc., Seat Pleasant, Maryland

Meeks Printing Supply, Alexandria, Virginia

Nati onal Plate G ainers, Inc., Gaithersburg, Mryland

L.S. Patton Printing Supplies, Inc., Gaithersburg, Mryland,

| ow bi dders neeting specifications.



Resol uti on No. 217-82 Re: Bid 78-82, Hi gh Pressure Hot \Water
Heat er

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of a high pressure
hot water washer; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised February 12, 1982, the
contract totaling $5,695 for the furnishing and installation of a
hi gh pressure hot water washer under Invitation to Bid 78-82 be
awar ded to:

Energen of Maryland, Inc., Rockville, Mryland,
| ow bi dder neeting specifications.
Resol ution No. 218-82 Re: Bid 79-82, Frozen Foods

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of frozen foods;
now t herefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised February 14, 1982, the
contract totaling $165,309 for the furnishing of frozen foods for the
peri od of March 10, 1982, through June 15, 1982, under Invitation to
Bid 79-82 be awarded to:

Frederi ck Produce Conpany, Frederick, Maryl and,
| ow bi dder neeting specifications.

Resol uti on No. 219-82 Re: Acceptance of Proposal s Under
RFP- CRI - 82- 05, M croconput er Equi prent

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopted with M.
Ewing, Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M. Lipson being
tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, MCPS O fice of Instruction and Program Devel opnent staff,
MCCPTA Committee on the Use of M croconputers in the School System
and the Report of the Task Force on Long-range Pl anning for Future



Use of Conputer Technol ogy all recommend increased use of
m croconputers to support instruction and to devel op computer
literacy; and

WHEREAS, A conprehensive programw th extensive curricul um support,
staff training, and equi pnment mai ntenance requires:

1. Keeping the variety of approved equi pnent to a m ni mum

2. Continuing the use of famliar equipnment where possible

3. Selecting cost-effective equipment to provide an adequate
nunber of student stations to support each classroom
application

and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education in the FY 1983 capital and operating
budgets has requested additional staffing and funds to support the
program and

WHEREAS, MCPS has purchased 164 m croconputers during the past four
years and various PTSAs have purchased 136 m croconputers which are
now bei ng used successfully in classroons; and

WHEREAS, Conputer-related Instruction staff, in cooperation wth

ot her Instructional Program Devel opnent staff, Managenent |nformation
and Conmputer Services staff, and area and school based personnel, has
pl anned si x cl assroom computer applications for pilot or ful

i npl enentation in the fall of 1982 as the first phase of a five-year
pl an to achi eve a conprehensive program of instructional conputer use
in the schools; and

WHEREAS, Thi s equi pnment nust be procured for staff training this
sumer and installed for classroomuse begi nning in Septenber, 1982;
and

WHEREAS, A request for mcroconmputer equi pnent to support these
applications was advertised on Decenber 30, 1981, and bids have been
recei ved and eval uated by staff; and

WHEREAS, An eval uation team conposed of MCPS staff sel ected Commodore
PET, Apple Il Plus, and Onhio Scientific Instruments m croconputer
equi prent to support existing and proposed applications; and

WHEREAS, Atlantic Business Systens, Computer Age, Inc., and Comunity
Computers offered the nost favorable prices for the sel ected
equi prent; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on approve the continued purchase
for one year of the follow ng mcroconputer equipnment fromthese
vendor s:

Commodor e PET mi croconputers, printers, and peripherals from
Atl antic Business Systenms of Rosslyn, Virginia



Bell & Howell Apple Il mcroconmputers, disk drivers, and

peri pherals from Conmputer Age, Inc., of Silver Spring, Maryland
Chio Scientific mcroconputers, disk drives, and peripherals from
Community Conputers of Arlington, Virginia

and be it further

Resol ved, That school principals and other account managers be
notified of this approval and be requested to encourage groups
expendi ng ot her than budgeted funds for conputers to acquire |ike
equi prent fromthese sources; and be it further

Resol ved, That the firnms submtting proposals under RFP-82-05 be
notified of the intention of MCPS to continue to eval uate equi pment
as it beconmes avail able and to consider pronotional offers or other
price inprovenents when the opportunity arises.

Resol uti on No. 220-82 Re: Bid 44-82, Art Supplies

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopt ed
unani nously (M. Lipson being tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of art supplies;
now t herefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised Decenber 16, 1981, the
contract totaling $159,666 for the furnishing of art supplies for the
peri od of March 10, 1982, through March 9, 1983, under Invitation to
Bi d 44-82 be awarded to:

Chasell e, Inc., Colunbia, Mryl and,
| ow bi dder neeting specifications.

Resol uti on No. 221-82 Re: Bid 68-82, Tractor and Rotary
Cutting Unit

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by M. Ewing, the follow ng resolution was adopt ed
unani nously (M. Lipson being tenmporarily absent):

WHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of a tractor and
rotary cutting unit; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That having been duly advertised January 28, 1982, the
contract totaling $9,746 for the furnishing of a tractor and rotary
cutting unit for the period of March 10, 1982, through Septenber 9,
1982, under Invitation to Bid 68-82 be awarded to:

Gai t hersburg Ford Tractor Conpany, Gaithersburg, Maryl and,

| ow bi dder neeting specification.



Resol uti on No. 222-82 Re: FY 1982 Categorical Transfer Wthin
t he Enpl oyee Assi stance Proj ect

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of M. Ew ng
seconded by Ms. Zappone, the follow ng resol ution was adopted
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized, subject
to County Council approval, to effect the follow ng transfer for the
FY 1982 Enpl oyee Assi stance Project as funded by the Nationa
Institute on Al cohol Abuse and Al coholism

Cat egory From To
09 Fixed Charges $7, 081
11 Health Services $7, 081

and be it further

Resol ved, That the county executive be requested to recomend
approval of this categorical transfer to the County Council and that
a copy be sent to the county executive and County Council .
Resol uti on No. 223-82 Re: Monthly Personnel Report

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Greenbl att seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng resolution was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the follow ng appoi ntnents, resignations, and | eaves
of absence for professional and supporting services personnel be
approved: (TO BE APPENDED TO THESE M NUTES)

Resol uti on No. 224-82 Re: Extension of Sick Leave

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Greenbl att seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng resolution was

adopt ed unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, The enpl oyees |isted bel ow have suffered serious illness;
and

WHEREAS, Due to the prolonged illness, the enpl oyees' accunul ated
sick |l eave has expired; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education grant an extension of sick
| eave with three-fourths pay covering the period indicated:

Nane Position and Location Nunber of Days

John Bow e Bui | di ng Service Worker 30



Gai t her sburg Juni or High

Mauri ce Hebron Bui | di ng Service Worker 30
Ri dgevi ew Juni or Hi gh

Re: Board/ Press/Visitor Conference

The foll ow ng individuals appeared before the Board:

1. Ms. Joyce Nal epka

2. Ms. Barbara Faigin, Wodside/ Wodlin PTA

3. M. WlliamOReilly, Maryland Federation of Catholic Laity
4. Ms. Mary Bail ey Bowen, CURE

5. Ms. Tanya Moss, Commi ssion for Children and Youth

6. Ms. Pat McQucken, Kensington El enmentary PTA

7. Ms. Zoe Lefkowi tz, MCCPTA

Resol uti on No. 225-82 Re: Board Agenda - March 9, 1982

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by M. Ew ng, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the Board's agenda for March 9, 1982, be anended by
switching the itenms on health education and itens of |egislation

Re: Health Education Curricul um

Ms. \Vallace conmented that the public needed to know the last tine
t he heal th education curricul umwas brought up there were four votes
to continue the pilot. It was M. BEwing's viewthat the vote to
continue the pilot was an effort to go forward with a devel opnenta
process with respect to the curriculumto give the Board information
about what the curriculumshould ook |ike. He also thought the
Board should hear froma wi de spectrum of the comunity, and he

poi nted out that the pilot was being conducted with inforned parenta
consent .

The superintendent stated that Board nenbers were aware that for the
past two years there had been dissatisfaction with the health
curriculum and this really was a total |ook at the health education
program al t hough nost of the discussion had been confined to one
segnent of the program He said there was debate on the curricul um
content and its grade |evel placenent. He also called attention to
the state byl aw which had the effect of law, and he noted that no
student could participate unless positive informed consent was
received. He commented that this was an area where they did need to
have di scussion and to be considerate of the diversity in society;
however, they also had to carry out their responsibilities under the
state | aw.

Dr. Lois Martin, associate superintendent, explained that the K-6
part of the health curriculumhad been revised to put the objectives
by grade level to identify where and how health educati on woul d be
taught. She said that one of the problens they faced was that health



education was frequently not taught. They had put together units for
10 to 20 hours of instruction, and the pilot involved where those
units were best placed instructionally. In Grade 7 the enphasis of
the health curriculum had been changed. A teacher's guide regarding
drugs had been pilot tested and was ready for use in the schools.

Several schools had pilot tested a nultimedia Red Cross unit in first
aid. In grade 8 there had been a three-week unit in physica
education called health education. They had now expanded this unit
to include materials fromthe Famly Life - Focus Area 3 which dealt

wi th venereal diseases and pregnancy prevention. In Gade 9 they
wer e proposing that CPR be included in physical education and had
pilot tested this. In Gades 10-12 they were proposing the renova

of a health education elective course which had | ow enrollment. They
wer e proposing the continuation of the two courses on Famly Life and
Human Behavior. Dr. Martin said that she had given the Board a paper
on the highlights of the state Board of Education bylaw, and she
outlined the various focus areas. She explained that the byl aw

requi red that each school give parents the opportunity to viewthe
materials, and generally this had been done in the sumer. She noted
that the paper before the Board had been nodified fromthe Decenber

paper .
M's. Spencer joined the neeting at this point.

M's. \Vallace remarked that she did not disagree with any part of the
pil ot except for the part involving sex education. She said that she
had a | ot of problens calling the fifth grade program a pil ot because
it had been in place for several years; however, she thought they
shoul d have positive parental consent here as well. She felt that

t hey woul d have problens putting this unit in the fifth grade because
some youngsters were as young as 10, and she suggested that the
materials better belonged in Gade 6. Dr. Martin agreed that there
had been little change; however, the program had been offered at both
the fifth and sixth grade level. The reason for the pilot testing
was to make sure the objectives were placed at the right grade |evel.

Ms. \Vallace stated that Focus Area 3 did not have an age level. Dr.
Martin replied that the bylaw stated it should be at the junior high
| evel and/or the senior high school level. Ms. Wallace said she did

not approve of contraception being taught in the eighth grade. She
al so pointed out that Ms. Mary Bailey Bowen had witten to the Board
stating that two books which had been rejected had been reintroduced
to the famly life committee. Ms. Fran Dean, director of the
Department of Instructional Resources, explained that in 1972 these
books were di sapproved for use in MCPS; however, a 1980 edition was
available. At the neeting of the citizens comittee a nunber of
books were provided to the committee to give theman idea of what
they were expected to review including books that had been

di sapproved. Ms. Wallace suggested it would have been better if the
parents were told that this material had been di sapproved.

M's. Peyser remarked that generally she was supportive of the K-12
curriculum however, the sex education portion raised serious



guestions. Dr. Martin explained that the eighth grade placement was
a recomendation to the Council on Instruction and the advisory
conmmittee had reacted favorably. However, as a staff they had raised
guesti ons about the appropriateness of the placenent. She expl ai ned
that at Redland the contents of the unit had been reviewed with
parents and the unit was redesigned. There was enphasis on one
effective way of contraception which was to "say no." There was
added enphasis on the need to communicate with parents. Dr. Martin
stated that they were not using the high school unit, but they were
pilot testing a unit on pregnancy prevention.

M's. Nancy Powel |, principal of Redland M ddl e School, expl ained that
the reason for providing any material on contraception in the eighth
grade curriculumwas that youngsters of this age tended to believe

t hensel ves invul nerable to death and pregnancy. She felt that they
had to nmake youngsters understand there was a real possibility of
their becom ng pregnant. Secondly, the material they received

poi nted out the problens with contraceptive devices. Ms. Peyser
assuned that the goals of teaching this course to eighth graders was
to prevent sexual activity and also to teach themthat at sone tine
intheir lives they would use contraceptive devices. She asked

whet her they had any evidence to show that they were achieving their
goals. She asked whether there was any evidence that teaching about
contraception did |l ead the students fromthe classroomto their
doctor or a clinic. Dr. Martin agreed to provide the Board with
research on this topic.

Dr. Greenblatt asked for clarification on the length of instruction
on contraception. Dr. Martin replied that contracepti on was probably
given only two days in the total program Dr. Geenblatt said she
was concerned about the listing of the objectives in the curricul um
because there was not significant enphasis on the val ues being

di ssem nated to students. She thought that the section on al coho

and drugs had to be stronger. The section on pregnancy prevention
was vague and did not give the perspective of the state Board of
Education. She felt they had to establish what it was they were
trying to get across to students and why the whol e health curricul um
was noved out of the senior high school. She said that they needed
nmore rationale for what was the best grade level for this topic. She
said that there had been discussion about the materials used because
the materials for the tenth grade program were not appropriate for
the eighth grade. Ms. Powell said that she would not show the slide
tape to eighth grade students at her school because it was over the
heads of the eighth graders. The superintendent stated that the
action was and they should have said it to begin with that they were
not going to use the senior high slide-tape for the eighth grade and
had refused to approve it.

Dr. Geenblatt assuned that there would be a careful |ook at the

i nstructional objectives, and Dr. Martin indicated that the draft
gui de had a heavy enphasis on values. M. Ewing renmarked that in

t hese areas many issues did not |end thenselves to appropriate black
and white statenments. He did not know how the public schools were
going to deal with these issues in a way that did not lead themto



viol ate people's points of view Dr. Martin conmrented that a strong
val ue they cane down on was to encourage students to discuss these
matters with their parents.

M's. Spencer indicated that they seened to be confusing two issues.
One was the highly controversial issue of the course and the other
was the procedure for curriculumapproval. She noted that they had
t he recomendati ons of the Board's advisory conmmittee, and she

t hought that at some point they needed to discuss the role of the
Board in this.

M. Lipson thought they all had a fairly comon goal. They wanted
students to deal with the problens of sexuality and sex
responsibility. He commented that he was one of the few people in

t he room who had direct knowl edge of what went on in the schools. He
requested specific outlines of the religious views in the curriculum
and asked whether parents could be involved in the teaching of the
cour se.

Re: Announcenent

M's. Zappone announced that the Board had met in executive session
from1l p.m to 3 p.m to consult with | egal counsel and discuss
appeals. M. Barse joined the nmeeting during executive session.

Resol uti on No. 226-82 Re: BCE Hearing 1981-4

On notion of Ms. Spencer seconded by Ms. Wallace, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Spencer, Ms.
Wl | ace, and M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Barse, M.
Ewi ng, and Ms. Peyser voting in the negative (M. Lipson voting in
t he negative):

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has heard oral arguments in the
matter of Board of Education Hearing 1981-4; and

WHEREAS, The Board nmet in executive session on February 9, 1982, to
determne its Decision and Order; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That in the matter of Board of Education Hearing 1981-4 the
Board of Education herewith by formal vote adopts its Decision and

O der.

Resol uti on No. 227-82 Re: BCE Case 1982-2

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng
resol ution was adopted with M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser,
M's. Spencer, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; M. Barse voting in the negative (M. Lipson voting in
the affirmative):

Resol ved, That BOE Case 1982-2 be referred to a hearing exam ner.

Resol uti on No. 228-82 Re: HB-1204 - School Consolidations
I nvol vi ng Handi capped Chil dren



On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Ms. Spencer, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. BEwing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Spencer, Ms. \Wallace, and
M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Peyser abstaining (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1204 - School
Consol i dati ons Invol vi ng Handi capped Chil dren.

Resol uti on No. 229-82 Re: HB-1569 - Municipal Review of
School d osi ngs

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Spencer
seconded by Ms. \Wallace, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wllace,
and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the
negative (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on oppose HB-1569 - Muni ci pal
Revi ew of School d osings.

Re: HB-1514- Student Search

Ms. \Wallace noved, and Ms. Spencer seconded, that the Board support
HB- 1514, Student Search.

Re: A Substitute Mdtion by M. Lipson
on HB-1514 - Student Search (FAILED)

A substitute notion by M. Lipson that the Board oppose HB-1514 -
Student Search failed for |ack of a second.

Re: A Substitute Mdtion by M. Lipson
on HB-1514 - Student Search (FAILED)

A substitute notion by M. Lipson that the Board take no position on
HB- 1514 - Student Search failed for |ack of a second.

Resol uti on No. 230-82 Re: HB-1514 - Student Search
On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Ms. Spencer, the follow ng resolution was adopted

unani nously (M. Lipson voting in the negative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education support HB-1514 - Student
Sear ch.

Resol ution No. 231-82 Re: HB-1592 - Federal Block G ant Funds
On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Ms. Spencer, the follow ng resol ution was adopted

unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1592 - Federal Bl ock



Grant Funds.

Re: A Mtion by Ms. Wllace Regarding
Col I ective Bargai ning Legislation

Ms. \Wallace noved, and Dr. G eenblatt seconded, that the Board adopt
t he superintendent's recomendations on bills regarding collective
bargaining legislation with the exception of HB-1334.

M's. Peyser requested that the bills be considered individually.
Resol uti on No. 232-82 Re: HB-982, Bargaining R ghts

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wllace,
and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ew ng abstaining (M.
Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-982 - Bargai ni ng
Ri ght s.

Resol uti on No. 233-82 Re: HB-1196 - Binding Gievance
Arbitration

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wllace, and Ms. Zappone voting
inthe affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative; M. Barse and
M's. Peyser abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1196 - Bi ndi ng
Gievance Arbitration.

Resol uti on No. 234-82 Re: HB-1198 - Binding Gievance
Arbitration

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wllace, and Ms. Zappone voting
inthe affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative; M. Barse and
M's. Peyser abstaining (M. Lipson abstaining):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1198 - Bi ndi ng
Gievance Arbitration.

Resol uti on No. 235-82 Re: HB-1230 - Agency Shop

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; M. BEwming, Dr. Geenblatt, and Ms. Peyser abstaining
(M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):



Resol ved, That the Board of Education take no position on HB-1230 -
Agency Shop.

Resol uti on No. 236-82 Re: HB-1526 - Elimnation of Mandatory
Strike Penalties

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resol ution was adopt ed
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1526 - Elim nation of
Mandatory Stri ke Penalties.

Resol uti on No. 237-82 Re: HB-1633 - Binding Gievance
Arbitration

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Willace, and Ms.
Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative;
M. Barse abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose HB-1633 - Bi ndi ng
Gievance Arbitration.

Resol uti on No. 238-82 Re: SB-454 - |nvolvenent of County
Counci | / Commi ssi oners in Negotiations

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resol ution was adopt ed
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose SB-454 - Invol venent of
County Counci | / Conm ssioners in Negotiations.

Resol uti on No. 239-82 Re: SB-521 - Binding Gievance
Arbitration

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
Dr. Greenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Willace, and Ms.
Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative;
M. Barse abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose SB-521 - Binding
Gievance Arbitration.

Resol uti on No. 240-82 Re: SB-650 - Elimnation of Mandatory
Strike Penalties

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resol ution was adopt ed
unani nousl y:



Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose SB-650 - Elim nation of
Mandatory Strike Penalties.

Resol uti on No. 241-82 Re: SB-772 - Elimnation of Mandatory
Strike Penalties

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resol ution was adopt ed
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education oppose SB-772 - Elimnation of
Mandatory Stri ke Penalties.

Resol uti on No. 242-82 Re: SB-886 - Public Enpl oyee Collective
Bar gai ni ng

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wll ace,
and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ew ng abstaining (M.
Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on oppose SB-886 - Public Enpl oyee
Col | ecti ve Bargai ni ng.

Resol uti on No. 234-82 Re: SB-947 - Public Enpl oyee Collective
Bar gai ni ng

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Wllace
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wll ace,
and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Ew ng abstaining (M.
Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on oppose SB-947 - Public Enpl oyee
Col | ecti ve Bargai ni ng.

Re: New Busi ness

1. Ms. Spencer stated that yesterday she and Ms. Zappone had
attended a neeting in Baltinore to set up a Maryl and Commi ssion for

t he Federal Fundi ng of Education. They would have a Mntgonery
County neeting on March 15 at 7:30 p.m at MCEA Headquarters, and she
hoped that Congressman Barnes or his aide would be able to be present
to work with the group. She said that they had been provi ded
statistics on Montgonmery County and hoped that the staff could | ook
at these. Ms. Zappone indicated that she woul d | eave her copies of
the material in the Board nmenber office.

2. Dr. Geenblatt said it had cone to her attention that there were
36 students at Lee who were assigned to Northwood instead of Kennedy.
She asked that this be put on the agenda for a boundary change or a

flexible transfer policy. The superintendent said they were planning



to handle this through the transfer policy, and the school would be
notifying all parents. Dr. Paul Vance, associate superintendent,
i ndicated that the requests for transfer would be approved as a

group.

3. M. Ewing noved and Ms. Wllace seconded that the Board schedul e
a hearing on the revised K-12 health curricul umfocusi ng on but not
l[limted to the pilot program particularly in the eighth grade.

4. M. Ewing noved and M. Barse seconded that the Board schedul e
time at the March 22 Board neeting for consideration of the
possibilities and alternatives to the originally adopted Board action
for Wbodsi de/ Wodlin including other options that m ght cone to the
Boar d.

5. M. Ewing noved and M. Lipson seconded that the Board reconsider
its action with respect to the closing of Radnor El enentary School at
the earliest possible tine, preferably March 22. M. Zappone

i ndicated that she would not like to see this scheduled prior to the
appeal running its course.

Resol uti on No. 244-82 Re: An Amendnent to the Board Agenda
for March 9, 1982

On notion of M. Barse seconded by M. Ewi ng, the follow ng

resol uti on was adopted with M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt,
M's. Peyser, and Ms. Wllace voting in the affirmative; Ms. Spencer
and Ms. Zappone abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education anend its agenda to take up the
Whodsi de/ Wodlin itemat this time to schedule the itemon the March
22, 1982 agenda.

For the record, Ms. Spencer stated that she did not believe they
could take up this item now.

Re: New Busi ness (conti nued)

6. In regard to Radnor, Ms. Zappone said she would not schedul e
this until the appeal had run its course and they had ascert ai ned
whet her they woul d receive capital funds. |f Bradley could not be

renovat ed, they mght wish to reconsider the closure of Radnor.

Re: A Mtion by Ms. Spencer to Anend
t he Agenda for March 9, 1982 (FAI LED)

A nmotion by Ms. Spencer to anend the Board agenda to renove

consi deration of the K-8 policy fromthe agenda failed with Ms.
Spencer voting in the affirmative; M. Barse, M. Ew ng, Dr.
Greenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
negative (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative).

Resol uti on No. 245-82 Re: An Amendnent to the Agenda for
March 9, 1982



On notion of Dr. Geenblatt seconded by Ms. Peyser, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with M. Barse, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser,
Ms. \Vallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. BEw ng
and Ms. Spencer voting in the negative (M. Lipson voting in the
affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education anend its agenda to take up
Kensi ngt on/ Par kwood El enentary Schools prior to the K-8 policy.

Re: O osure of Kensington El enentary
School and Consolidation with
Par kwood El ementary Schoo

M's. Peyser noved approval of the foll owi ng which was seconded by Dr.
G eenbl att:

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has adopted a Long-range Educationa
Facilities Planning policy which establishes goals, principles, and a
process for addressing changing enroll nent; and

WHEREAS, The primary goal of that policy is to provide those
facilities and future school sites necessary to sustain high quality
educati onal progranms at reasonable cost; and

WHEREAS, The Long-range Educational Facilities Planning policy
requires the county superintendent of schools to subnit a reconmended
15- Year Conprehensive Master Plan for Educational Facilities which

i ncl udes specific data and information required by the policy; and

WHEREAS, | n accordance with the policy statenent on Long-range
Educational Facilities Planning, timely notice of those
recomendat i ons has been provided to individuals and groups within
the County, including affected communities; and

WHEREAS, Public hearings on those recommendati ons have been held in
accordance with the policy, and interested citizens have presented
their views on the recommendations, alternative proposals and
supporting data; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County has consi dered
t he superintendent's recomrendations, as well as alternatives to
consol i dati ons and closings, to address the concerns of steadily
declining student enrollnment and increasing fiscal constraints in
Mont gonmery County; and

WHEREAS, It is the statutory responsibility of the Board of Education
to consolidate schools when it considered such action practicabl e;
and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Mntgomery County, in light of all
the information presented to it, considers it practicable and
necessary to consolidate and cl ose some schools within the County for
the greater benefit of all students attending the Mntgonery County



Publ i c Schools; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That Kensington El ementary School is to be closed in June
1982; and be it further

Resol ved, That the attendance area of Kensington El enentary Schoo
shal |l be consolidated with the attendance area of Parkwood El enentary
School as foll ows:

o Send to Parkwood El ementary School all regular students and
speci al education students in the Satellite program

o Send to another Area 1 school or schools two area-based
speci al education classes after analysis of home service areas

0 Assign the Head Start programto Highland El ementary Schoo

and be it further

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site are
no | onger needed for school purposes; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site be
conveyed to the County Governnment on July 1, 1982, or as soon
thereafter as possible, subject to the approval of the state
superintendent of schools; and be it further

Resol ved, That the state superintendent of schools, State |nteragency
Committee for Public School Construction, and the County Council and
county executive of Mntgonmery County be nade aware of these actions.

Resol uti on No. 246-82 Re: An Amendnent to the Proposed
Resol uti on on the C osure of Kensington
El ementary Schoo

On notion of Dr. Greenblatt seconded by M. Barse, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted with M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt,
Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Wallace abstaining:

Resol ved, That the proposed resolution on the closure of Kensington
El ementary School be anmended by the addition of a Resol ved cl ause:
"Resol ved, That the nane of the new consolidated school be changed to
Kensi ngt on Park El ementary School or another nanme to be suggested by
t he conbi ned comunity."

Resol uti on No. 247-82 Re: An Amendnent to the Proposed
Resol uti on on the C osure of Kensington
El ementary Schoo

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by Dr. Greenblatt the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the proposed resolution on the closure of Kensington
El ementary School be anended to add the Town of Kensington to the
list of agencies informed about the Board's action and to add a new



Resol ved cl ause: "Resolved, That prior to the tine of conveyance to
t he county government that the county government be requested to work
with the town of Kensington so that the facility continues to be

avai l abl e for comunity use."

Resol uti on No. 248-82 Re: First Resolved O ause - O osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and
M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Wallace voting in the
negative (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That Kensington El ementary School is to be closed in June
1982; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 249-82 Re: Second Resol ved O ause - C osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser

seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and

M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Willace abstaining (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That Kensington El ementary School is to be closed in June
1982; and be it further

Resol ved, That the attendance area of Kensington El enentary Schoo
shal |l be consolidated with the attendance area of Parkwood El enentary
School as foll ows:

o Send to Parkwood El ementary School all regular students and
speci al education students in the Satellite program

o Send to another Area 1 school or schools two area-based
speci al education classes after analysis of home service areas

0 Assign the Head Start programto Hi ghland El ementary Schoo

Resol uti on No. 250-82 Re: Third Resolved O ause - C osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser

seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. BEwing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and

M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Wallace abstaining (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site are
no | onger needed for school purposes; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 251-82 Re: Fourth Resolved O ause - C osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser



seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and
M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Wallace abstaining (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site be
conveyed to the County Governnment on July 1, 1982, or as soon
thereafter as possible, subject to the approval of the state
superintendent of schools; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 252-82 Re: New Fourth Resol ved d ause -
Ol osure of Kensington El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser

seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, Ms. Spencer, and

M's. Zappone voting in the affirmative; Ms. Wallace abstaining (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the name of the new consolidated school be changed to
Kensi ngt on Park El ementary School or another nanme to be suggested by
t he conbi ned community; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 253-82 Re: Sixth Resolved O ause - C osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On notion of Ms. Peyser seconded by Dr. Greenblatt, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That prior to the time of conveyance to the county
government that the county governnent be requested to work with the
town of Kensington so that the facility continues to be available for
community use; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 254-82 Re: Final Resolved O ause - O osure of
Kensi ngt on El enentary School

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Peyser
seconded by Dr. Geenblatt, the follow ng resol ution was adopt ed
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the state superintendent of schools, State |nteragency
Committee for Public School Construction, Town of Kensington, and the
County Council and county executive of Mntgonmery County be nade
aware of these actions.

Re: O osure of Kensington El enentary
School and Consolidation wth Parkwood
El ement ary School

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has adopted a Long-range Educati onal
Facilities Planning policy which establishes goals, principles, and a
process for addressing changing enrol |l nent; and



WHEREAS, The primary goal of that policy is to provide those
facilities and future school sites necessary to sustain high quality
educati onal progranms at reasonable cost; and

WHEREAS, The Long-range Educational Facilities Planning policy
requires the county superintendent of schools to subnmit a reconmended
15- Year Conprehensive Master Plan for Educational Facilities which

i ncl udes specific data and information required by the policy; and

WHEREAS, | n accordance with the policy statenent on Long-range
Educational Facilities Planning, tinmely notice of those
recomendat i ons has been provided to individuals and groups within
the County, including affected communities; and

WHEREAS, Public hearings on those recommendati ons have been held in
accordance with the policy, and interested citizens have presented
their views on the recommendations, alternative proposals and
supporting data; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County has consi dered
t he superintendent's recomendations, as well as alternatives to
consol i dati ons and closings, to address the concerns of steadily
declining student enrollnment and increasing fiscal constraints in
Mont gonmery County; and

WHEREAS, It is the statutory responsibility of the Board of Education
to consolidate schools when it considered such action practicabl e;
and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Mntgonmery County, in light of all
the information presented to it, considers it practicable and
necessary to consolidate and cl ose some schools within the County for
the greater benefit of all students attending the Mntgonery County
Publ i c Schools; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That Kensington El ementary School is to be closed in June
1982; and be it further

Resol ved, That the attendance area of Kensington El enentary Schoo
shal |l be consolidated with the attendance area of Parkwood El enentary
School as foll ows:

o Send to Parkwood El ementary School all regular students and
speci al education students in the Satellite program

o Send to another Area 1 school or schools two area-based
speci al education classes after analysis of home service areas

0 Assign the Head Start programto Highland El ementary Schoo

and be it further

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site are
no | onger needed for school purposes; and be it further



Resol ved, That the name of the new consolidated school be changed to
Kensi ngt on Park El ementary School or another nanme to be suggested by
t he conbi ned community; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Kensington El enentary School building and site be
conveyed to the County Governnment on July 1, 1982, or as soon
thereafter as possible, subject to the approval of the state
superintendent of schools; and be it further

Resol ved, That prior to the tinme of conveyance to the county
government that the county governnent be requested to work with the
town of Kensington so that the facility continues to be available for
community use; and be it further

Resol ved, That the state superintendent of schools, State |nteragency
Committee for Public School Construction, Town of Kensington, and the
County Council and county executive of Mntgonmery County be nade
aware of these actions.

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to Anend
t he Agenda for March 9, 1982 (FAI LED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to anend the Board's agenda for March 9,
1982, by deferring the itemon the K-8 policy failed with M. Barse,
Dr. Greenblatt, and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M.

Ewi ng, Ms. Peyser, and Ms. Wallace voting in the negative; Ms.
Spencer abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the negative).

Re: K-8 Policy

Dr. Greenblatt noved approval of the follow ng which was seconded by
M. Lipson:

WHEREAS, A need exists for Mntgonmery County Public Schools to have a
policy for Grades K-8 as a conpanion to the Senior H gh School
Pol i cy; and

WHEREAS, On May 12, 1981, the Board of Education directed the
superintendent to provide a draft policy for G ades K-8; and

WHEREAS, The superintendent appointed a conmittee to devel op a policy
for Grades K-8; and

WHEREAS, A policy was drafted on Novenber 10, 1981, and distributed
wi dely, along with recomendati ons by the comittee for its
i npl enentation, to citizens and staff; and

WHEREAS, At a hearing on January 18, 1982, the Board of Education
heard 23 citizens and staff nenbers testify on the policy and the
recomendati ons the comm ttee devel oped for inplenenting it; now
therefore be it



Resol ved, That the Board of Education adopt the draft G ades K-8
policy with the follow ng nodifications:

o In the first section, "Condition," change the third word of
t he second sentence of the second paragraph from "believes”
to "reported.”
o In Section B.2, Pronotion and Retention, substitute, for the
committee's draft, the foll ow ng paragraph
"In Grades K-8, pronotion is based on acadeni c achi evenent
and student progress toward assigned objectives. O her
factors that may need to be considered are social, enotion
and physical maturity. Parents will be informed of al
cases involving possible retention. The principal wll nmake
the final decision after consulting with the schoo
educati onal nanagenment team parents, and/or other
appropriate staff. Any pronotion not based on academ c
achi evenent nust be reported and justified by the principa
to the area associ ate superintendent."”
o In Section B.3, Homework, substitute, for the conmttee's
draft, the foll ow ng paragraph
"Homework is a required part of the instructional program
It is to be assigned regularly and is considered the rule
rather than the exception to daily activity. The nature and
| ength of the assignnents are determ ned by the cl assroom
teacher. The honework plan of the school is coordinated by
the principal and nust be clearly comunicated to students
and parents.”

THE Kl NDERGARTEN THROUGH ElI GHTH GRADE PCLI CY
. CONDI TION

In February 1980, the Board of Education adopted a policy on the
Seni or Hi gh School (Grades 9-12). At that tinme, the Board of
Education indicated the need for a conpanion policy for

ki ndergarten through eighth grade (K-8). 1In May 1981, the Board
adopted a resolution (#383-81) to that effect, and the
superintendent appointed a conmttee to draft a K-8 policy to be
i npl enented in Septenber 1982.

The conmittee reviewed the Mddl e School and Junior H gh Schoo
policies adopted in Decenber 1977, current policies and
regul ati ons for the operation of elenentary schools, and it
researched current issues in elementary education. The comrittee
bel i eves that the existing curriculum organization and
instructional practices in grades K-8 support effective
education, and that no major revisions are necessary. The
purpose of this policy is to establish sone general guidelines,
specific to the education of young children and early

adol escents, to serve as a franework for the effective operation
of grades K-8 in the Montgonery County Public Schools.

1. PURPOSES

A.  The Montgomery County Public Schools has a commtnent to



excel l ence in educating children and early adol escents, and
to maintaining the high educational standards set in the MCPS
Goal s of Education. Those inplenenting these goals in grades
K-8 shoul d be aware of:

1. The devel opnental characteristics of the age group

2. The dynamic nature of our society and its inpact on

children
3. The variety of methods for successfully educating
children

4. The need to search continually for inproved nethods,
curriculumand material s

5. The different characteristics and needs of comunities

wi t hi n Mont gonery County

The varying strengths and needs of each school staff

7. The need for nutual understandi ng and cooperati on anmong
staff, parents, students and comunity in order for a
school to be successful

o

B. To neet the special needs of elenentary and early adol escent
students, MCPS shoul d provide a program and climate that
will:

1. Enable each student to acquire the basic skills
enunerated in the MCPS Program of Studies

2. Enable each student to acquire problemsolving, critica
t hi nki ng, and study skills

3. Accommpdate the differences in |learning styles and rates
anong children of the sanme age

4. Develop in each student a respect for learning and its

i nportance for effectively managi ng change and pl anni ng

for the future

Hel p each student devel op a positive self-concept

Foster self-reliance

7. Develop in each student a sense of responsibility to
the conmunity and the need to contribute to its
i mpr ovenent

8. Foster creativity, and devel op appreciation for the
creativity of others

9. Foster pride in one's own work, and respect for the
acconpl i shments of others

10. Devel op an awareness of a variety of occupations and
technol ogi es and their value to society

11. Devel op an awareness of the contributions of other
cul tures

12. Pronote harnonious and effective human rel ations.

oo

1. PROCESS

Ki ndergarten t hrough eighth grade is a sequential program of

| earning common to all students. The grade |levels housed in a facility
may vary dependi ng on enrol |l nent and space consi derations, but

the curriculum instructional practices, |earning environnment,

and staffing should be consistent fromschool to school



A, Curricul um

1. The curriculum enconpasses all of the teaching and
| earning that takes place under the school's direction
The curriculumis planned to achi eve the MCPS Goal s of
Educati on t hrough a sequence of |earning objectives and
rel ated opportunities, with appropriate human and
material resources. Accountability for student progress
can be realized only when the planned curriculumis
i npl enented. The curriculumw || provide activities for
students that:

a. Present tasks at a level appropriate for each student

b. Have clearly stated objectives which the student can
under stand and denonstrate

c. Are carefully monitored and which reinforce | earning

d. Provide continuous information about progress.

2. The Program of Studies identifies expected outcones for
students at each level. 1t should be inplenented
effectively, efficiently and within appropriate tinme allocations.

a. FEffective and Efficient Use of Curricul um
The curriculumis a basic framework for the
instructional program It nust assure that al
students not only master basic skills, but that
opportunities for greater know edge are extended to
the maxi mnum for each student. The curricul um nust
al so reflect changi ng societal needs, the rapid
grow h of know edge and technol ogy, and students
future needs. An outcone of the curriculumshould be
inmparting to students the strategi es necessary for
| earni ng how to | earn.

The curricul um shoul d provide for pursuing broad

obj ectives that encourage transferring skills across
grades and subject areas. This can be acconplished
by selecting and integrating conpati bl e objectives
fromthe Programof Studies. This clustering of

rel ated objectives facilitates their managenent and
est abl i shes a conposite for nore effective use of

al l ocated | earning tinmne.

The curricul um must encourage students to use their
afterschool tinme to pursue both personal interests
and school - est abl i shed objectives. QOpportunities to
use the basic skills taught in school should be
supported by cooperative and i ndependent activities
in classroons, nedia centers, the hone and comunity.

b. CurriculumTinme Allocations
The suggested tine allocations in the Program of
St udi es shoul d be a guide in devel opi ng schedul es and
pl anning for instruction. These allocations are
intended to indicate relative enphases for different



areas of instruction, rather than precise tine

requi renents. Allocated tinme nmust be managed so that
all students have an opportunity to acconplish
desired objectives. Tinme for a learning task nust be
i nfl uenced by the nature of the task, and the nature
and readi ness of the |earner.

B. Instructional Practices
1. Organizing for Instruction

a. G ouping of students should be based on criteria
whi ch include: previous experience in school
ability and/ or achi evenent |evel in a subject or
specific skills; or other factors that are predictors
of success. G ouping should al ways increase student
opportunity for success. No grouping plan should be
static; it nust pronote flexibility to neet students
changi ng needs and achi evement. G oups will vary in
si ze depending on the | earners, subject or skil
taught, and method of instruction. G ouping
practices nust be evaluated regularly to ensure that
all students have the opportunity to engage in
| earning activities that represent an appropriate
chal | enge.

b. Schedul es of students with special needs must be
careful ly devel oped to m nimze fragnentation of the
day and of |earning experiences.

2. Pronotion and Retention

In ki ndergarten through eighth grade, pronotion is determ ned
by schol asti c achi evenment and by social, enotional and
physical maturity. Wien a student's cl assroom performance
varies significantly fromgrade | evel, as defined in the
Program of Studies, the school's Educational Managenent Team
shal |l determ ne the nost effective type of assistance to be
provided. Options may include additional academ c
assistance, a different |earning environnent, sunmer school

or retention in grade. Parents nust be infornmed of and

i nvol ved in the decision-nmaking process when these options
are considered. The principal is responsible for determ ning
all pronotions and retentions after consulting with the
school ' s Educati onal Managenent Team or ot her appropriate
staff.

3.  Honewor k

Honmework is beneficial and inportant in a student's program
Honewor k assi gnnents nust be related to instructiona

obj ectives, and the school's homework policy nust be clearly
conmuni cated to students and parents.

C.  Environnment



The nature of the learning environment is a critical factor
in educating children and early adol escents. This

envi ronnent nust be responsive to students' changi ng needs as
they grow and mature. The school should provide a clinmate
whi ch:

1. Creates an atnosphere of caring, warnth and enthusiasm

2. Expects and encourages all students to learn and to
succeed

3. Uses praise when student effort and achievenment merit it

4. Fosters students' respect for their own cultural values
and those of others

5. Devel ops sensitivity to the handi capped

6. Expects students to attend classes and to be responsible
for conpleting all assigned work on tinme and in an
accept abl e manner

7. Encourages students to participate, in a manner
appropriate to their age and level of maturity, in nmaking
decisions that affect their lives in schoo

8. Assures a safe, orderly environnent for |earning through
consi stent inplenentation of a school w de discipline
pl an, devel oped cooperatively with parents and students

9. (G ves every student opportunities to denonstrate
| eader shi p and experience success through activities that
are an integral part of the total school program

10. Actively encourages parent involvenent in schoo
activities and regul ar conmuni cati on between home and schoo

11. Promptes the good health of students and staff in a
cl ean, safe building

12. Encourages eval uation of the school environment on a
regul ar basis with student and parent participation

D. Organization and Staffing

1. Recognizing that there is no one organi zational pattern
appropriate for all students, schools nay be organized in
a variety of ways, including, but not limted to:
sel f-contai ned cl asses, teans, graded or multi-graded
cl asses, and subject matter classes. O ganizationa
arrangenents will depend on student needs, staff
strengths, and the nature of the facility. Comunity and
staff input should be considered in devel oping a school's
organi zati onal pattern

2. MCPS nust provide an appropriate educational program for
students with special needs such as physical handi caps,
| earning disabilities, enotional or |anguage handi caps,
and those with special gifts or talents. Each schoo
shall foll ow MCPS procedures to inplenent a regul ar
process for identifying students with special needs.
Adequat e staff, materials and in-service training nust be
provided so that staff can educate these students in the
nost natural and integrated setting possible.

3. Standards for elenmentary and internediate | evel schools



shoul d ensure adequate staff to neet all students
educational needs, including a mninumallocation of art,
nusi c,
counsel i ng.

Each school's organi zational pattern and staffing
al l ocation should provide tine for teachers to plan

t oget her,
matter,

physi cal education, readi ng, nmedia services, and

resulting in inproved integration of subject

coordi nation of individual student progranms and

consi stent adherence to high academ c standards.
Ful | - day ki ndergarten prograns should be established for
children eligible by age.

Conti nui ng professional education and resources shall be
provided to help staff inplenent revised curriculum and
respond to the inpact of declining enrollnment and the

i ncreasing diversity of the student popul ation

al l

I V. FEEDBACK | NDI CATCRS

Thi s policy shal

becone effective in Septenber 1982, with ful

i npl enentation to be achieved as rapidly as possible, but no
| ater than Septenber 1985.

G eenbl att

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to Anend
the Proposed K-8 Policy

nmoved the foll owi ng which was seconded by Ms. Peyser

PROCESS

B

I nstructional Practices

1

Organi zing for Instruction

a.

G oupi ng of students is strongly recomended and
is to be based primarily on ability and

achi evenent level in a subject or specific skil
and other factors that are predictors of success.
G oupi ng shoul d al ways increase student opportunity for
success. No grouping plan should be static; it
must pronmote flexibility to neet students
changi ng needs and achi evenment. G oups will

vary in size depending on the |earners, subject
or skill taught, and nmethod of instruction

G oup practices nmust be evaluated regularly to
ensure that all students have the opportunity

to engage in learning activities that represent
an appropriate chall enge.

Pronoti on and Retention

In Grades K-8, pronotion is based on acadenic
achi evenent and student mastery of assigned
objectives. Oher factors that may be consi dered
are social, enmotional, and physical maturity.
Parents will be informed of all cases involving



possi ble retention. The principal will make the
final decision after consulting with the classroom
teacher and ot her appropriate staff. Parents will be
i nformed of the decision pronptly.

In addition, the superintendent shall establish
system w de check points at the 3rd, 6th and 8th
grades. If a child is nore than 1. years behind in
readi ng and/ or math, he/she nust be retained at

hi s/ her current grade level (3rd, 6th and 8th grade)
and be provided renedi al assistance as appropriate.

After a child has been retai ned one year in 6th
and/ or 8th grade, he/she may attend an intermnedi ate
or senior high facility only if he/she is taking a
separ ate program of renedial courses which are on a
pre-intermedi ate or pre-senior high school |evel,
respectively. The student will remain in this
renedi al programuntil he/she can achieve overall on
grade |l evel and attains reading and math scores

wi thin one year of grade level. Any exception to
this policy must be justified by the superintendent
in his annual report to the Board of Education

As recommended by the superintendent.

Every effort shall be made to rai se acadenic

st andards countyw de and wi thin each school. In
order to close the gap between students' potenti al
and their actual performance, teachers are
encouraged to teach objectives beyond their specific
grade level. The curriculumw Il be reviewed
periodically to determne if it is of sufficient
chal | enge for specific grades.

Al'l teaching shall focus on mastery of basic skills
with particular enphasis on increased reading,
writing, spelling and vocabul ary devel opnent and
math skills.

Teachers will schedul e the maxi muminstructiona
time on basic skills subjects (reading, witing,
mat h i ncl udi ng conmputer literacy, science and soci al
studies) and with effective teaching nethods

i ncrease students' actual tine on task.

The devel opnent of study skills is an inportant part
of the K-8 programincl udi ng good organi zati on

i ndependent study, homework, standards of acceptable
work, pride in one's work or acconplishnment, etc

Ki ndergarten prograns shall include pre-reading and



pre-math skill devel opment with schedul ed instruction in
reading and math if children are ready.

ADD: 9. Those students who are bel ow grade level in 7th and
8th grade must enroll in a double period of English.

D. Organization and Staffing
2. ADD

0 As a mininumthere will be one gifted programin
each high school district available to all
qualified students at the elementary and
i nternedi ate | evels.

o Al principals and teachers are consi dered
readi ng teachers and will have preparation in
teaching reading or in teaching reading in a
speci fic subject area.

o Wthin each region, an English inmrersion center
wi Il be established on an el enentary and
i nternmedi ate | evel.

o Efforts will be made to encourage regul ar
attendance of teachers and students.

Qut - of -cl assroom activities requiring a
substitute for teachers will be di scouraged.

5. Full-day ki ndergarten prograns shoul d be established
for all children eligible by age. All-day
ki ndergartens will be available in each high school
district and expanded as funding is avail abl e.

V. FEEDBACK | NDI CATORS

ADD: The annual review of standardized test scores by school wll
identify those schools which are highly successful and those
school s in which students are not achieving at a high | evel
conpared with the county. Efforts will be nade to identify the
causes and develop a plan to inprove the achi evenent of
st udents.

Resol uti on No. 255-82 Re: Tabling of Dr. Geenblatt's
Proposed Anendnents to the K-8 Policy

On notion of M. Barse seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted with M. Barse, M. Ewing, Dr. Geenblatt,
Ms. Peyser, Ms. \Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the

affirmative; Ms. Spencer voting in the negative (M. Lipson
abst ai ni ng):

Resol ved, That Dr. Geenblatt's proposed amendnents to the K-8 policy
be tabl ed.

Dr. Greenblatt left the neeting at this point.



Re: Nonrecomended Budget Reducti ons
Required to Reach Two Budget Levels
Speci fied by the Montgonmery County
Counci | for FY 1983 QOperating Budget

M's. Spencer noved the follow ng which was seconded by Ms. Peyser

WHEREAS, On Novenber 24, 1981, the County Council requested the Board
to submit in addition to its recommended Fiscal 1983 Operating Budget
($356, 615, 351) alternative budget levels of $353.0 nmillion and $342.4
mllion; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has the | egal responsibility to
respond to this request according to the provisions of the Annotated
Code of Maryland, Education [Article 6. Section 5-101(f), which state:

In addition to all other information required by this section

t he Montgonery County Board of Education, on request of the
county executive and County Council, shall provide with the
annual budget the programinplications of reconmendations for
reductions to or increases in its annual budget, at whatever
different | evels of funding and acconpani ed by whatever
reasonabl e supporting detail and anal ysis, as may be specified by
the county executive and County Council. ..

and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education also, by law, has the responsibility
to bargain with its enployees, and the Board recommended QOperati ng
Budget of $356, 615, 351 was devel oped to include contractua
agreenments reached through coll ective bargaining; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education is obligated by law to respond to the
Council's request, the Board has no choice but to submit reductions
that will affect the negotiated agreenent; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education submt the attached information
as directed by the Montgonery County Council with the foll ow ng
stipul ations:

1. This list is not recommended by the Board of Education

2. The Board's only budget recomendati ons for FY 1983 are those
contai ned in the budget request agreed upon by the Board of
Education on February 25, 1982, and totalling $356, 615, 351

and be it further

Resol ved, That upon the request of the County Council, the Board has
divided the information to be supplied into the followi ng two groups,
totalling $14.2 mllion, the size of which caused the Board to
include itenms in the negotiated agreenents:

0 Goup A reductions totalling $3.6 million, which would
reduce the Board's request to a total of approximtely



$353.0 nmillion

0 Goup B, reductions totalling $10.6 nmillion, which together
with Goup Aitens, would reduce the Board's request to a
total of $342.4 nmillion

and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board's rationale in developing the followi ng |ist
is solely to conply with the | aw and the Board recogni zes that it
cannot support such a list because of the negotiation requirenent
with the legally recogni zed enpl oyee organi zati ons;

Reducti ons of the Board Approved FY 1983
Qperating Budget and Their I npact To Reach
Two Lower Budget Levels Specified by the
Mont gonmery County Counci
March 9, 1982

Goup A - $353.0 MIlion Level

0 Reduce the request for all-day kindergarten by one-hal f
from10 to 5 teachers $100, 000

Impact: Significantly restrict the all-day kindergarten
opportunity to approxi mately one-tenth of the elenmentary
school s

o Elimnate the addition of 9 teachers for elenmentary art,
musi ¢, and physi cal education 200, 000

Impact: No inprovenent will be provided in these prograns
for elementary school children

o Elimnate the request for 3 elenmentary school nedia
speci al i sts 70, 000

Impact: This reduction will prevent progress toward
a full tine nedia specialist in each el enmentary schoo

o Elimnate the addition of 4 elenentary reading teachers
80, 000

I mpact: Sone el ementary schools with 400 or nore pupils
wi Il have half-time reading teachers

o Cut the entire request for all behavioral assistants in
t he seni or hi gh school s 85, 000

I mpact: Elimnate expansion of the in-school suspension
program at the senior high |evel

o Elimnate inprovenent for gifted/talented prograns at al



school |evels 145, 000

I mpact: Provide no additional instructional staff for
gifted/tal ented students

Elimnate driver education 855, 000
I mpact: This action would renove driver education fromthe
regul ar day programto night and summer school requiring a

tuition charge for the course

Cut increase for inflation fromthe K-12 textbook accounts
120, 000

I mpact: Reduced nunber of textbooks woul d be purchased
Reduce private placenent tuition account 200, 000

I mpact: Elimnates provision for appeal decisions and
i ncreases the possibility of a deficit in this account

Eli m nate request for word processi ng and noderni zed
equi prent in area offices 120, 000

I mpact: Would severely Iimt area offices' ability to
conmuni cate wi th school s conpounded by a | oss of 6
clerical positions in the current school year

Reduce bus gasoline 500, 000

I mpact: Transported students would be required to wal k as
far to bus stops as nontransported students wal k to schoo

Reduce fuel oil - utilities 550, 000

I mpact: Would require nmaintaining cool er tenperatures
t han usual in school buildings

Reduce buil di ng service workers by 22 positions 400, 000

I mpact: CGenerally weaken the capability to maintain
cl ean school buil di ngs

Eli m nate roving custodial crew 125, 000

Impact: Elimnate the possibility of providi ng adequate
substitute coverage in el enmentary school s

Elimnate entire request for staff vehicle repl acenment
50, 000

I mpact: No vehicles have been replaced for 6 years.
Deterioration of the fleet continues with ensuing
i ncreased mai nt enance costs



Total Goup A $3, 600, 000
Goup B - $342.4 MIlion Level
0 Reduce negotiated itens $10, 600, 000

I mpact: Reduction of negotiated itens would require
the inplenentation of the renegotiation process to
determ ne what el enents of the contract would be

nodi fied. For exanple, if the total dollar anount
were applied to the cost-of-1living provisions, the
percent age woul d be reduced from®6.5 to approxi mately
2.2

Grand Total Reductions $14, 200, 000

Re: A Mdtion by M. Barse to Anend the
Proposed Resol uti on on Nonrecomended
Budget Reductions (FAI LED)

A nmotion by M. Barse that the Board substitute for the Goup "A"

bull et that the Board directs the superintendent to resubnit another
Goup "A" list of nonreconmended cuts renoving all bullets on page
one with the exception of driver education and substituting cuts from
the central office and nonclassroomactivities to reach the sane
total failed with M. Barse and Ms. Peyser voting in the
affirmative; M. BEwmng, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone
voting in the negative (M. Lipson voting in the negative).

Resol uti on No. 256-82 Re: Nonrecomended Budget Reducti ons
Requi red To Reach Two Budget Levels
Speci fied by the Montgomery County
Counci | for FY 1983 QOperating Budget

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Ms. Spencer
seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng resolution was adopted wth
M. Ew ng, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Wallace, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
affirmative; M. Barse and Ms. Peyser voting in the negative (M.

Li pson voting in the affirmative):

WHEREAS, On Novenber 24, 1981, the County Council requested the Board
to submit in addition to its recommended Fiscal 1983 Operating Budget
($356, 615,351) alternative budget levels of $353.0 nmillion and $342.4
mllion; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has the I egal responsibility to
respond to this request according to the provisions of the Annotated
Code of Maryland, Education [Article 6. Section 5-101(f), which state:

In addition to all other information required by this section,
t he Montgonery County Board of Education, on request of the
county executive and County Council, shall provide with the
annual budget the programinplications of reconmendations for



reductions to or increases in its annual budget, at whatever
different |evels of funding and acconpani ed by whatever
reasonabl e supporting detail and anal ysis, as may be specified by
the county executive and County Council. ..

and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education also, by law, has the responsibility
to bargain with its enployees, and the Board recommended Qperati ng
Budget of $356, 615, 351 was devel oped to include contractua
agreements reached through coll ective bargai ning; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education is obligated by law to respond to the
Council's request, the Board has no choice but to submit reductions
that will affect the negotiated agreenent; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Education submt the attached information
as directed by the Montgonery County Council with the foll ow ng
stipul ations:

1. This list is not recormended by the Board of Education

2. The Board's only budget recomendati ons for FY 1983 are those
contai ned in the budget request agreed upon by the Board of
Education on February 25, 1982, and totalling $356, 615, 351

and be it further

Resol ved, That upon the request of the County Council, the Board has
divided the information to be supplied into the followi ng two groups,
totalling $14.2 mllion, the size of which caused the Board to
include itenms in the negotiated agreenents:

0 Goup A reductions totalling $3.6 million, which would
reduce the Board's request to a total of approximtely
$353.0 nmillion

0 Goup B, reductions totalling $10.6 nmillion, which together
with Goup Aitens, would reduce the Board's request to a
total of $342.4 nmillion

and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board's rationale in developing the followi ng |ist
is solely to conply with the | aw and the Board recogni zes that it
cannot support such a list because of the negotiation requirenent
with the legally recogni zed enpl oyee organi zati ons;

Reducti ons of the Board Approved FY 1983
Qperating Budget and Their I npact To Reach
Two Lower Budget Levels Specified by the
Mont gonmery County Counci
March 9, 1982



Goup A - $353.0 MIlion Level

0 Reduce the request for all-day kindergarten by one-hal f
from10 to 5 teachers $100, 000

Impact: Significantly restrict the all-day kindergarten
opportunity to approxi mately one-tenth of the elementary
school s

o Elimnate the addition of 9 teachers for elenmentary art,
musi ¢, and physi cal education 200, 000

Impact: No inprovenent will be provided in these prograns
for elementary school children

o Elimnate the request for 3 elenmentary school nedia
speci alists 70, 000

Impact: This reduction will prevent progress toward
a full tine nedia specialist in each el ementary schoo

o Elimnate the addition of 4 elenentary reading teachers
80, 000

I mpact: Sone el ementary schools with 400 or nore pupils
wi Il have half-tinme reading teachers

o Cut the entire request for all behavioral assistants in
t he seni or high school s 85, 000

I mpact: Elimnate expansion of the in-school suspension
program at the senior high |evel

o Elimnate inprovenent for gifted/talented prograns at al
school |evels 145, 000

I mpact: Provide no additional instructional staff for
gifted/tal ented students

o Elimnate driver education 855, 000
I mpact: This action would renove driver education fromthe
regul ar day programto ni ght and summer school requiring a

tuition charge for the course

o Cut increase for inflation fromthe K-12 textbook accounts
120, 000

I mpact: Reduced nunber of textbooks woul d be purchased
0 Reduce private placenent tuition account 200, 000

I mpact: Elimnates provision for appeal decisions and
i ncreases the possibility of a deficit in this account



o Elimnate request for word processi ng and noder ni zed
equi prent in area offices 120, 000

I mpact: Would severely Iimt area offices' ability to
conmuni cate wi th school s conpounded by a | oss of 6
clerical positions in the current school year

0 Reduce bus gasoline 500, 000

I mpact: Transported students would be required to wal k as
far to bus stops as nontransported students wal k to schoo

0 Reduce fuel oil - utilities 550, 000

I mpact: Would require maintaining cool er tenperatures
t han usual in school buildings

0 Reduce buil ding service workers by 22 positions
400, 000

I mpact: Cenerally weaken the capability to maintain
cl ean school buil di ngs

o Elimnate roving custodial crew 125, 000

Impact: Elimnate the possibility of providi ng adequate
substitute coverage in el enmentary school s

o Elimnate entire request for staff vehicle replacenent
50, 000

I mpact: No vehicles have been replaced for 6 years.
Deterioration of the fleet continues with ensuing
i ncreased mai nt enance costs

Total Goup A $ 3, 600, 000
Goup B - $342.4 MIlion Level
0 Reduce negotiated itens $10, 600, 000

I mpact: Reduction of negotiated itens would require
the inplenentation of the renegotiation process to
determ ne what el enents of the contract would be

nodi fied. For exanple, if the total dollar anount
were applied to the cost-of-1living provisions, the
percent age woul d be reduced from®6.5 to approxi mately
2.2

Grand Total Reductions $14, 200, 000



Re: Montgonery Blair H gh School

M's. \allace noved approval of the follow ng which was seconded by
M. Lipson:

Resol ved, That the superintendent will review the acadenic program at
Blair H gh School and present to the Board identified needs and
suggestions for inprovenent; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board will hold a forumon the feasibility of
and/ or the need for a performng arts nagnet; and be it further

Resol ved, That thereafter the Board schedul e a work session with
| eaders fromthe Blair feeder area schools to discuss possible
alternatives; and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent be instructed to include
recomendati ons and/or options for Blair H gh School during the
normal cal endar established in the long-range facilities policy with
hearings as specified in said policy.

Re: A Substitute Motion by M. Ew ng on
Bl ai r Hi gh School

M. Ew ng noved and M. Lipson seconded the foll ow ng:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education conmts itself to a
strengt hened academ c programat Blair H gh School beginning in the
fall of 1982 and in subsequent years; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Education decision on boundaries for
Blair H gh School be rescinded and the superintendent's
recomendati on on boundaries for Blair Hi gh School be adopted.

Resol uti on No. 257-82 Re: An Anendnent to the Mdtion on Blair
H gh School

On notion of M. Ew ng seconded by M. Lipson, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the follow ng be substituted for the first Resol ved of
t he proposed resolution on Blair H gh School:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education conmts itself to a
strengt hened academ c programat Blair H gh School beginning in the
fall of 1982 and in subsequent years; and be it further.

Re: A Mtion by M. BEwing to Anend the
Proposed Resolution on Blair Hi gh
School (FAI LED)

A nmotion by M. BEwing to anend the proposed resolution on Blair Hi gh
School to add: Resolved, That the Board of Education deci sion on



boundaries for Blair H gh School be rescinded and the
superintendent's recomendati on on boundaries for Blair H gh School
be adopted, failed with M. Ewm ng and Ms. Spencer voting in the
affirmative; M. Barse, Ms. Peyser, and Ms. Zappone voting in the
negative; Ms. Wallace abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the
affirmative).

For the record, Ms. \Wallace stated her rationale for abstaining was
still as previously stated.

For the record, M. Ewing stated that the failure to extend the
boundaries of Blair will give the perception that the school is not a
vi abl e educational institution.

Resol uti on No. 258-82 Re: First Resolved C ause of the
Resol ution on Blair H gh School

On notion of M. Ew ng seconded by M. Lipson, the follow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:
Resol ved, That the Board of Education conmts itself to a

strengt hened academ c programat Blair H gh School beginning in the
fall of 1982 and in subsequent years; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 259-82 Re: Second Resol ved O ause of the
Resol ution on Blair H gh School

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by M. Lipson, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the superintendent will review the acadenic program at
Blair H gh School and present to the Board identified needs and
suggestions for inprovenment; and be it further.

Re: A Mdtion by Ms. Wllace on the
Third Resol ved O ause of the Proposed
Resol ution on Blair H gh School (FAILED)

A nmotion by Ms. Wallace that the Board will hold a forumon the
feasibility of an/or the need for a performng arts magnet failed
with M. Ewing, Ms. Spencer, and Ms. Wallace voting in the
affirmative; M. Barse and Ms. Peyser voting in the negative; Ms.
Zappone abstaining (M. Lipson voting in the affirmative).

Resol uti on No. 260-82 Re: Third Resol ved C ause of the
Resol ution on Blair H gh School

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by M. Lipson, the foll ow ng

resol ution was adopted with M. Ewi ng, Ms. Spencer, Ms. Willace,
and Ms. Zappone voting in the affirmative; M. Barse and Ms. Peyser
abst ai ni ng:

Resol ved, That thereafter the Board schedul e a work session with



| eaders fromthe Blair feeder area schools to discuss possible
alternatives; and be it further.

Resol uti on No. 261-82 Re: Fourth Resol ved O ause of the
Resol ution on Blair H gh Schoo

On notion of Ms. Wallace seconded by M. Lipson, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously:

Resol ved, That the superintendent be instructed to include
recomendati ons and/or options for Blair H gh School during the
normal cal endar established in the long-range facilities policy with
hearings as specified in said policy.

Re: Montgomery Blair H gh Schoo
Resol ved, That the Board of Education conmts itself to a

strengt hened academ c programat Blair H gh School beginning in the
fall of 1982 and in subsequent years; and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent will review the acadenic program at
Blair H gh School and present to the Board identified needs and
suggestions for inprovenent; and be it further
Resol ved, That thereafter the Board schedule a work session with
| eaders fromthe Blair feeder area schools to discuss possible
alternatives; and be it further
Resol ved, That the superintendent be instructed to include
recomendat i ons and/or options for Blair H gh School during the
normal cal endar established in the long-range facilities policy with
hearings as specified in said policy.

Re: Itenms of Information
Board nmenbers received the following itenms of information
1. Itens in Process
2. Construction Progress Report
3. French Inmersion Programat Qak View El ementary Schoo

Re:  Adj our nnent
The president adjourned the neeting at 7:30 p.m

Pr esi dent

Secretary

EA m w



