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APPROVED Rockvil l e, Maryl and
34- 1990 August 27, 1990

The Board of Education of Mntgonery County nmet in regular
session at the Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville,
Maryl and, on Mbnday, August 27, 1990, at 8:30 p.m

ROLL CALL Present: Dr. Robert E. Shoenberg, President
in the Chair

Davi d Chang

James E. Cronin

. Sharon D Fonzo*

Blair G Ew ng

Bruce A (ol densohn

. Catherine E. Hobbs*

Ms. Marilyn J. Praisner

STV
oA

Absent: None
O hers Present: Dr. Harry Pitt, Superintendent
Dr. Paul L. Vance, Deputy Superintendent
M. Thomas S. Fess, Parlianentarian

#i ndi cat es student vote does not count. Four votes are needed
for adoption.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 505-90 Re: BOARD AGENDA - AUGUST 27, 1990
On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Prai sner seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y:

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education approve its agenda for
August 27, 1990.

Re:  ANNOUNCEMENT

Dr. Shoenberg wel comed Ms. Sue Buswell, executive director of
the Maryl and Associ ati on of Boards of Educati on.

Re: PUBLI C COVMENTS
Judy Koeni ck appeared before the Board.
*Ms. D Fonzo and Ms. Hobbs joined the neeting at this point.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 506-90 Re: PROCUREMENT CONTRACTS MORE THAN
$25, 000

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of
Ms. Praisner seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the follow ng resolution
was adopt ed unani nousl y#:
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VWHEREAS, Funds have been budgeted for the purchase of equi pnent,

suppl i es,

RESCOLVED,

and contractual services; now therefore be it

That havi ng been duly advertised, the foll ow ng

contracts be awarded to the | ow bi dders neeting specifications as
shown for the bids as foll ows:

91- 84

6- 90

168- 90

176- 90

4-91

Emergency Restoration for Gasoline Tank Leak

AVWARDEE

Cunmi ns Constructi on Conpany $ 45, 075*
Copi er Mai ntenance Service- Extension

AWARDEE

Waugh Enterprises, Inc. $250, 020*
El enentary Mathematics Supplies

AWARDEES

Cui senai re Conpany of Anmerica $ 12,914
Del ta Education, Inc. 2,432
Educati onal Teachi ng Aids 11, 740
LaPi ne Scientific Conpany 136
Nasco 3,417
Summit Learning, Inc. 319
TOTAL $ 30,958
A ass and d azing Materials

AWARDEES

Al mac Pl astics, Inc. $ 2,244
Commerci al Plastics and Supply Corporation 22,200
Wal sh and Koehl er d ass Conpany, Inc. 19, 768*
TOTAL $ 44,212
Mot or Vehi cl es, Pickup Trucks and Vans

AWARDEES

Bob Bel | Chevrolet/Ni ssan, |nc. $ 22,754
Central GMC, Inc. 98, 450
Koons Ford of Annapolis 11, 639
Lanham Ford 287, 580
TOTAL $420, 423
TOTAL MORE THAN $25, 000 $790, 688

*Denot es MFD vendors
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RESOLUTI ON NO. 507-90 Re: BID NO 171-89, COPY MACH NES

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Prai sner seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y#:

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education on July 11, 1989, approved an
award for Bid No. 171-89 to Eastman Kodak Credit Corporation for
123 copy machines, with a provision for additional copy machines
in the future, on a five-year |ease/purchase agreenent with
preferred nunicipal financing rates; and

WHEREAS, On Septenber 12, 1989, it was necessary because of the
preferred financing rates for the Board of Education to authorize
a master |easel/purchase agreenent for the purchase of additional
copy machines in accordance with the terns and conditions of the
bid specifications; and

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education on July 12, 1990, approved the
first year of a three-year potential extension; and

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education will fromtime to tinme receive
addi tional requests to | ease/purchase other copy machi nes under
thi s arrangenment dependi ng upon appropriated funds; and

WHEREAS, It is necessary at this tine and in the public interest
for the Board to acquire two additional copy machi nes under a

| ease/ purchase agreenent to neet the present needs of the public
schools; now therefore be it

RESCLVED, That the Board of Education of Montgonmery County
approve the use of the master |ease/purchase agreenent with

East man Kodak Credit Corporation for the acquisition of two

addi tional copy nmachi nes at equi pnment and finance costs totalling
$27,983.95 over five years under the sane terns and conditions
contained in Bid No. 171-89, Copy Machines, in accordance with
Section 5-110 of Maryland's Public School Law, and be it further

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education president and the
superintendent of schools be authorized to execute the docunents
necessary for these transactions.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 508-90 Re: RE-AWARD OF BI D NO. 65-90, PURCHASE
OF SCHOOL BUSES

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Prai sner seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y#:
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WHEREAS, At its January 9, 1990, neeting, the Board of Education
awarded a portion of Bid No. 65-90, Purchase of School Buses, to
Wayne M d-Atlantic Inc. for 12 buses at $578, 028; and

WHEREAS, One of the bid requirenents was a delivery date of
August 1, 1990, for these 12 buses; and

WHEREAS, Wayne M d-Atlantic, Inc. is unable to deliver these 12
buses; and

WHEREAS, A good faith paynent of $230, 299 was nade by Mont gonery
County Public Schools for the chassis as required under the bid's
general conditions; and

WHEREAS, Wayne M d-Atlantic, Inc. has agreed to an i medi ate
settlenment by a full return of the Board of Education's
deposition, and execution of a mutual release; now therefore be
it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education declare Wayne M d-Atl anti c,
Inc. to be in breach of the contract awarded it on January 9,
1990, for its inability to deliver the 12 buses; and be it
further

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education term nate the contract for
12 buses to Wyne Md-Atlantic, Inc. in the anount of $578, 028
due to its inability to nmeet delivery requirenents; and be it
further

RESCLVED, That the Board of Education accept the settlenent with
Wayne M d-Atlantic, Inc. for the imedi ate and conplete return of
its good faith deposit of $230,299 and the execution of a nutual
rel ease on the terns and conditions therein provided; and be it
further

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education award the contract for
these 12 buses to the next | owest responsible vendor neeting
speci fications, Wantz Chevrolet, Inc., in the anount of $631, 011
and be it further

RESCLVED, That staff renegotiate the financial arrangenents nmade
for this | ease/purchase with the existing financial institution
involved with this bid.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 509-90 Re: QUOTE NO. 429-0, LEASE/ PURCHASE CF
A COPI ER

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.
Prai sner seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the follow ng resol uti on was
adopt ed unani nousl y#:
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VWHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonery County received
Quote No. 429-0, Lease/Purchase of a Copier, to be used for the
copyi ng needs of the Departnent of Personnel Services; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has determ ned in accordance with
Section 5-110 of Maryland's Public School Law that Lanier Wrld
Wde is the | owest responsible bidder conformng to
specifications to supply a copier; and

VWHEREAS, Lanier Wrld Wde has offered to provide the necessary
equi pnment through a three-year |ease/purchase arrangenent at
preferred financing; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education has determned that it is in the
public interest to obtain the copier through a | ease/ purchase
arrangenment with Lanier Wrld Wde subject to cancellation in the
event of nonappropriation; and

VWHEREAS, Lanier Wrld Wde has agreed to provide the copier
equi pnent in accordance with the | ease/purchase terns and
nonappropriation condition set forth in the bid specifications;
now t herefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education of Montgonery County award
Quote No. 429-0 for copier equipnent and financing to Lanier
Wrld Wde, totalling $5,834.13 for the acquisition and the

t hree-year | ease/ purchase of a copier, in accordance with the
terms and conditions of the bid specifications; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education president and the
superintendent of schools be authorized to execute the docunents
necessary for this transaction.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 510-90 Re: REDUCTI ON OF RETAI NACGE - WESTBROOK
ELEMENTARY SCHOOL

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

VWHEREAS, Edmar Construction Conpany, Inc., general contractor for
West br ook El ementary School, has conpl eted 99 percent of al
specified requirenents, and has requested that the 10 percent
retai nage, which is based on the conpleted work to date, be
reduced to 5 percent; and

WHEREAS, The project bondi ng conpany, Transanerica |nsurance
Conpany, has consented to this reduction; and
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WHEREAS, The project architect, Robert J. d aser Associ ates,
recommended that this request for reduction be approved; now
therefore be it

RESCLVED, That the 10 percent retainage w thheld from periodic
paynents to Edmar Construction Conpany, Inc., general contractor
for Westbrook Elenentary School be reduced to 5 percent to becone
due and payable after conpletion of all remaining requirenents
and formal acceptance of the conpleted project.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 511-90 Re: AWARD OF CONTRACTS FOR VARI QUS
MAI NTENANCE PRQIECTS

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

VWHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on July 24 and August 3, 1990,
for various maintenance projects in accordance with MCPS
Procurenment Practices; and

VWHEREAS, Details of each bid activity are available in the
Departnent of School Facilities; and

VWHEREAS, All the |l ow bids are within budget estinmates, and
sufficient funds are available to award the contracts; now
therefore be it

RESOLVED, That contracts be awarded to the | ow bidders for the
projects and for the anounts |isted bel ow

PROJECT AMOUNT

Met al Doors and Frames and W ndow
Franes and Accessories
CGeorgi an Forest Elenentary School
LOW Bl DDER: Door Service Specialists, Inc. $ 49, 186

Renmoval of Fuel Storage Tank
Hi ghl and El enentary School
LOW BI DDER:  M&M Wl di ng and Fabricators, Inc. 16,471

Renoval / Repl acenent of Fuel Storage Tanks
Crest haven and Kenp M I | El enentary
School s and Magruder Hi gh School
LOWBI DDER:  United Rigging and Hauling, Inc. 118, 500
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RESOLUTI ON NO. 512-90 Re: UTI LI ZATI ON OF FY 1991 FUTURE
SUPPORTED PRQJIECT FUNDS TO PURCHASE
SECONDARY SCI ENCE EQUI PMVENT

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

RESCLVED, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend within the FY 1991 Provision for Future
Supported Projects in Category 3--Qther Instructional Costs, a
grant award of $10,000 fromthe Maryl and Equi pnent |ncentive
Fund, a conponent of the Governor's Mat hemati cs/ Sci ence
Initiatives, for the purchase of sel ected conputing equipnment to
be placed in Montgonery County public high school science
departnents; and be it further

RESCLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.

RESOLUTI ON NO.  513- 90 Re:  UTI LI ZATI ON OF FY 1991 FUTURE
SUPPORTED PRQJECT FUNDS FOR PRQJECT
ADAPT ( COVPUTER!I ZED ADAPTI VE
TESTI NG)

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

RESCLVED, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend within the FY 1991 Provision for Future
Supported Projects a $20,000 grant award from MSDE for Project
ADAPT in the foll ow ng categories:

CATEGORY AMOUNT
1 Adnministration $18, 840
10 Fi xed Charges 1, 160
TOTAL $20, 000

and be it further

RESCLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.
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RESOLUTI ON NO. 514-90 Re: FY 91 CATEGORI CAL TRANSFER W THI N
THE SUBSTANCE ABUSE PREVENTI ON
PROCGRAM

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

RESCLVED, That the superintendent of schools be authorized,
subject to County Council approval, to effect the follow ng FY 91
categorical transfer of $54,901 within the Substance Abuse
Prevention Program as funded by the United States Education
Department through the Maryland State Departnent of Education
under the Drug-Free Schools and Communities Act of 1986:

CATEGORY FROM TO
1 Adnministration $37, 892
02 Instructional Sal aries 9, 209
03 Oher Instructional Costs $54, 901
10 Fixed Charges 7, 800
TOTAL $54, 901 $54, 901

and be it further

RESCLVED, That the county executive be requested to recomend
approval of this resolution to the County Council and a copy be
transmtted to the county executive and the County Council.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 515-90 Re: UTI LI ZATI ON OF FY 1991 FUTURE
SUPPORTED PRQJECT FUNDS FOR STAFF
DEVELOPMENT | N PERFORMANCE
ASSESSMENT

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

RESCLVED, That the superintendent of schools be authorized to
recei ve and expend within the FY 1991 Provision for Future
Supported Projects a grant award of $8,000 fromthe Maryl and
State Departnent of Education, under the Staff Devel opnent G ants
for the Maryl and School Performance Programin the foll ow ng

cat egori es:
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CATEGORY AMOUNT
2 Instructional Salaries $7, 407
10 Fixed Charges 593
TOTAL $8, 000

and be it further

RESCLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 516-90 Re: FY 1991 SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRI ATl ON
FOR THE | NTENSI VE ENGLI SH LANGUAGE
PROCGRAM

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

RESCLVED, That the superintendent of schools be authorized,
subject to County Council approval, to receive and expend in the
foll owi ng categories a $228,719 grant award fromthe Maryl and
Depart ment of Human Resources, Community Services Adm nistration,
O fice of Refugee Affairs, under the Refugee Act of 1980 for the
FY 1991 Intensive English Language Program

CATEGORY AMOUNT
1 Adninistration $ 230
2 Instructional Sal aries 206, 294
3 Oher Instructional Costs 4,190
8 Operation of Plant and Equi pnment 470
10 Fixed Charges 17,535
TOTAL $228, 719

and be it further

RESCLVED, That copies of this resolution be transmtted to the
county executive and the County Council and that the county
executive be requested to recommend approval of this suppl enental
to the County Council

Re: CONSTRUCTI ON PROGRESS REPCORT

Dr. Pitt remarked that he had had the opportunity to visit

school s under construction and school s havi ng maj or renovati ons.
He was inpressed with the commtnent of staff to get the schools
ready for opening day. He knew that over Labor Day weekend many



10

August 27, 1990

staff nmenbers would be working in the schools to assure a snooth

openi ng for students.

Dr. Philip Rohr, associate superintendent for supportive
services, reported that the rain over the past week had set them
back in ternms of site conpletion and roof

expected to occupy al

repairs.
spaces before the start of the school

However, they

year. Three gymasium fl oors had not been conpl eted because of
M's. Di Fonzo suggested they consi der

hi gh hum dity probl ens.
del aying the gymfloors until

not be conpl eted before students arrived.

the cooler weather if they could

Dr. Cronin asked that Board nenbers receive notice of all open

houses schedul ed for
suggested that staff

new and renovated schools. Ms. Praisner
| ook into possible nodifications to the

front of Cloverly because design did not nake it clear where the

entrance to the schoo
Rohr for his report.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 517-90

was | ocat ed.

Dr. Shoenberg thanked Dr.

Re: PERSONNEL APPO NTMENTS AND TRANSFER

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Ms.

Prai sner seconded by Dr. Cronin,
adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, M.
Ms. Hobbs, Ms. Praisner,

the foll ow ng resol ution was
Ew ng, M. ol densohn,
and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the

affirmative; Ms. D Fonzo being tenporarily absent:

RESCLVED, That the foll ow ng personnel

be approved:
APPQO NTIVENT
Edith M Kropp

N. Janmes Merberg

Patricia K. Lesnick

Donal d J. Barron

PRESENT POSI TI ON

Asst. to the Supt.

for Legal Svs.
Ofice of Human
Servi ces

Acti ng Supervisor
of Testing &
Eval uati on

DEA

Asst. Principal
St ephen Knol |'s

Admin. Intern
Walt VWhitman HS

appoi ntnments and transfer

AS

Asst. MCPS Attorney
Legal Svs. Unit

O fice of Human
Servi ces

Ef fective: 8-28-90

Supervi sor of
Eval uation &
Testing
DEA
Ef fective: 8-28-90

Di rect or
Bri dge School
Ef fective: 8-28-90

Asst. Principal
Walt Whit man HS
Ef fective: 8-28-90



Linda W Fiore
Sarah S. Pel ham
M chael

A. Thomas

TRANSFER

Maxi ne Jenki ns

Dr. Pitt said there
accountability data

elimnated the CAT normreferenced test.

be done next spring
the foll owm ng year.
expected to repl ace
sone question about
year. The question
was the new version
bel i eve they should
pl anned to conti nue
had tal ked about doi
referenced tests.

M s.

Kat heryn Genberling, associate superintendent,

11 August 27, 1990

Adm n. Intern Asst. Princi pal
Gai t hersburg HS Gai t hersburg HS

Ef fective: 8-28-90
Adm n. Intern Asst. Princi pal
Ei nstein HS Ei nstein HS

Ef fective: 8-28-90
Adm n. Intern Asst. Princi pal
Pool esvill e HS Pool esvill e HS

Ef fective: 8-28-90
FROM TO
Asst. Principal Asst. Principal
Pai nt Branch HS E. Brooke Lee M5

Ef fective: 8-28-90

Re: M NORI TY ACH EVEMENT ACCOUNTABI LI TY

REPORT

was a question about where they would go with
for all students because the state had
The new testing would
and woul d provide themw th data to use for
The state criterion-referenced tests were
the CAT in terns of data; however, there was
how good the state tests would be the first
was whet her MCPS shoul d use the CTBS which
of the normreferenced test, but he did not
do this for only the one year unl ess they
it for five or six years. Therefore, they
ng sone things wwth the MCPS criterion-

reported that

her staff had been neeting with DEA, and they planned to prepare

CRTs that were directly reflective of the MCPS curriculum These
CRTs would be simlar in format to the state CRTs so that
conparisons could be drawn when the state tests cane out. MCPS

woul d test grades 4,
grades 3, 5, and 8.
take nine hours for

not want to doubl e-test at those grades.

start with multiple

use this for scaling purposes.

a conputer adaptive
pr ot ot ypes woul d be

them for the state tests.

6, and 7 because the state planned to test

I ndi cations were that the state tests would
each student to conpete; therefore, MCPS did
The MCPS tests would
choi ce and short-answers so that staff could
Eventual |y they hoped to nove to
nmode for the content core. Sone practice
prepared for grades 3, 5, and 8 to prepare
They al so hoped to devel op sone

performance assessnent particularly for cross-content so that
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they could use an interdisciplinary approach to performance
assessnent.

Dr. Pitt stated that they planned to use the CRTs to neasure al
achi evenment including that of mnority students. The CRT was a
test that neasure how well a student did against what the school
was trying to teach the student as opposed to a normreference
test which rated students agai nst students. Ms. Genberling said
that as they | ooked toward curriculumrevisions they had to
assess the curriculumin order to adjust it for what they decided
to teach students.

Dr. Shoenberg pointed out that with the CAT they had a standard
for students inproving relative to the norm He asked if there
was sonet hing equivalent for the CRT and, if so, for how long did
they have to use the CRT to get sone reasonable estimte of what
their criteria ought to be. Ms. Genberling replied that with
the nultiple choice itens they could do a scaling of what they
agreed was the know edge base for a particular grade |evel. Wen
t hey had neasured gain and progress, they would be | ooking toward
a rating of satisfactory or excellent.

In regard to the state, Dr. Pitt reported that they would set
standards. The state would say that a certain percentage of
students had to know a certain percentage of the material. He

t hought that the same standard should be set for all youngsters
and hoped that every youngster in MCPS would neet the m ni num
standard. Dr. Shoenberg asked if there were any way in which the
state could set standards described as satisfactory or excellent
and not be arbitrary about it. For exanple, they could report by
nunber and leave it at that. Ms. CGenberling agreed. She said
that anytine they used a term such as satisfactory they had to
have sone explanatory criteria. However, just because the state
was doing this, it didn't nean MCPS had to do the sane thing.

Dr. Shoenberg hoped that they would not. He suggested reporting
by a percentage of questions answered correctly. The nunbers
shoul d speak for thensel ves without their trying to attach sone
kind of qualitative |abel to them

Ms. Cenberling explained that the primary focus for the MCPS
CRTs would be to give principals and staff information on the
progress being made by students, and it wasn't necessary to have
a particular rating attached to that. Using this information,

t hey coul d check | ongitudinal growh, school progress, program
weakness, and whether the tests were predictors for the state
CRTs. It was an internal nonitoring device for schools to enable
themto best serve all students.

Dr. Shoenberg asked if the state CRTs were suitable vehicles for
measuri ng what they were trying to neasure with the CAT. Dr.
Pitt replied that this was the heart of the issue. The state was
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going to set arbitrary standards for passing and failing. He
beli eved there should be a goal toward which all school systens
could work. He hoped that all students woul d achi eve what ever
was set as a baseline for learning, and if the students did not,
t hen the goal had not been achieved and they woul d work toward
that goal. He assuned that they would report this data
ethnically as they did now, and if there was a differenti al

bet ween groups of students they would have to work on this area.
He asked about the state's plans for releasing information. Dr.
Joy Frechtling, director of DEA, replied that the state was stil
debating this issue; however, she believed that at some point
there woul d be separate data for different groups.

Dr. Cronin remarked that they had used the CAT in Priority 2 in
the elenmentary |l evel to give thensel ves sone benchmarks.
Regar dl ess of what was done at the state |level, that | ongitudi nal
data was now lost to them This was the last tinme they could
have this type of report. He asked how they would work with the
comunity so that the | anguage they were using at the table
translated to the | anguage of parents so that they would
understand that their children were learning. Dr. Frechtling
replied that the | anguage of the CRTs was much nore rel evant than
the California Achi evenent Tests had ever been. She thought that
the idea of using local tests calibrated to the curricul um woul d
be an effective neans of saying to parents that this was what

t hey expected of students and the curriculumand this was how
they were doing. Dr. Pitt added that the whole State of Mryl and
woul d be starting with the new test and that woul d establish new
basel i ne dat a.

Dr. Cronin asked if all of this had been explained to the
comunity. For exanple, had staff net wth MCCPTA and t he

| eaders of the mnority community? Ms. Cenberling replied that
community nenbers had been involved on the conmttee | ooking at
alternative assessnents. The mnority conmttee had recomended
the Board nove away fromnormreferenced tests into nore
criterion-content oriented testing that reflected the curricul um
Because these decisions were not final, she said that staff had
not convened any neetings with the coomunity. Dr. Frechtling
added that she was chairing a group that was part of the Maryl and
School Performance Plan. There were PTA nenbers on that
commttee, and one of their tasks was to decide how best to
communi cate with parents.

M. Ewi ng pointed out that the itembefore the Board was billed
as a report on mnority achievenent, and it was not w thout sone
significance that they hadn't tal ked about it at all. They had
had Priority 2 for seven years, and he believed they still could
not answer the question of how well mnority students were doing.
The report was obscure, and he thought that the public would not
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read it. One could suggest that the obscurity and the vol unme of
the data in the report confused and defeated the possibility of
inquiry. He did not think there was a conspiracy, but he did
think it was nore of a case of sinply not knowi ng how to go about
this in a way that would comrunicate itself sinply and
intelligibly to the public and to the Board.

It seened to M. Ewi ng that an accountability report should
answer who was accountable to whom for what, and what were the
consequences that followed fromthat notion of accountability.
The report answered none of these questions, and he did not see
the answers in previous reports. He was not critical of the
peopl e who put the report together because it was what the Board
asked for. He was critical of the Board for not demandi ng a
better docunment that permtted the mnority conmunity and the
general public to know what students were doi ng, where they were
not succeedi ng, why they were not succeedi ng, and what was goi ng
to be done about it. The report did not tell themhow mnority
students were doing conpared to majority students. He would want
the report to say where majority and mnority students were doing
best in the school system and why and where they were doing the
worst and why. He said that it was tragic that after seven years
t hese questions had not been answered. Dr. Pitt suggested that
Dr. Paul Scott, the former director of mnority education, take a
few mnutes to explain the report.

Dr. Scott explained that the report had to be viewed in context
with respect to the overall plan. In July he had presented the
program conponent of the mnority achi evenent plan, and in the
spring the Board had received an update on affirmative action.
He reported that as of |ast week 38 percent of the 213 teachers
hired were mnority.

Dr. Scott said that the report represented the third year of the
accountability program which focused on measuring progress over
time. They had set specific goals for each school and had added
addi ti onal goals each year, and they had established a nonitoring
conponent to hold individual schools accountabl e.

This year the docunent contained benchmark data for a new goal in
al gebra 1 and higher |evel mathematics. There was al so an

adj usted Project Basic goal for ninth grade to be shared by md

| evel and senior high schools. Asian student data was included
for the first time in the countyw de section which was in
response to the Board' s resolution that Asian students be
included in all mnority education initiatives. Dr. Scott

poi nted out that the goals, however, were set specifically for

bl ack and Hi spani ¢ students.

Dr. Scott reviewed the findings of the report. He pointed out
that the accountability goals were included as Exhibit 1.
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Exhibit 2 focused on the percentage of students neeting Priority
2 goals for the California Achi evenent Test. These goals were
met with the exception of grades 5 to 8 for Hi spanic students.

He said data indicated that they nust continue efforts to focus
on students scoring in the mddle range regardl ess of whether or
not they had the CAT. |In Exhibit 6, H spanic students m ssed the
citizenship test goal for Project Basic by two percentage points.
The majority of senior high schools nmet seven of the eight of the

Project Basic goals. In regard to the identification and
participation for gifted and talented students, the goal was net
at the elenentary and md level. This year for the first tinme

they were reporting progress on the average proportion of
students in honors classes because | ast year they had this as
benchmark data. Both black and Hi spanic students net the goal.

Dr. Scott reported that for the first year they were presenting
data on enrol |l nent of students in algebra 1 in the ninth grade.
Dr. Pitt stressed that this was a critical area. The genera
assunption throughout the United States was that students in the
top scoring group took algebra 1, and average scoring students
did not. The goal was to have average scoring students take and
pass algebra 1. Dr. Shoenberg stated that the fact that only 20
percent of the m ddle group took al gebra 1 was shockingly | ow,
and this was a useful statistic. Dr. Pitt explained that this
was typical nationally for all youngsters in that group

regardl ess of race.

Ms. Genberling said they were trying to focus on coll ege
readi ness and the need for students to get that coll ege
preparatory track started in the ninth grade. Dr. Pitt stated
that, regardl ess of whether or not a student went to coll ege,
students ought to take algebra 1 in the ninth grade.

Dr. Scott summarized the report by stating that black and

Hi spani ¢ students net eight of the twelve goals regarding the
CAT. They net the ninth grade Project Basic goals in reading and
mat hematics, and they net seven of the eight Project Basic goals
at the tenth grade level. They net the gifted and tal ented goal s
as well as the honors goals at the senior high school. Asian
students in general exceeded the goals set for black and Hi spanic
st udent s.

Dr. Pitt coomented that in stanines 4 to 6 they were not doing as
well as they wanted to do in terns of noving youngsters al one.
They recognized this | ast year and noved to the special Summer
Institute for Achievenent program which was a nore creative way
to teach. Prelimnary data indicated that the SI A program was
successful. The National Education Association recomrended t hat
the program be instituted across the United States. Those sane
approaches were not being noved into schools on a regular basis
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in Montgonery County, and Fairfax County just noved into the
pr ogram

In regard to the algebra initiative, Ms. Genberling reported
that they had a full-day workshop for secondary principals,
counsel ors, and math resource teachers. They shared data on
mnority youngsters with the group and brought in experts to work
with them They al so gave options to the schools rather than a
count yw de pl an because different schools were at different

pl aces. Each school devel oped a plan around the al gebra
initiative, and nost plans involved nore cooperation between the
f eeder school or schools and the high school because deci sions
about al gebra were made at the eighth grade |evel.

Ms. Genberling indicated that they al so had a sumrer program for
students who had not registered for al gebra but who had been
identified as having potential. They put 147 students through
the program and about two thirds of them were black or Hi spanic.
Only nine of these students failed algebra 1 when they took it in
ninth grade. They found that the nore successful schools had
foll owup progranms in the ninth grade for these students, and
this informati on was shared with all schools. They ran the
summer school program again this year, and seven school s el ected
sonething different. Two of the high schools virtually
elimnated the introduction to al gebra course and offered a
second period for students to give them support in mathematics.
These were not doubl e periods of algebra but a regular al gebra
class plus a second period where students could do sone
networking with teacher support. The goal was to have a | ot of
teacher involvenment with students at the begi nning of the year to
work to the point where students would be successful and take
geonetry in the regular program They had in-service training
for teachers and conputer software to support that second peri od.

Ms. Cenberling said that they al so had the School - based

I nstructional Monitoring Systens Program (SIM5) which the Board
and the mnority comnmttee had supported. There were 23 schools
involved in that project, and the programwas all set for the
start of the school year. 1In this programthey would have

i mredi ate and constant nonitoring of individual student progress.

In regard to the report, Dr. Vance said they had to assess the
data in terns of the individual school, the student popul ation,
the resources, the initiatives, and the prograns. They al so had
to ook at the extent to which the schools were utilizing the
prograns and projects that Ms. Genberling had nmentioned. The
associ ate superintendents had anal yzed the data and had al ready
met with the principals whose schools did not neet established
standards. These schools were required to resubmt plans to
correct whatever deficiencies had been determ ned.
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M's. Hobbs asked about the seven schools that were in the al gebra
initiatives. Ms. Cenberling replied that the schools were B-CC,
Seneca Val l ey, Walter Johnson, Richard Montgonery, Watkins MII,
Einstein, and Blair. The prograns ranged froma programat Blair
where the instruction for the second period was bilingual to the
type of program she had descri bed previously.

M's. Hobbs asked whether they could take this report, | ook at the
achi evenent of black and Hi spanic students, | ook at whether the
school was Chapter I, QE or magnet, and have proof that the
reduced class size had a mgjor inpact on the success of students.
Dr. Frechtling replied that this was a tough question. She could
not say they woul d have proof because school s contai ned many
different prograns. Sone m ght involve reduced class size, and
sone m ght have special services which did not involve reduced
class size. Dr. Scott said that they could identify schools that
were Chapter | and the resources in those schools.

Dr. Shoenberg pointed out that what they did not know was how t he
school woul d have done wi thout the extra resources. Dr. Pitt
said that in the case of Head Start they could show that
youngsters at risk receiving Head Start services had
significantly inproved test results over a period of tine.

M's. Hobbs commented that she had found out that the program
initiated by J. D. Speller at Banneker M ddle School would be
expanded to 24 schools next year. She thought this was a

remar kabl e effort by a parent volunteer who identified a problem
wor ked at solving the problem and now other schools were going
to have a black nmal e math honors program

Ms. Praisner remarked that part of the frustration was they were
dealing with this docunent in isolation fromother docunents.
They had to | ook at the rel ati onships between this and ot her
information in the school system and what the system had | earned
fromthe analysis of each of these schools. For exanple, which
school s were "successful practices" schools and how had they
expanded the successful practices programto other schools. She
saw t he docunent as a source docunment, not an end result.
Questions were generated because they did not have the conpanion
pi eces of information. They needed all the pieces and needed to
tal k about results including the differences fromone year to the
next, what they had done, what they were doing, what they had

| earned, and where they were going with this information. She
suggested that they had to | ook at how they needed to nodify
information and report it so that the focus of discussion would
be on what they had | earned and what they were doing about it.

M. Ewing stated that Board menber comments illustrated that a
maj or problemwas that they did not have an anal ytic plan that
permtted to them explain why what happened, happened. There was
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no plan to permt Dr. Frechtling to do that kind of analysis in
conjunction with other initiatives. It was difficult to put into
pl ace further changes when they could not analyze what they had
done.

Dr. Pitt explained that they were in the process of getting basic
data, school by school. The information they would be gathering
on al gebra was very specific and would contain information on
what prograns worked. They had a nuch better chance of getting
specific anal ytical data when they used CRTs. Wen they had this
information they could anal yze just what happened in schools and
whet her the progranms made a difference. He agreed that the

i nformati on needed to be conbi ned.

M . ol densohn requested that the next version of the report
cont ai ned page nunbers. Wiile the book had interesting
statistics, he found only the summary pages to be hel pful. The
school - by-school information was awkward to use because the

per cent ages could be skewed if a school had only a few mnority
children. The summary pages took all of those statistical
aberrations and give theman overall picture. He thought the
next step was to take this book and show what it neant. The
Board had all this statistical information, but they needed to
take the next step to show what was wor ki ng and why sone things
wer e happeni ng.

Dr. Cronin did not think that anyone could wite the report that
M. BEwing and M. CGol densohn wanted. All the researchers in the
country hadn't been able to cone up with that kind of plan and
report. They had over 100,000 children in schools in Mntgonery
County had each one of themperforned in different ways. He

t hought that the inportant thing was to conme back to the schoo
with this data so that the school could | ook at how i ndi vi dual
students did on particular segnents of particular tests.

M's. Hobbs asked when the Board would receive Dr. Gordon's
report. Dr. Vance replied that Dr. Gordon would be submtting
his prelimnary draft report along with a letter of transmttal
by the weekend of Septenber 7. Dr. Gordon would be holding a
public review of that report on Septenber 21 and 22. After that,
it wuld take five or six weeks to prepare the final report which
shoul d be ready during the first week in Novenber.

Dr. Shoenberg thanked staff for the report and presentation

Re: BUDGET REVI EW PROCESS
Dr. Pitt explained that staff had prepared a docunent show ng how
t he budget process could be revised. Any changes nade by the

Board would require a revised tineline and nore effort on the
part of staff.
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M. Larry Bowers, director of the Departnment of Managenent,
Budget and Pl anning, said the first part would be an annual
report which would review the previous year. Staff would be

wor king on this over the summer at the close of the school year.
The second part would be a description of some new initiatives,
and this would be distributed in the mddle or end of Septenber.
The third piece would look to the future and include the Board's
| ong-range plans, budget initiatives, and a nulti-year | ook at
where the system was going. The operating budget would be tied
into all three pieces. They saw this as a nuch broader | ook than
t hey had produced before even conpared with the "Choices"”
docunents of the 1970's. Since the 1980's they had sent out the
managenent budget to parents in January and anot her docunent in
Mar ch.

M. Bowers said the new docunment would come out nuch earlier and
be in nore detail. Wen they had changed the process in the
1980's, they had al so changed the public hearing process. A
nunber of tinmes during the 1970's, they had held public hearings
in early Novenber. Part of this would also be nmaking a decision
about when the Board woul d have public hearings. For exanple, if
they held hearings in Novenber, they m ght want to hold

addi tional hearings in January or witten testinony. They would
al so have to | ook at what type of docunent they m ght produce in
Mar ch when the Board had conpleted its budget action.

Dr. Cronin pointed out that if they changed the hearings from
January to Novenber, they would change the type of testinony and
get a broader view fromthe community rather than a line item
approach. M. Bowers agreed.

Ms. Praisner stated that she was very keen on having an annual
report to the comunity show ng where they were, how they had
spent their noney, where they were going, what their goals were,
and soliciting community input through hearings or in witing.
She thought they shoul d encourage witten comments fromthe broad
community as well as through the hearing process. Wen she

| ooked at the tinetable, she thought the television show m ght or
m ght not be a conponent. Early October mght be a little too

| at e.

Ms. Praisner said she would |like themto think about inposing
this on the system now given the changes they had made in 1981 in
the school systemitself. Now they had al ready had public
hearings in Novenber related to school facilities. They had to

| ook at whether they had two sets of public hearings in Novenber
or sone in Cctober. She |iked the idea of broad operating goal
heari ngs, and one way to do that m ght be to do those in October
and have the facilities issues in Novenber. |If they did not want
public hearings in the initial part, in the facilities process
the communities comrented to the area superintendents in June and
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July. The community could be asked to respond to the broad
questions w thout public hearings, and the hearings could be held

after the devel opnment of the superintendent's budget. In
addition, it mght be difficult for the Board to be involved in
two different hearings in Novenber. Initially she had thought

about tying the two types of hearings together, but people woul d
focus on schools. However, the Board needed initial responses
about where the school system should be going. There was al so
sone benefit in getting the commnity organi zed in January and
February right before the Board and Council started to reviewthe
budget .

M. ol densohn agreed with Ms. Praisner because the fall was

al ready crowded. Flipping the hearings and the witten conments
sol ved part of the problem The annual report would be very

val uabl e because it provided people wth information early in the
fall. Their comrents could conme in prior to Dr. Pitt's budget
subm ssion to the Board. This gave the public an opportunity to
participate in the early fornulation of the budget rather than
just at the end stage. |If the public raised sonething newin
January, the Board found it difficult to respond to their

request.

M. Ew ng was concerned that over the years the hearing process
had cone to focus exclusively on the PTAs, and a | ot of others
wth interest in the schools tended not to becone involved. It
seened to himthat if they wanted to obtain views on goals and
prograns they had to have a broader audi ence. One consequence of
their focusing too narromy was that they did not have as much
public understanding as they should. For exanple, they should
encour age Chanbers of Commerce and civic groups to focus on the
docunent and to give the Board their views. For that reason, he
t hought the report as well as the notion of asking people early
for their advance were good ideas, but he would not want themto
forget the larger community.

Ms. Praisner recalled that when she had first proposed the
annual report and the survey there were lots of elenents of using
t he general public and preparing a docunent that would be broadly
di ssem nated. They had tal ked about including the docunent in
newspapers and mailing out. They also discussed having sone kind
of formal response docunent as part of this so that everyone knew
they were encouraged to respond. M. Brian Porter, the director
of the Departnent of Information, explained that the nost
effective way would be direct mail. It would take about $17, 000
just to mail the publication, and there would be costs involved
in producing the publication. They could reach every househol d
in the county, and it would be an effective nmeans of
communi cat i ng.
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It seened to Dr. Shoenberg they were saying witten input prior
to the fornulation of the budget with oral testinony afterward.
They wanted that witten input to be solicited broadly. For
exanple, there were groups for the gifted and tal ented, speci al
educati on, teacher groups concerned with aspects of the
curriculum etc. He thought that to be able to get that input
early and in witing mght reduce the felt need to supply oral
testinony as well.

Dr. Pitt said there was general agreenment that they would nove in
this direction with the suggestions made by Board nenbers. He
was concerned because there were costs involved. He would cone
back with recomrendati ons and cost figures for the Board in six
weeks or so, and Dr. Shoenberg agreed to put this on the agenda
when it was ready.

Re: BOARD MEMBER COWVMENTS

1. M. Ewing reported that he had witten a note to Dr. Pitt
asking about a letter which stated that the Board had adopted a
speci al program at Poolesville. He questioned the Board's
adoption of this, and Dr. Pitt replied that the Board had not.
Based on Dr. Pitt's neno, he wanted to know about next steps. It
seened to himthey could not inplenent a programw thout Board
action. Dr. Pitt recalled that during the capital budget the
Board had told himto nove on planning for a special project at
Pool esvill e as part of the effort to make that school viable in
terms of nunbers. The Board agreed to having a program but not
the specifics of the program Area 3 was working with the
school, and a survey had been done. There was a |ot of interest
in an environmental program and the next step would be the
design of that program He would then cone back to the Board
with this proposal prior to budget decisions.

M. Ewi ng pointed out that this was the year when they woul d be
devel opi ng plans for an up-county special program Dr. Pitt
expl ai ned that the program at Pool esville was not related to the
special program He had agreed to | ook at how Blair and Richard
Mont gonmery were doing and | ook at what space was avail abl e up-
county. At the time he had tal ked about a small program of about
25 youngsters, and he would be giving the Board a statenent on
this during the fall. Dr. Cronin said he had raised the issue of
doi ng sonething with life science at Hopkins or at Shady G ove,
and he would |ike the superintendent's reaction to that proposal.

Dr. Pitt said he would review the bidding and provide a tineline
as to when he would cone in with a recomrendati on for the speci al
program However, the Poolesville programwas a separate issue
and woul d not necessarily be a program for highly able students.
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2. Ms. Hobbs asked if G ant and Saf eway were resumng their
conput er prograns, and Board nenbers indicated that they were.
She asked if they could coordi nate where schools were hel ping
schools. She suggested they could pronote nore of this where the
nore fortunate schools shared their receipts with the smaller
schools. Dr. Pitt agreed to think about this. They had all owed
| ocal schools to make their own judgnents about this.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 518-90 Re: EXECUTI VE SESSI ON - SEPTEMBER 12,
1990

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of M.
ol densohn seconded by M. Chang, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, M. Ew ng, M. ol densohn,
M's. Hobbs, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms.
D Fonzo and Ms. Praisner being tenporarily absent:

VWHEREAS, The Board of Education of Montgonmery County is

aut hori zed by Section 10-508, State Governnent Article of the
ANNCTATED CODE OF MARYLAND to conduct certain of its neetings in
executive closed session; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education of Montgonery County hereby
conduct its neeting in executive closed session begi nning on
Septenber 12, 1990, at 9 a.m to discuss, consider, deliberate,
and/ or otherw se decide the enpl oynent, assignnent, appointnent,
pronotion, denotion, conpensation, discipline, renoval, or
resignation of enpl oyees, appointees, or officials over whomit
has jurisdiction, or any other personnel matter affecting one or
nmore particular individuals and to conply with a specific
constitutional, statutory or judicially inposed requirenent that
prevents public disclosures about a particul ar proceedi ng or
matter as permtted under the State Governnment Article, Section
10-508; and that such neeting shall continue in executive closed
session until the conpletion of business; and be it further

RESCLVED, 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 closed session until the conpletion of business.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 519-90 Re: M NUTES OF JULY 10, JULY 23, AND
AUGUST 7, 1990

On recommendation of the superintendent and on notion of Dr.
Cronin seconded by M. Col densohn, the follow ng resol ution was
adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, M. Ew ng, M. ol densohn,
M's. Hobbs, Ms. Praisner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the
affirmative; Ms. D Fonzo being tenporarily absent:
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RESCLVED, That the m nutes of July 10, July 23, and August 7,
1990, be approved.

Re: PROPOSED POLI CY ON PLAG ARI SM

On July 10, 1990, M. Ewi ng noved and M. Col densohn seconded the
fol |l ow ng:

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education directs the superintendent
to devel op for Board consideration a policy on plagiarismthat
covers both students and enpl oyees (teachers, principals,

adm nistrators, and so forth); and be it further

RESOLVED, That such policy woul d define plagiarism give guidance
on howto avoid it, and provide serious penalties for it.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 520-90 Re: STUDENTS AND PLAG ARl SM

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

RESCLVED, That the Board agrees with the superintendent's
al ternate proposal to have a systemm de approach to student
pl agi ari smas foll ows:

An alternative approach, consistent wth the present Student
Ri ghts and Responsibilities' policy, would be to identify

pl agiarismas a major infraction "...requiring consistent
countywi de actions fromand direction for all schools. For
these infractions, a specified range of responses nust be
utilized by all school personnel, with the severity and/or
frequency of the infraction determ ning where in the range
the penalty should lie."

RESOLUTI ON NO. 521-90 Re:  SUBSTI TUTE MOTI ON ON STAFF AND
PLAG ARI SM

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

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education directs the superintendent
to develop a definition of plagiarismand a specific statenent
that in Montgonery County this has been and will be included in
the definition of m sconduct under state | aw and regul ati on; and
be it further

RESOLVED, That every staff nenber be provided with a copy of the
definition and statenent.



24 August 27, 1990

RESOLUTI ON NO. 522-90 Re: BCE APPEAL NO 1990-28

On notion of M. ol densohn seconded by Ms. Praisner, the
foll owi ng resolution was adopt ed unani nousl y:

RESOLVED, That BOE Appeal No. 1990-28 be di sm ssed because
adm ni strative action has rendered the appeal noot.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 523-90 Re: BCE APPEAL NO 1990-39

On notion of M. ol densohn seconded by Ms. Praisner, the
foll ow ng resolution was adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, Ms.
D Fonzo, M. BEwi ng, M. Goldensohn, Ms. Praisner, and Dr.
Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms. Hobbs abstaining:

RESCLVED, That BCE Appeal No. 1990-39 be di sm ssed.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 524-90 Re: BCE APPEALS NO. 1990-31, -36, -41,
-43, -44, -48, -50, AND -56

On notion of M. ol densohn seconded by Ms. Praisner, the
foll ow ng resolution was adopt ed unani nousl y:

RESOLVED, That BOE Appeal s No. 1990-31, -36, -41, -43, -44, -48,
-50, and -56 (student transfers) be dism ssed.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 525-90 Re: DECI SI ON AND ORDER - BCE APPEAL NO
1990- 20

On notion of Ms. Praisner seconded by Dr. Cronin, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo,
M's. Hobbs, Ms. Praisner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the

affirmative; M. Ewm ng and M. Col densohn voting in the negative:

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education adopt its Decision and
Order in BOE Appeal No. 1990-20 (a transfer matter).

RESOLUTI ON NO. 526-90 Re: DECI SI ON AND ORDER - BCE APPEAL NO
1990- 21

On notion of Ms. Praisner seconded by Dr. Cronin, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo,
M's. Hobbs, Ms. Praisner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the
affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the negative; M. Gol densohn
abst ai ni ng:

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education adopt its Decision and
Order in BOE Appeal No. 1990-21 (a transfer matter).



25 August 27, 1990

RESOLUTI ON NO. 527-90 Re: DECI SI ON AND CRDER - BCE APPEAL NO.
1990- 23

On notion of Ms. Praisner seconded by Dr. Cronin, the follow ng
resol ution was adopted with M. Chang, Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo,
M. BEwing, Ms. Praisner, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the
affirmative; Ms. Hobbs voting in the negative; M. Gol densohn
abst ai ni ng:

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education adopt its Decision and
Order in BOE Appeal No. 1990-23 (a transfer matter).

Re: NEW BUSI NESS
1. M. Chang noved and M. Ew ng seconded the foll ow ng:

RESOLVED, That the Board schedul e for action on Septenber 12 the
foll owi ng resolution pertaining to expanded voting rights for the
student Board nenber:

WHEREAS, The Montgonmery County Del egation initiated and
secured passage of an anendnent to Section 3-701 of the
Education Article of the Annotated Code of Maryland, which
permtted the student menber of the Board Iimted voting
rights; and

VWHEREAS, Sone nenbers of the Board have publicly expressed
an interest in expanding those voting rights to full voting
privileges with the exception of negative personnel actions
affecting certified enployees, as provided in Section 3-
701(e) (4)-(6)(i-iv), and Section 6-202(a) of this article;
now t herefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Montgonmery County Board of Education
supports granting to the student nenber a vote on al
matters except those involving negative certified personnel
actions; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education requests its
Legislative Alde to work with the Montgonery County
Del egation to introduce and enact an anmendnent to the
Education Article of the Annotated Code of Maryl and.

2. M. Ewing noved and M. ol densohn seconded the foll ow ng:
RESOLVED, That the Board schedul e di scussi on and action on the

matter of the state Board of Education budget submi ssion in
support of its superintendent's revised reform proposals.



26 August 27, 1990

3. M. Ewing noved and M. Chang seconded the foll ow ng:

RESCLVED, That the Board schedul e di scussion and action on the
matter of a survey of the nature and extent of the nunbers and

ki nds of students with serious enotional disturbances as proposed
in the original SED conmttee report but not undertaken either by
t he school systemor by the county, with the expectation that
this survey would be done in conjunction with the county.

Re:  ADJOURNMENT

The president adjourned the neeting at 11:30 p. m

SECRETARY
HP: il w



