APPROVED Rockvill e, Maryl and
53-1984 Novenber 26, 1984

The Board of Education of Montgonery County net in special session
at the Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville, Maryland, on
Monday, Novenber 26, 1984, at 8:15 p.m

ROLL CALL Present: Ms. Marilyn J. Praisner, President in
the Chair
Dr. Janmes E. Cronin
M ss Jacqui e Duby
M. Blair G BEw ng*
Dr. Jerem ah Fl oyd
Dr. Marian L. Geenblatt*
Ms. Suzanne K Peyser*
Dr. Robert E. Shoenberg

Absent: None

O hers Present: Dr. Wlnmer S Cody, Superintendent of
School s
Dr. Harry Pitt, Deputy Superintendent
Dr. Robert S. Shaffner, Executive
Assi st ant
M. Thonas S. Fess, Parlianentarian
Ms. Sharon Di Fonzo, Board Menber-el ect
M's. Mary Margaret Slye, Board
Menmber - el ect

Resol uti on No. 597-84 Re: Board Agenda for Novenber 26, 1984
On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr. Cronin
seconded by Dr. Shoenberg, the follow ng resolution was adopted

unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education adopt its agenda for Novenber
26, 1984.

* M. BnMng joined the neeting at this point.

Re:  Announcenent
M's. Prai sner announced that due to the Thanksgiving holiday there
woul d be a delay in the appoi ntnent of nenbers to the Area 2 Task
Force. The Board expected to take action and appoint the committee
on Decenber 5, 1984.
Resol uti on No. 598-84 Re: Personnel Appoi nt ment
On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr. Cronin
seconded by Dr. Shoenberg, the follow ng resolution was adopted

unani nousl y:

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



Appoi nt ment Present Position As

Kenneth K. Miir Di rector Di rector of
Long-range
Dept. of Information Pl anni ng
Coordi nation
Grade P

Ef fective January
2, 1985
or thereafter

Re: Presentation of PEPCo Energy
Conpetition Award for Flower Hil
El ementary Schoo

M. Steven Parker presented the energy award to the superintendent
and nenbers of the Board of Education. He noted that the school had
won first place for all new construction in the Metropolitan area.
He thanked the staff for their efforts and noted that Flower Hil

was originally designed for Lake Seneca which is outside of PEPCo's
service area. Therefore, Flower H Il had been entered into the
conpetition, and he would see to it that both school s di splayed the
awar ds.

* Ms. Peyser joined the neeting at this point.

Resol uti on No. 599-84 Re: Wnston Churchill H gh School -
Reroofing (Area 2)

On reconmmendati on of the superintendent and on notion of M. Ew ng
seconded by Ms. Peyser, the follow ng resolution was adopted
unani nousl y:

WHEREAS, Seal ed bids were recei ved on Novenber 20 for the reroofing

at Wnston Churchill H gh School as indicated bel ow

Bi dder Base Bi d
1. Ondorff & Spaid, Inc. $304, 319
2. J. E Wod & Sons Co., Inc. 312, 360
3. R D. Bean, Inc. 315, 565
and

WHEREAS, The | ow bi dder, Ondorff & Spaid, Inc., has perfornmed
simlar projects satisfactorily; and

WHEREAS, Low bid is within staff estimte and sufficient funds are
avai l abl e in account 999-42 to effect award; now therefore be it
Resol ved, That a contract for $304,319 be awarded to O ndorff &
Spaid, Inc., to acconplish reroofing at Wnston Churchill High
School in accordance with plans and specifications dated Novenber 7,
1984, prepared by the Division of Construction and Capital Projects.



Resol uti on No. 600-84 Re: Reduction of Retainage -
Washi ngt on Grove El enentary School
(Area 3)

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

WHEREAS, The McAlister-Schwartz Co., general contractor for the
noder ni zati on and addition at Washi ngton G ove El enmentary School
has conpl eted 84 percent of all specified requirenents as of
Novermber 13, 1984, and has requested that the 10 percent retainage
anmount, which is based on the conpleted work to date, be reduced to
5 percent retainage; and

WHEREAS, The project bondi ng conpany, The American |nsurance
Company, by letter dated Novenber 9, 1984, consented to this
reduction; and

WHEREAS, The project architect, Thomas O ark Associates Architects,
by letter dated Novenber 15, 1984, recommended that this request for
reduction in retai nage be approved; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the contract's specified 10 percent retainage

wi t hhel d from periodic construction contract paynments to The

McAl i ster-Schwartz Co., general contractor for the nodernization and
additi on at Washi ngton G ove El enentary School, currently anounting
to 10 percent of the contractor's request for paynent to date, now
be reduced to 5 percent with the remaining 5 percent to becone due
and payabl e after formal acceptance of the conpleted project and
total conpletion of all remaining contract requirenents.

Resol uti on No. 601-84 Re: FY 1985 Categorical Transfer
Wthin the Provision for Future
Supported Projects

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

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to effect
the followi ng categorical transfer within the FY 1985 Provision for
Future Supported Projects in accordance with the Provision for
Transfer as adopted by the County Council:

Cat egory From To
02 Instructional Salaries $ 5,000
03 Instructional O her 10, 000
04 Special Education $15, 000
Tot al $15, 000 $15, 000

and be it further



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

Resol uti on No. 602-84 Re: Utilization of a Portion of the FY
1985 Provision for Future
Supported Projects for the
Maryl and Drug/ Al cohol Prevention
and Intervention Program

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

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend, within the FY 1985 Provision for Future
Supported Projects, a $6,000 grant award in the foll owi ng categories
fromthe Maryland State Departnent of Education under the Education
Consol i dati on and | nprovenent Act Chapter 2 to conduct a five-day
trai ni ng workshop for the Parkl and/ Wheat on and Baker/ Damascus schoo
communities and to provide support and technical assistance for the
six additional conmmunity action teans:

Cat egory Amount

02 Instructional Salaries $ 420
03 Instructional O her 5,525
10 Fixed Charges 55
Tot al $6, 000

and be it further

Resol ved, That a copy of this resolution be transnmtted to the
county executive and the County Counci l

Resol uti on No. 603-84 Re: FY 1985 Categorical Transfer
within the Head Start Program

On reconmendati on of the superintendent and nmotion of Ms. Peyser
seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resol uti on was adopt ed
unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to effect
within the FY 1985 Head Start Program funded by the Ofice of

Admi ni stration for Children, Youth, and Fanilies through the

Mont gonmery County Conmmunity Action Agency the foll owi ng categori cal
transfer in accordance with the County Council Provision for
Transfer:

Cat egory From To

03 Instructional O her $9, 873
10 Fixed Charges $9, 873



and be it further

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

Resol uti on No. 604-84 Re: FY 1985 Suppl enent al Appropriation
to Provide Transition Prograns for
Ref ugee Chil dren

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

seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resol uti on was adopt ed

unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
establish 2.5, 10-nmonth teacher (A-D) positions; and be it further

Resol ved, That the superintendent of schools be authorized, subject
to County Council approval, to receive and expend in the follow ng
categories this grant award fromthe Maryland State Departnent of
Educati on under the Refugee Act of 1980, P.L. 96-212 for the FY 1985
Transition Program for Refugee Children:

Cat egory Suppl enent al
02 Instructional Salaries $55, 140
10 Fixed Charges 14, 894
Tot al $70, 034

and be it further

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

* Dr. Greenblatt joined the neeting at this point.

Re: Board/Press/Visitor Conference
The foll owi ng individuals appeared before the Board of Education:
Ms. Jane Stern, MCEA
Ms. Carole Lowe, Montgonery County Home Econom cs Associ ation
M. John Smith, Al pha Phi Al pha

M's. Charl ene Janes, Richard Montgonmery C uster Coordi nator
Ms. Gnny MIler, Walter Johnson O uster Coordi nator

GRhwnPE

Re: Report of the Citizens Advisory
Commi ttee for Career and
Vocat i onal Educati on

Dr. Frank Carricato introduced Ms. Marilyn Schei ner, past chairman
of the conmmittee; Ms. Diane Brasile, and Ms. Joan Karasik. Ms.
Schei ner explained that their report had with it three addendum the
first of which was a copy of the goals and objectives they had set



for the comng year. They had al ready inplenmented sone of these
goals by dividing into subconmttees. One was to | ook at Board
activities as they relate to career and vocational education, one
was to | ook at program eval uati on, one was the relationship of

vocati onal education to manpower planning, another was gui dance and
counseling in career and vocational education, another was public
rel ati ons and marketing, and the | ast was the continuing | ook at the
needs of the special needs students.

M's. Scheiner said that the second itemwas a copy of testinony
given to the National Conm ssion on Secondary Vocati onal Education
She said that |ooking at sonme nunbers in the national news it had
been reported that less than a third of the graduates of 1984 woul d
be graduating college in four to five years after high schoo
graduation. They hoped to raise questions that the conm ssion could
study. One question was where the 1.9 million students not
graduating fromcoll ege would get their job skills. The other point
was that even for the 800,000 students going to graduate from

coll ege the cost of college was astronom cal. These students needed
to have a skill that would allow themto earn nore than the m ni mum
wage to hel p them get through college. They hoped that these
students woul d have the opportunity to learn these skills in high
school .

M's. Scheiner indicated that the third itemadded to the annua
report was a conprehensive look into the vocational preparation for
handi capped students in Mntgonery County. The committee accepted
this report with its recommendati ons, and she called attention to
these. In addition to these three itens, the committee had nade
some ot her recommendati ons based on conmmittee neetings and

di scussion. The first was that they hoped the Board woul d consi der
a graduation requirenment in career or vocational subjects. They had
found that one third of the high school students took a career or
vocational course. |If they added hone econom cs, consuner

awar eness, and industrial arts, well over 70 percent of the students
were taking courses. They also asked that nore effort be made in
mar keting the vocational courses, and that counselors provide
information to students in the sixth and seventh grades about these
courses. She said that in getting information to honmes they felt
that information should be in a | anguage that was understandabl e by
students and their parents. They recomended that awards cerenonies
in the schools give equal recognition to outstanding career and
vocati onal students. They thought that nore effort should be nade
to introduce career and vocational opportunities to fermale and
mnority students.

M's. Scheiner stated that they were |ooking forward to the up-county
career and vocational center. They hoped that prograns woul d

refl ect opportunities in the neighboring comercial areas and that

t he nei ghbori ng busi nesses woul d be brought into the planning
process.

Dr. Cronin commented that when the Board received an annual report,
generally the staff response was so late that the Board forgot the



original discussion. He asked whether they could speed up responses
to these reports. He requested a staff response to the five
reconmendations of the full committee. He asked what coul d be done
i mediately to inplenent these w thout much resource commitnent. He
asked what would be required to inplenment the nore difficult ones in
staff time or resources. He also inquired about the time frane for

i npl enentation if they were to conmt the resources.

Dr. Cronin said he was interested in the vocational preparation for
handi capped students. He cited the recommendati ons on page 3 of
this report on career education and asked what could be done with
exi sting staff and effort, what nust be done with additional staff
and resources, and what the tine frame would be. He inquired about
the problens with giving the TAP and PIES tests. Ms. Karasik
replied that the teachers felt that the results com ng out of the
tests were not all that useful. They were suggesting that sinpler
tests be used and that the main enphasis be on the assessnment of the
i ndi vi dual student. They al so suggested that there be specialized
speci al education teachers who knew the vocati onal education field.

Dr. Cronin requested a staff response to these suggestions.

Dr. Cronin called attention to the section which stated that
vocational instructors received no advance infornmati on about

handi capped students placed in their classes. Ms. Brasile
explained that this did not nean in all cases. These were coments
recei ved fromteachers who included this as a problem Ms. Karasik
cited the probl em of communi cati on between the honme school teachers
and the Edison teachers.

Dr. Cronin inquired about conmunication and coordination wth

Mont gonmery Col | ege for services to students who had graduated from
MCPS. Dr. Carricato replied that not all handi capped students took
a vocational program The vocational staff did not have that type
of communi cation with Montgonery Col |l ege staff. He indicated that
the next conmttee report dealt nore specifically with coordination
and comuni cati on between secondary vocational and postsecondary
vocational. He felt they had very good conmuni cation, but except in
the area of business education, they did not have good

articulation. Dr. Cronin asked if he had any suggestions to get on
with this articulation, and Dr. Carricato replied they would be
meeting with Baltinore County staff because they had nmade progress
in solving this problem He said that it mght be necessary for the
state Board of Education to take an action for all counties to
resolve this articulation problem Dr. Cronin suggested that it
mght help if the Board asked its staff to do this and if the
Col l ege asked its staff as well.

Dr. Cronin requested a report fromstaff on the in-service training
given to regul ar teachers and the availability of such training for
vocati onal education teachers who work wi th handi capped students.

Dr. Shoenberg thanked the conmttee for the quality of the report
and, in particular, cited the report on handi capped students for its
clarity. He suggested substituting "work force planning" for
"manpower planning." He comented that he got worried when they



tal ked about focusing on this because it raised issues of social
engi neering. He thought that if they set up a series of vocationa
prograns for specific needs in the county, they would be naking a
m stake. Ms. Scheiner replied that they had had a series of
nmeetings with enployers in the county. These enployers told them
that they did not need enpl oyees trained in specific applications or
skills, but rather they needed enpl oyees who had basic skills plus
the ability to think and reason, show up to work on tinme, and |l earn
work and life skills. Dr. Shoenberg comrented that all nationa
reports suggested that the skills needed for students to take their
place in the work force were the sane skills students needed to go
on to college. He thought they needed to be in a position to bring
t he vocational and the college preparatory closer to each other

Dr. Shoenberg said he was starting to have second thoughts about

ei ghth grade planning. He was not sure that a thirteen year-old
could plan for much of anything other than how to explore. He was
worried about "selling” progranms to students. He hoped that they
were planning how to explore. Ms. Scheiner explained that they
want ed students to know that they had many options. They did not
want themto cut off vocational options in the eighth grade and con-
centrate on academ c options nor did they want themto do the
reverse. Dr. Shoenberg was worried about the "marketing" |anguage
because it seenmed to himthey were saying they had a good program
and needed students to mmintain these progranms. Ms. Schei ner
expl ai ned that "marketing" created an atnosphere of information, and
t hey hoped students were not shunning the courses because their
peers and parents had the wrong inpression

M. Ew ng remarked that this sane | anguage had caught his

attention. He thought it was very inportant about students being
made aware of their options and opening up opportunities. He

t hought that the seven-period day did this, and he thought it was

i nportant for students to have the opportunity to take sone career
and vocational education progranms. He was interested in the fact
that they were hearing fromthe business conmunity that their
concern was with work skills, attitude skills, and behaviora

skills. He would like themto market the notion that the work place
demanded a certain attitude toward the work place, the enployer, and
t he enpl oyee responsibilities. It was inportant to be flexible and
to learn new things effectively. He was interested in bringing
career and vocational prograns nore closely together with academc
progranms. He thought at some point this would be an interesting
area to explore further. He said that the report on vocationa
preparati on was extrenely hel pful and useful. He thought they m ght
do something with the recommendati on on page three where they
stressed an increased enphasis on vocationally-oriented materials
for acadenmic instruction. He would be interested in an expl anation
of "career infusion." Ms. Karasik explained that there was a
curriculumfor career infusion into the regular curriculumat al
levels. She felt this was extrenely inportant for handi capped
students. M. Ewi ng asked for nore information on this program

M ss Duby requested specific information about clustering

handi capped students in order to have nore cost effective prograns.



She reported that they were undergoing a thorough study of
counsel i ng and gui dance services. One part of those services

i ncl uded career specialists. At her school they considered the
career specialist nore of a college specialist, and she wondered
about how the specialists were operating in other schools, why they
had nmore informati on about colleges, and if they worked with the
vocational specialists in the individual schools. Ms. Brasile said
that the career technicians they interviewed seened to be very
know edgeabl e and woul d do nore if given nore funding and nore
materials. She pointed out that the county sent nore students off
to college than to work, and part of this was the |aw of supply and
demand. Ms. Praisner suggested that Dr. Laranore provide sone
additional information on these positions.

M ss Duby said she was in agreenent with show ng parents and
students information about the courses. She reported that she had

t aken busi ness and vocational courses much to the di smay of her
friends. She thought that nmany col | ege-bound students woul d not
enroll in vocational courses. She thought they had to stress that a
student would learn these other skills. For exanple, when she had a
college interview, the interviewer |ooked to see whether she had
taken typing. This type of information was not given to students.

Dr. Geenblatt stated that she was a little concerned about the
direction of the discussion. She thought it was very nice for them
to say the students going on to college should be able to take
vocati onal courses, but she thought they should not overl ook the
essential focus of the vocational-technical centers and the

vocati onal program They had a group of students who would not be
going on to coll ege and who should be prepared to be able to enter
the world of work upon graduation from high school. They should do
their best as a school systemto make sure those students coul d get
a first job as soon as they graduated. She said there was no better
way for these students to learn work skills than in a vocationa
program where they had a very structured set-up in a work setting.
She comented that many of them had seen people in the world of work
who did not have attitudes necessary for success. She felt that the
primary focus of the vocational education program should be these
students who were going to go out and get a job. She said these
students shoul d have sonme begi nning skills in plunbing, electricity,
conputers, and typing. She thought that these initial skills were
critical

M's. Praisner thought she was hearing a conbination of things, a
need for that kind of training and an opportunity for other students
wanting that experience. Fromher own experience, she felt that
col | ege graduates needed to know they had to arrive on tinme and know
what were good work habits. She thanked the conmttee for the
report and hoped that they would have staff reactions as soon as
possi bl e.

Re: Report of the Local Advisory
Counci | on Vocational - Techni ca
Educati on



Dr. Carricato reported that nine nmenbers of the council were

appoi nted by the Board of Education and ni ne nenbers were appoi nted
by the Board of Trustees of Mntgonery College. The conmittee was
mandat ed by federal |egislation, and he was pl eased to have been
l[iaison to the commttee since its origin. He introduced Ms.
Barbara Reitz, the chairperson, and M. James Auerbach

Ms. Reitz stated that the first area for discussion was
articul ati on between Mntgonery Coll ege and MCPS. She sai d that
there were staff people fromboth the coll ege and the school system
working with their conmttee; however, the articul ati on was not

wor ki ng smoothly. They needed to review the offerings at the
secondary and postsecondary |levels to determ ne whether there was un-
necessary overl appi ng of vocational programs. They had to | ook at
where |inkages between the | evels could be made and at the
feasibility of offering advanced credit to advanced secondary
students conpleting certain progranms. They were considering how
secondary students might participate in programs prior to
graduation. She said they needed to exam ne vocational prograns at
both levels to determ ne further cooperative efforts. They were

al so consi dering apprenticeship opportunities at the secondary and
post secondary |l evels. The committee was recomendi ng periodic joint
nmeeti ngs between the Board of Education and the Board of Trustees
and the | ocal advisory council to discuss matters related to
vocati onal -t echni cal education in the county.

Ms. Reitz explained that the council was very supportive of the

Edi son Center. They had a nmenber sitting on the Edi son Center

advi sory council, and she was on the md-up county advisory group
Thirdly, they would |ike a designated Board nenber as a liaison to
the LAC to discuss any issues and periodically attend their

nmeetings. The last itemwas graduation requirenents because they
had sent a letter to the state Board of Education. They were

concer ned about the possible negative effects of changing graduation
requi renents woul d have on the vocational education student. They
felt that adding on nore requirenents was not going to necessarily
provi de excel | ence. She asked M. Auerbach, who had been sitting on
a national conmi ssion on vocational education, to describe the work
of the conmi ssion.

M. Auerbach expl ai ned the work of the national conmm ssion. Their
report had been submitted to the secretary of education and woul d be
rel eased shortly. He highlighted the recommendati ons of the

conmi ssion and provi ded Board nenbers with an advance copy of the
report.

Dr. Cody inquired about the recommendations of the council regarding
graduation requirements. Dr. Carricato replied that the counci

want ed the school systemto continue to nmake available to students
equal opportunities to access vocational education. In addition

the Council had addressed communications to the state Board of
Educati on expressing their concern about adding fine arts to the
excl usion of practical arts.



In regard to the request for Board nmenber |iaison, Ms. Praisner
said that they would take this under advisenent. She had al so heard
a desire to inprove conmmuni cation with the Coll ege. She said that
thanks to M. Subin, she and Dr. Cronin would be neeting with sone
menbers of the Board of Trustees on an ongoi ng basis.

Dr. Cronin explained that this past week he had gone to a hearing
for SACVE and four points were raised. One point was the
cooper ati on between secondary and post secondary, and the second was
t he needs of special education students in vocational education

The third was the need for better in-service training for teachers
in the vocational area. It was suggested that Mntgonmery County
take the lead in bringing together the teachers from Frederick
Howard, Prince George's, and Montgonmery Counties. The fourth was

t hat Boards shoul d be very careful about increasing graduation

requi renents because of the effect on vocational education students.

M. Ew ng assunmed that when Ms. Praisner and Dr. Cronin net with
the Board of Trustees they would explore these issues. However, he
was puzzled by what it was that existed in the way of barriers to
better articulation. He asked whether they had specific itens.

Ms. Reitz replied that it was the idea of turf and who was going to
be teaching what. M. Auerbach commented that at no tine was
successful articulation an easy process. Dr. Cody asked that staff
provide himw th specifics on articulation patterns.

Dr. Floyd comented that he had heard repeatedly that things were
difficult and not easy. However, he would raise the question of who
said things were supposed to be easy. The fact that it was not easy
did not nmean this was sonething they ought not be tackling. He said
he woul d rai se a question as to whether it was a worthy effort, and
assum ng the answer was yes, he woul d ask whet her there were nutua
benefits in both instances. Therefore, the first chall enge would be
to identify the nutual benefits and go after them

Dr. Shoenberg said they had heard that increasing graduation

requi renents would result in a reduced opportunity to take
vocational courses. He did not see that. They had had 12 required
courses and 20 credits required to graduate, giving the students 8
courses they nmust take in addition to the required courses. They
proposed now to go to 14 credits, 22 required for graduation, giving
the students 8 courses that they nmust take. They had had a six

peri od day giving the students the possibility of taking 24 courses,
whi ch gave the possibility of 12 elective courses. They were now
tal ki ng about the seven-period day in all schools giving students
the possibility of taking 28 courses, and giving students the
possibility of 14 elective courses. He wondered why they were
hearing that increasing graduation requirenments woul d decrease
opportunities to take vocational courses. M. Auerbach replied that
based on surveys it had this inpact in other areas. Dr. Cody

t hought that the facts did not substantiate this at all unless there
was sonet hing el se they were nissing.



Dr. Carricato explained that he had served on the task force for
graduation requirements. He reported that vocational educators were
very frightened about the tenor set by the fine arts requirenent.
This set up one elective above another, in their opinion, nutually
val uabl e el ective area. They had no problemw th the increase of
math fromtwo to three or no major problemw th the second dipl oma
He felt that the problemwas the nessage that state and | ocal boards
were sending to students, parents, and staff. The fine arts nade a
Renai ssance person and the practical was what was left if there was
nothing else to take. He said that this wwuld start a trend and
youngsters woul d take the fine arts in the ninth grade and not
sanpl e other courses. Ms. Praisner asked whether seventh and

ei ghth grade students go to sanple nusic, the arts, and the
industrial arts in the exploratory elective. She asked whether by
not requiring foreign | anguages they woul d be doing the sanme thing
to foreign | anguage. Dr. Carricato agreed. He pointed out that
they did explore practical and fine arts in seventh and ei ghth
grade, and he asked why they should give the fine arts a second shot
as a requirenent in the upper grade. He stated that he was not in
favor of adding either and thought it should be a student choice.
M's. Praisner thanked the conmttee for their report.

Re: Confirmation of Board Action on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents

Dr. Floyd noved and Dr. Geenblatt seconded the follow ng:

Resol ved, That the requirenents for graduation be increased as
fol | ows:

One credit for mathematics
One credit in fine arts as proposed and likely to be
adopted by the state Board of Education

and be it further

Resol ved, That the total nunber of credits for graduation be
increased from?20 to 22; and be it further

Resol ved, That these requirenents be inplenmented for Septenber 1985
for the graduating class of 1989.

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Cronin to Amrend
t he Proposed Resol ution on
Graduati on Requi rements (FAI LED)

A motion by Dr. Cronin to amend the proposed resol ution on
graduation requirements by adding one credit in fine arts/practica
arts failed for lack of a second.

Re: A Mtion by M. BEwi ng to Postpone
t he Proposed Resol ution on
Graduati on Requi rements (FAI LED)



A nmotion by M. Ewing to postpone the proposed resolution on
graduation requirements until the Board received additional

i nformati on fromthe superintendent failed with Dr. Cronin, M.
Ewi ng, and Ms. Praisner voting in the affirmative; Dr. Floyd, Dr.
Greenblatt, Ms. Peyser, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the negative
(M ss Duby voting in the affirmative).

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to
Amend t he Proposed Resol ution on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents (FAILED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to anmend the proposed resol ution on

i ncreasi ng graduation requirenments by increasing the requirenment in
science fromtwo credits to three credits failed with Dr. Geenbl att
and Ms. Peyser voting in the affirmative; Dr. Floyd, Ms. Praisner,
and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the negative; Dr. Cronin and M. Ew ng
abstai ning (Mss Duby voting in the negative).

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to
Amend t he Proposed Resol ution on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents (FAILED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to anend the proposed resol ution by

i ncreasing the social studies requirenment by one to include non-U.S.
history failed with Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser, and Ms. Praisner
voting in the affirmative; Dr. Floyd and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the
negative; Dr. Cronin and M. Ew ng abstaining (Mss Duby

abst ai ni ng) .

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to
Amend t he Proposed Resol ution on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents (FAILED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to anend the proposed resol ution by
requiring one credit in a foreign |anguage failed with Dr.

Greenbl att and Ms. Peyser voting in the affirmative; Dr. Floyd,
M's. Praisner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the negative; Dr. Cronin
and M. Ew ng abstaining (Mss Duby abstai ning).

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Cronin to Amrend
t he Proposed Resol ution on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents (FAILED)

A nmotion by Mss Duby to anend the proposed resol uti on on graduation
requi renents by deleting the requirenent in fine arts failed with
M's. Praisner voting in the affirmative; Dr. Floyd, Dr. Geenblatt,
M's. Peyser, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the negative; Dr. Cronin
and M. Ewi ng abstaining (Mss Duby voting in the affirmative).

For the record, Dr. Greenblatt stated that the definition of fine
arts was as a humanity.

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to
Amend t he Proposed Resol ution on



I ncreasi ng Graduati on Requirenents (FAILED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to delete "as proposed and likely to be
adopted" failed with Dr. Floyd, Dr. Geenblatt, and Ms. Peyser
voting in the affirmative; Dr. Cronin, M. Ewing, Ms. Praisner, and
Dr. Shoenberg abstai ning (M ss Duby abstaining).

Resol uti on No. 605-84 Re: Confirmation of Board Action on
I ncreasi ng Graduati on
Requi renent s

On notion of Dr. Floyd seconded by Dr. Greenblatt, the follow ng
resol ution was adopted with Dr. Floyd, Dr. Geenblatt, Ms. Peyser,
and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; M. BEwing voting in the
negative; Dr. Cronin and Ms. Praisner abstaining (Mss Duby

abst ai ni ng):

Resol ved, That the requirenents for graduation be increased as
fol | ows:

One credit for mathematics
One credit in fine arts as proposed and likely to be
adopted by the state Board of Education

and be it further

Resol ved, That the total nunber of credits for graduation be
increased from20 to 22; and be it further

Resol ved, That these requirenents be inplemented for Septenber 1985
for the graduating class of 1989.

For the record, M. Ewi ng nade the follow ng statenent:

"My opposition to that nmotion has to do solely with my feeling that
Dr. Greenblatt and Ms. Peyser in their usual way of |egislating
failed to explain why they want to do anything, and | can't support
anybody's notion who doesn't explain why they want to do things. |
never have, and | never wll."

Re: Presentation of Prelimnary Plans
- Watkins MII H gh School (Area
3)

Dr. Shoenberg noved and M. Ew ng seconded the foll ow ng:
WHEREAS, The architect for Watkins MII H gh School, Duane, Elliott
& Associ ates, has prepared the schematic design in accordance wth

t he educational specifications; and

WHEREAS, The Watkins M| Hi gh School Pl anning Committee has
approved the proposed schematic design; now therefore be it



Resol ved, That the Montgonery County Board of Education approve the
schemati c design report prepared by Duane, Elliott & Associ ates.

For the record, Dr. Geenblatt stated that she had rai sed a question
about the bridge in the interior court.

Re: A Mtion by Dr. Geenblatt to
Amend t he Proposed Resol ution on
Watkins MII (FAILED)

A nmotion by Dr. Greenblatt to request an alternative presentation of
the cafeteria area that woul d address the i ssue of the two-stories
and the IMC failed for |ack of a second.

Resol uti on No. 606-84 Re: Presentation of Prelimnary Plans
- Watkins MII H gh School (Area
3)

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Shoenberg seconded by M. Ewi ng, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with Dr. Cronin, M. Ewing, Dr. Floyd, Ms. Praisner, and
Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Dr. Geenblatt voting in
the negative; Ms. Peyser being tenporarily absent (M ss Duby voting
in the affirmative):

WHEREAS, The architect for Watkins MII H gh School, Duane, Elliott
& Associ ates, has prepared the schematic design in accordance wth
t he educational specifications; and

WHEREAS, The Watkins M| Hi gh School Pl anning Committee has
approved the proposed schematic design; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Montgonery County Board of Education approve the
schemati c design report prepared by Duane, Elliott & Associ ates.

For the record, Dr. Geenblatt stated that her reservation was
exclusively with the configuration of the cafeteria because the rest
of the plan was very creative.

Re: FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program (Cl P)

Dr. Shoenberg noved and Dr. Cronin seconded the follow ng:

WHEREAS, | n accordance with the Iaws of the State of Maryland and
Mont gonmery County, the superintendent of schools has prepared a
recomended FY 1986 Capital I|nprovenents Program and

WHEREAS, A joint County Executive/ County Council/Board of Education
public hearing was held on the Capital |nprovenents Program on
Novenber 15, 1984; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on approves a FY 1986 Capital
Budget totaling $40,401,000; and be it further



Resol ved, That this request includes a request to the state of
$40, 570, 000, of which $14,584,000 is rei nbursenent for
state-eligible projects previously forward funded by the County as
shown on the summary; and be it further

Resol ved, That this request includes $14, 415,000 in new
appropriation authority fromthe County, resulting in a net $169, 000
of fset fromstate funds to County accounts and thus shown as

($169, 000) on the sunmary; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on approves a FY 1985 Capital
Budget suppl enental appropriation request fromthe county of
$3, 605, 000 as shown on the sumary; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Education approves is priority list for
state-eligible projects and the Five-Year Capital |nprovenents
Program (FY 1987 - FY 1991).

For the record, Ms. Praisner stated that she had listed to the tape
and had read all the testinmony fromthe public hearing.

Resol uti on No. 607-84 Re: An Amendnent to the FY 1986
Capital I|nprovenents Program (ClP)

On notion of M. Ew ng seconded by Dr. Floyd, the follow ng

resol ution was adopted with Dr. Cronin, M. BEwing, Dr. Floyd, Ms.
Prai sner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Dr.

Greenbl att and Ms. Peyser voting in the negative (Mss Duby voting
in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents Program be anmended
by addi ng New Hanpshire Estates and Rolling Terrace to the |ist of
projects for which planning funds are requested.

Re: A Mtion by Ms. Peyser to Amend
the FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program (Cl P) (FAI LED)

A nmotion by Ms. Peyser to amend the FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program by del eting $1,384,000 in construction funds for the Area 3
adm nistrative office failed for lack of a second.
Re: A Mtion by Ms. Peyser to Amend
the FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program (Cl P) (FAI LED)

A nmotion by Ms. Peyser to anmend the FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program by del eting $422,000 in planning funds for the Up-county
Vocational -technical facility until a study was done of the Edison
Center failed for |ack of a second.

Dr. Greenblatt left the neeting at this point.

Resol uti on No. 608-84 Re: FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents
Program (Cl P)



On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Shoenberg seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with Dr. Cronin, M. Ewing, Dr. Floyd, Ms. Praisner, and
Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms. Peyser abstaining
(M ss Duby voting in the affirmative):

WHEREAS, | n accordance with the Iaws of the State of Maryland and
Mont gonmery County, the superintendent of schools has prepared a
recomended FY 1986 Capital |nprovenents Program and

WHEREAS, A joint County Executive/ County Council/Board of Education
public hearing was held on the Capital |nprovenents Program on
Novenber 15, 1984; now therefore be it

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on approves a FY 1986 Capita
Budget totaling $40,557,000; and be it further

Resol ved, That this request includes a request to the state of
$40, 570, 000, of which $14,584,000 is rei nbursenent for
state-eligible projects previously forward funded by the County as
shown on the summary; and be it further

Resol ved, That this request includes $14,571,000 in new
appropriation authority fromthe County, resulting in a net $13, 000
offset fromstate funds to County accounts and thus shown as
($13,000) on the sumary; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Educati on approves a FY 1985 Capita
Budget suppl enental appropriation request fromthe county of
$3, 605, 000 as shown on the sumary; and be it further

Resol ved, That the Board of Education approves is priority list for
state-eligible projects and the Five-Year Capital |nprovenents
Program (FY 1987 - FY 1991).

Re: Board Menber Conments

1. M. BEwing announced that the cerenmony to restore the nane Carver
to the Educational Services Center would be held on Saturday,
January 5, 1985, at 1 p.m

2. Ms. Peyser asked staff to look into a letter received from
parents of students at Takoma Park Juni or H gh School which states
that it took the children two hours to get hone on a school bus.
These children lived a few bl ocks from Eastern

Resol uti on No. 609-84 Re: Executive Session - Decenber 11, 1984

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Shoenberg seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resolution was
adopted with Dr. Cronin, M. Ewing, Dr. Floyd, Ms. Praisner, and
Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms. Peyser abstaining
(M ss Duby voting in the affirmative):



WHEREAS, The Board of Education of Mntgonmery 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
Decenber 11, 1984, at 9 a.m to discuss, consider, deliberate,
and/ or otherw se decide the enpl oynment, assignnent, appointnent,
pronotion, denotion, conpensation, discipline, renoval, or

resi gnati on of enpl oyees, appointees, or officials over whomit has
jurisdiction, or any other personnel matter affecting one or nore
particul ar individuals and to conply with a specific constitutional
statutory or judicially inposed requirenment protecting particular
proceedi ngs or matters from public disclosure as pernitted under
Article 76A, Section 11(a) and that such neeting shall continue in
executive closed session until the conpletion of business; and be it
further

Resol ved, That such neeting continue in executive closed session at

noon to discuss the matters |isted above as permtted under Article

76A, Section 11(a) and that such neeting shall continue in executive
cl osed session until the conpletion of business.

Dr. Shoenberg assuned the chair.
Resol uti on No. 610-84 Re: Letter to the President

On notion of Ms. Praisner seconded by Dr. Floyd, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted with Dr. Cronin, M. BEwing, Dr. Floyd, Ms.
Prai sner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative;, Ms. Peyser
voting in the negative (Mss Duby voting in the affirmative):

Resol ved, That the Board of Education send a letter to President
Reagan indicating the Montgonery County Board of Education's desire
that the new secretary of education be sonmeone experienced in public
el ementary and secondary education

Resol ution No. 611-84 Re: Adjournnent - Sine Die
On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Shoenberg seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resol ution was

adopt ed unani nousl y:

Resol ved, That the Board of Education adjourn its neeting (sine die)
at 12:35 a.m

Pr esi dent
Secretary
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