APPROVED Rockvill e, Maryl and
31-1985 June 24, 1985

The Board of Education of Montgonery County net in regul ar session at
the Carver Educational Services Center, Rockville, Maryland, on
Monday, June 24, 1985, at 8:30 p.m

ROLL CALL Present: Dr. Robert E. Shoenberg, President
in the Chair
Dr. Janmes E. Cronin*
M's. Sharon Di Fonzo
M ss Jacqui e Duby
M. Blair G BEw ng
Dr. Jerem ah Fl oyd
M's. Mary Margaret Slye

Absent: Ms. Marilyn J. Praisner
O hers Present: Wl nmer S. Cody, Superintendent of School s
Harry Pitt, Deputy Superintendent
Robert S. Shaffner, Executive Assistant

Thomas S. Fess, Parlianentari an
John D. Foubert, Board Menber-el ect

SSRER

Re:  ANNOUNCEMENTS

Dr. Shoenberg announced that Ms. Praisner was out of town on
business. Dr. Cronin was teaching at Montgonery Col | ege and woul d
join the Board | ater.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 303-85 Re: BQOARD AGENDA - JUNE 24, 1985

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

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education approve its agenda for June 24,
1985, with the Board/ Press/Visitor Conference coming before the
consent itens.

Re:  NATI ONAL MATHEMATI CS AWARD

Ms. Joy Odom coordi nator of secondary mathematics, described the
conpetition at Penn State which was sponsored by the Anerican Math
League. She introduced nmenbers of the teans representing Montgonery
County and their coaches and explained that for the | ast eight years
the trophy had been won by the Bronx H gh School of Science. On
behal f of the math students, she presented the trophy to Dr. Cody and
Dr. Shoenberg.

Re: BQARD/ PRESS/ VI SI TOR CONFERENCE

The foll ow ng individuals appeared before the menbers of the Board of



Educati on:

Darryl Runett, Ritchie Park
Sara Hecht

Ann Cel don

Janmes Lee

Larry Col dstein

Dougl as Met z

Judy Greenberg

NookwnE

RESOLUTI ON NO. 304-85 Re: PROCUREMENT CONTRACTS OVER $25, 000

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

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

RESOLVED, That havi ng been duly advertised, the contracts be awarded
to the | ow bidders neeting specifications as shown for the bids as
fol | ows:

NAMVE OF VENDOR DOLLAR VALUE OF CONTRACTS
130- 85 Copyi ng Machi ne, Pl ai n Paper
Consol i dat ed Phot ocopy Co. $257, 400
Cce Business Systens, Inc. 27,624
TOTAL $285, 024
176- 85 Early Learni ng Equi pnent and Supplies
Beckl ey Cardy Co. $ 4,402
Chasel l e, Inc. 13, 431
Communi ty Pl ayt hi ngs 25, 285
Constructive Pl aythings 14, 752
Crown Educational & Teaching Aids 1,583
Nel son C. Wite Co. 756
TOTAL $ 60, 209

187-85 Cash Registers
Metropolitan Cash Register Systens,Inc. $ 35,452

538-5 Aut onotive Parts

District |International $ 16, 280
H D P., Inc. 19, 218

TOTAL $ 35, 498
GRAND TOTAL $416, 183

RESOLUTI ON NO. 305-85 Re: MDD FI CATI ONS TO JOHN F. KENNEDY HI GH
SCHOOL (AREA 1) REJECTION COF BI DS



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

WHEREAS, A seal ed bid was received on June 19, for nodifications to
areas 109 and 213 at John F. Kennedy Hi gh School as indicated bel ow

Bl DDER BASE BI D
Constructi on-Conmerci al, |nc. $143, 600
and

WHEREAS, The bid from Constructi on-Commercial, Inc., substantially
exceeded the staff estimate and avail abl e funding; and

WHEREAS, School facilities staff will make the required changes in
the specifications and rebid the project; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the bid received from Constructi on Conmercial, Inc.
on June 19 for nodifications to areas 109 and 213 at John F. Kennedy
H gh School, be rejected and the project be readverti sed.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 306- 85 Re: ASBESTCS REMOVAL, | NSULATI ON REPAI R,
AND REI NSULATI ON AT WALTER JOHNSON H GH
AND HERBERT HOOVER JUNI OR HI GH SCHOOLS,
CARVER EDUCATI ONAL SERVI CES CENTER -
TV STUDI O AND OLD CARPENTER SHOP

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

WHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on June 20 1985, for acconplishing
asbestos renoval, insulation repair, and reinsulation at Walter
Johnson Hi gh and Herbert Hoover Junior H gh Schools, T.V. Studio -
Carver Educational Services Center, and old Carpenter Shop, as

i ndi cat ed bel ow.

1. TBN Associates, Inc. - Proposal A - Walter Johnson $56, 926*;
Proposal B - Hoover $26,970*; Proposal C - TV Studio $16, 375*; and
Proposal D - Od Carpenter Shop $12, 655

2. Baltinore Asbestos Renmoval Co., Inc. - Proposal A - $65, 434;
Proposal B - $28,899; Proposal C - $71,244; and Proposal D -
$10, 464**

3. Asbestos Environnmental Services, Inc. - Proposal A - $78, 000;
Proposal B - $42,500; Proposal C - $29,165; and Proposal D- NB

4. The Walter E. Canpbell Co., Inc. - Proposal A - $108, 000;
Proposal B - $87,200; Proposal C - $58,315; and Proposal D - $18, 135
* | ndi cates acceptance of Proposals A through C



** | ndicates acceptance of Proposal D
and

WHEREAS, Sufficient funds reside for project awards; now therefore be
it

RESOLVED, That a contract be awarded to TBN Associates, Inc., in the
amount of $100, 271, for the asbestos renoval, insulation repair, and
reinsul ation at Walter Johnson Hi gh (Proposal A), Herbert Hoover
Juni or Hi gh School (Proposal B), and Carver Educational Services
Center - T.V. Studio (Proposal C in accordance with plans and
specifications entitled, "Asbestos Renoval, Insulation Repair, and
Rei nsul ation at Walter Johnson H gh School, Herbert Hoover Juni or

H gh School, T.V. Studio - Carver Educational Services Center, Ad
Car penter Shop," dated June 7, 1985, prepared by the Departnent of
School Facilities; and be it further

RESOLVED, That a contract be awarded to Balti nbre Asbestos Renoval

Co., Inc. for $10,464, for the asbestos renoval and repair to the
ceiling at the A d Carpenter Shop (Proposal D) in accordance with
pl ans and specifications entitled, "Asbestos Renoval, Insulation

Repair, and Reinsul ation at Walter Johnson H gh School, Herbert
Hoover Junior H gh School, T.V. Studio - Carver Educational Services
Center, Ad Carpenter Shop," dated June 7, 1985, prepared by the
Departnment of School Facilities.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 307-85 Re: AWARD OF CONSTRUCTI ON CONTRACT - SOUTH
GERVANTOWN ELEMENTARY SCHOOL ( AREA 3)

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

VWHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on June 19, as indicated bel ow
for the new South Germantown El enentary School

1. Jesse Dustin & Son, Inc. - Base Bid - $5,590,000; Deduct Alt. 1 -
$500, 000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $13,000; Deduct Alt. 3 - $44,000; and Tota
$5, 090, 00*

2. Kora & WIllianms Corporation - Base Bid - $5,593,000; Deduct Alt.
1 - $476,000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $12,600; Deduct Alt. 3 - $40,000; and
Total $5, 117,000

3. Deneau Construction, Inc. - Base Bid - $5,627,000; Deduct At. 1
- $475,000; Deduct Al't. 2 - $11,000; Deduct Alt. 3 - $40,000; and
Total $5, 152, 000

4., Kimel & Kimmel, Inc. - Base Bid - $5,718,000; Deduct Alt. 1 -
$519, 000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $12,600; Deduct At 3 - $43,000; and Tota
$5, 199, 000

5. L. F. Jennings, Inc. - Base Bid - $5,750,000; Deduct Alt. 1 -
$475, 000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $16,670; Deduct Alt. 3- $43,000; and Tota
$5, 275, 000

6. N S. Tavrou Construction Co., Inc. - Base Bid - $5, 810, 000;
Deduct Alt. 1 - $480,000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $16,000; Deduct Alt. 3 -



$43,000; and Total $5, 330,000

7. Henley Construction Co., Inc. - Base Bid - $5,846,000; Deduct
Alt. 1 - $500,000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $9,000; Deduct Alt. 3 - $43,000;
and Total $5, 346, 000

8. Van Dusen Construction Conpany - Base Bid - $6, 240, 000; Deduct
Alt. 1 - $530,000; Deduct Alt. 2 - $7,000; Deduct Alt. 3 - $53,000;
and Total $5, 710, 000

*] ndi cat es acceptance of base bid and deduct Alternate 1
Description of Alternatives:

Deduct Alternate 1: Planetarium

Deduct Alternate 2: Terrazzo Floor Tile

Deduct Alternate 3: Landscaping

and

WHEREAS, The apparent second | ow bidder, Kora & WIIianms Corporation
filed a protest over the | anguage of the bonding conpany's letter to
t he apparent | ow bidder, Jesse Dustin & Son, Inc., agreeing to
provi de a performance and | abor and materials paynent bond; and

WHEREAS, Staff has reviewed the protest with counsel and conclude the
protest is without nmerit as the alleged qualification does not nodify
the intent of the statenment and is the reason a bid bond is required;
and

WHEREAS, The | ow bi dder, Jesse Dustin & Son, Inc., has successfully
performed simlar projects; and

VWHEREAS, Sufficient funds are available to effect award; now
therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education finds the bid subnmitted by
Jesse Dustin & Son, Inc., to be responsive as it adequately neets the
contract requirenents; and be it further

RESOLVED, That a contract for $5,090,000 be awarded to Jesse Dustin &
Sons, Inc., to acconplish the requirenents of the plans and
specifications entitled, "South Gernmantown El enmentary School," dated
May 28, 1985, prepared by SHAC, Inc., architects.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 308-85 Re: RESURFACI NG OF RUNNI NG TRACKS AND
FI ELD EVENT RUNWAYS

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

WHEREAS, A sealed bid was received on June 13, 1985, to resurface two
running tracks and field event runways at Al bert Einstein and Col
Zadok Magruder Hi gh School s as indicated bel ow

Unit Price Alt. #1 Alt. #2 At #3
(Per sg.yd.)* Sg. Yd. Track Sq. Yd.



The Anerican As- $6. 25 $30. 00 $3, 150. 00 $6. 95
phalt Paving Co.,
I nc.

*Total: approxi mately 10,000 sqg. yds.
DESCRI PTI ON OF ALTERNATES:

Alternate #1 is a price per sq. yd. for the renoval of bad base
material on the existing track or runways and its replacenent wth
new base materi al .

Alternate #2 is a price per track, including field events, for the
repainting of lines and new resilient surface material.

Alternate #3 is a price per sq/ yd. to furnish and install two coats
of pol yurethane wearing surface applied over new resilient overlay.

and

WHEREAS, The | ow bi dder has perforned successfully on simlar
projects and the bid is within staff estimte and sufficient funds
exist to permit contract award; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That a contract (base bid and alternates 1 through 3) not
to exceed the FY 1986 appropriation of $120,000.00) be awarded to The
Ameri can Asphalt Paving Co., Inc., for the resurfacing of the running
tracks and field event runways at Magruder and Ei nstein H gh School s
(Einstein will also receive the pol yurethane wearing surface as it
hosts regional track events), in accordance with specifications
entitled, "Resurfacing of Running Tracks and Field Event Runways,"
dated May 30, 1985, prepared by the Division of Construction and
Capital Projects.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 309- 85 Re: STEPS, RAMPS, DECKS, AND SKI RTI NG FOR
RELOCATABLE CLASSROOVB

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

WHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on June 20 for steps, skirts,
decks, and ranps for portable classroom buildings as foll ows:

1. H & HEnterprises $49, 950
2. FErnest R Sines, Inc. 61, 900

and

VWHEREAS, There are sufficient funds to effect contract award and the
cost is within staff estinmate; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That a contract for $49, 950 be awarded to H & H Enterpri ses



to furnish and install steps, skirts, decks, and ranps for portable
cl assroons at various |ocations in accordance with plans and
specifications covering this work dated May 30, 1985, prepared by the
Departnment of School Facilities.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 310-85 Re: ELECTRI CAL SERVI CE FOR PORTABLE
CLASSROOM BUI LDI NGS

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

WHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on June 20, 1985, for electrica
service for portable classroom buildings as foll ows:

Bl DDER PRQIECT 1 PRQIECT 2
Paul J. Vignola Electric Co., Inc. $82, 828 $62, 626
and

WHEREAS, Wiile there was only one bid, the work nmust begin
imediately if electrical service is to be available at the various
portabl es | ocations; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That a contract for $145,454 be awarded to Paul J. Vignol a
Electric Co., Inc., for electrical service for portable classroom
bui | di ngs in accordance with plans and specifications covering this
wor k dated May 16, 1985, as revised on June 5, 1985, prepared by the
Departnment of School Facilities.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 311-85 Re:  CONTI NUATI ON OF CONTRACT - ENERGY
MANAGEMENT PROGRAM

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

WHEREAS, The Board of Education in FY 1978 awarded a contract to
Conputeri zed El ectrical Energy Systenms, Inc., now Conpl ete Buil ding
Services, Inc., (CBS) to furnish and install an energy managenent
conputer and system and

WHEREAS, CBS has agreed to extend the unit equi pment prices quoted in
its original bid with an agreenent that equi pment which has a cost

| ower than that quoted in the original bid will be provided at the
new, | ower cost; and

WHEREAS, CBS is the only vendor qualified to effect
sof t war e/ equi pnent changes to the conputerized energy managemnent
systemw thout nullifying the original equipnment warranties; and

WHEREAS, CBS has perfornmed satisfactorily under the existing



contract; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the contract with Conpl ete Buil ding Services, Inc.
for expansion of the conputerized energy managenent system be
extended fromJuly 1, 1985, to June 30, 1986, to connect additiona
school s (approxi mately 20) utilizing funds appropriated in the FY
1986 Capital Budget for this purpose.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 312-85 Re: TRANSFER FROM LOCAL UNLI QUI DATED SURPLUS
ACCOUNT - WASHI NGTON GROVE ELEMENTARY
SCHOOL ( AREA 3)

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

WHEREAS, A post occupancy review has been conpl eted by schoo
facilities staff in conjunction with adm nistration at Washi ngton
G ove El enentary School; and

WHEREAS, Additional furniture/equipmrent and constructi on needs have
been identified and prioritized that are appropriate capita
activities; and

WHEREAS, The project contingency has been depleted and a transfer
fromthe Local Unliquidated Surplus Account is necessary to fund
t hese additional needs; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the county executive be requested to recomend
approval of a transfer of $28,000 fromthe Local Unliquidated Surplus
Account 997-01 (bal ance before transfer $75,428.42) to the WAshi ngton
G ove El enentary School project, No. 552-08

RESOLUTI ON NO. 313-85 Re: STADI UM LI GHTI NG - THOVAS S. WOOTTON
H GH SCHOCL

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

WHEREAS, The mayor and Gty Council of Rockville and the Thonas S.
Whot t on Booster Club have joined forces to provide lights for the
football stadiumat the school; and

WHEREAS, The City Council appropriated $65,000 fromits FY 1986
Capital |nprovenents Budget for this purpose; and

WHEREAS, Mont gomery County Public Schools' involvenent will include a
use agreenent, agency expertise in the devel opnent of plans and

speci fications, bidding, contract award, and supervision of
construction; and

VWHEREAS, Seal ed bids were received on June 18, as indicated bel ow



Bl DDER LUWP SUM
1. Paul J. Vignola Electric Co., Inc. $62, 626
2. C. G Estabrook, Inc. 63, 100
3. Herring Electric Company, Inc. 77,218
4. Jack Stone Electrical 82, 000
and
WHEREAS, The | ow bi dder, Paul J. Vignola Electric Co., Inc. has

performed simlar projects satisfactorily; and

WHEREAS, Low bid is within staff estinmate and the cost will be
tenmporarily charged to Local Capital Inprovenents, 99-42, pending
receipt of the Gty of Rockville appropriation; nowtherefore be it

RESOLVED, That a contract for $62,626 be awarded to Paul J. Vignola
Electric Co., Inc., to acconplish stadiumlighting for the football
field at the Thomas S. Whotton Hi gh School, in accordance with plans

and specifications dated June 3, 1985, prepared by the D vision of
Construction and Capital Projects; and be it further

RESOLVED, That the mayor and City Council of Rockville be requested
to take the necessary steps to effect reinbursenment to Montgonery
County Public Schools in a tinmely manner.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 314-85 Re: PERSONNEL APPO NTMENTS, TRANSFERS AND
REASSI GNVENTS

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

RESOLVED, That the follow ng personnel appointnents, transfers, and
reassi gnments be approved:

REASSI GNMVENT

Franci s Sweeney

APPO NTMENT

Myra Abranovitz

Carrie M1l er

FROM

Pri nci pal

Academ ¢ Leave
PRESENT PGCSI TI ON

PPW I ntern
Area Admn. Ofice

PPW I ntern
Area Admn. Ofice

TO

Pri nci pal
Meadow Hal | El em
Ef fective 7/1/85

AS

Pupi | Pers. Wr ker
Area Admn. Ofice
G ade G

Ef fective 7/1/85

Pupi | Pers. Wr ker
Area Admn. Ofice
G ade G

Ef fective 7/1/85



Al berto Rel uzco

Judi th Docca

Mar| ene Hartznan

Judy Patton

TRANSFER

Steve Berry

REASSI GNMVENT

Russell L. Fleury

Ann R Mathi as

NAMVE AND
PRESENT POSI T1 ON

Betty Berger
Pri nci pal
Gal way El ement ary

Robert Hacker

Pri nci pal

Kennedy H gh School
REASSI| GNVENT

Stanl ey Sincevich

RESOLUTI ON NO. 315-85

PPW I ntern
Area Admn. Ofice

Human Rel ati ons Spec.

Dept. of Human Rel ati ons

Acting Asst. Principal

Gai t her sburg Hi gh

Academ ¢ Leave

FROM

Asst. Princi pal
Ri dgevi ew Juni or
FROM

Asst. Princi pal

U & | Leave

Elem Princ. Trai nee
Personal 111 ness Lv.

PCSI TI ON EFFECTI VE
July 1, 1985

A&S Counsel or
Area 1

Admi n. Asst.
to Area 1 Assoc.
Super i nt endent

FROM

Principal, tenporarily

reassi gned to asst.
princ., Beall Elem

Pupi | Pers. Wor ker
Area Adm n. O fice
G ade G

Ef fective 7/1/85

Asst. Princi pal
Bl ai r Hi gh School
Effective 7/1/85

Asst. Princi pal
Gai t her sburg Hi gh
Effective 7/1/85

Asst. Princi pal
Sligo Mddl e School
Effective 7/1/85

TO

Asst. Princi pal
Valt Whitman High
Effective 7/1/85

TO

Asst. Princi pal
Ri dgevi ew Juni or
Effective 7/1/85

El em Asst. Princ.

School Location to
be Determ ned

Ef fective 7/1/85

PCSI TI ON EFFECTI VE
July 1, 1986

Reti r enent

Princi pal or A&S
position for which
qualified

TO

Asst. Princi pal
Beal | El enmentary
Ef fective 7/1/85
Retirement 7/1/88

Re: ESTABLI SHVENT OF TWO PCSI TIONS I N



OFFI CE OF THE SUPERI NTENDENT OF SCHOOLS

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

WHEREAS, The superintendent has general responsibility for the
di rection, managenent, and eval uation of the school system prograns
and activities; and

WHEREAS, The superintendent has determ ned that the establishnment of
two positions, a special assistant to the superintendent and a
secretary, in his inrediate office will greatly enhance his ability
to performthose general functions in an effective manner; and

WHEREAS, The speci al assistant would assunme sone of the duties of the
executive assistant to the superintendent, thus allow ng the
executive assistant to devote nore tinme and attention to the
departnments and functions that woul d continue under his supervision
and

WHEREAS, The special assistant's primary responsibility would be to
assi st the superintendent in establishing and mai ntaining procedures
whi ch woul d enhance the quality of staff work for the superintendent
and assi st the superintendent in ways which woul d enhance the
effective use of the superintendent's time; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the position of special assistant to the
superintendent in the Ofice of the Superintendent is thereby

aut hori zed as an unschedul ed position for sal ary purposes; and be it
further

RESOLVED, That a position of adm nistrative secretary Il (Gade 12)
to support the work of the special assistant to the superintendent be
aut hori zed; and be it further

RESOLVED, That these two positions be established without an increase
in the total FY 1986 QOperating Budget.

Re: STUDENT RI GHTS AND RESPONSI BI LI Tl ES
PCLI CY

Dr. Cody explained that the review commttee was established by the
superintendent and nade recommendations for changes in the policy.

He had shared the recommendati ons with the Adm nistrative Team and
it was his reconmendation that the commttee's proposals be adopted
wi th one exception on the eligibility of student governnent officers.
The conmittee proposed that this section be deleted and a study be
undertaken on the general eligibility for all extracurricular
activities. He agreed that a study was needed, but he thought the
policy should not be changed until the study was conpl et ed.

Dr. Thornton Lauriat, supervision of secondary instruction, reported
that the conmttee had spent a fair anmount of tine di scussing what



t hey saw as an inconsi stency which exi sted between the Student Rights
policy in regard to attendance and the LC/E failing grade as a result
of unexcused nonattendance and the grading and reporting policy which
called for the grades to be issued on achi evenent of objectives

rat her than behavi oral aspects. However, the comittee did not nake
any recommendation for a change to the Student Ri ghts policy; the
committee thought the Board should address this in the future.

M ss Duby thought they had a sound policy here. The first issue
dealt with the eligibility policy for extracurricular activities.
They had had these requirenents for sports for some tinme, and | ast
year the Board added eligibility requirements for student governmnent
and class officers. She would go along with the conmttee in saying
there had a definite inequity. She also feared that once they opened
this up they would have a whole can of wornms to deal with. [If they
were saying wait until they had a full report fromthe comittee, she
t hough the Board needed to do a couple of things. She suggested the
Board give the commttee a charge to do this. She also had a probl em
with the different requirenents between sports and cl ass officers.
She thought that was a blunder by the Board. |If they were going to

| eave this in place for another year, she thought they should have
equity between the two groups. M. Mke Mchael son, adm nistrative
assistant for student affairs, explained that the academc

requi renent for student government was a Board policy. The athletic
eligibility was an adm nistrative regul ati on and had never been
adopted by the Board.

M. Ew ng was not sure they should have an interimpolicy to be
followed by a revised policy. He would rather see themdeal wth
this all at once, and he thought the superintendent's recomendation
was a reasonable one. He said it would not be easy to reach
agreement on what standard shoul d be applied across the board or even
if they should have an across-the-board standard.

M ss Duby asked whether the Board would have to act to give a charge
to the conmttee. M. Ewing was not sure this was the right forum
for this issue. Dr. Pitt agreed that it was a conplicated issue. He
noted that the state had no academ c requirenent but allowed |oca
superintendents to establish these. There was a secondary principals
and athletic directors group that nade reconmendati ons on athletics,
and he suggested that they m ght use this vehicle.

Ms. Slye said she would be interested in knowi ng how many students
were inmpacted by the two different eligibility rules as well as the
LC. She also inquired about the |latitude exercised fromschool to
school in the inplenentation of those policies. Dr. Shoenberg agreed
that they did need this information

Dr. Cody asked for some sense of the Board as to whether the Board
wanted this issue pursued because he recall ed when the student
government officers resolution was adopted that it was al nost

unani nous. He asked whether the Board was interested in having a
study being done. Dr. Shoenberg stated that the Board did want to
pursue this issue.



M's. Di Fonzo agreed with M. Ewing that it was a difficult situation
She pointed out that a student could be a captain of an athletic
team SGA president, and have the lead in the class play. If the
student had a bel ow C average he could not be the SGA president, but
he could continue as captain of the teamand be the lead in the play.
If he received two failures, he would drop off the athletic team but
still continue on as the lead in the play.

In regard to the E2 policy, Mss Duby thought it would be inportant
to |l ook back to the tinme when they added the step. At one point if a
student got five unexcused absences, he received |oss of credit.

Then a few years later, the Board said not only did the student |ose
credit, but he failed. She asked whether fewer students were | osing
credit because of that extra punishnent or not. She was in
accordance that they were m xing discipline and gradi ng and reporting
whi ch she thought the Board was conmitted never to do. M. Foubert

i ndi cated that he had grave problens with the E2 policy, and he
intended to introduce a notion on this at sone point in the future.
In regard to m xing discipline and grading, M. BEwi ng recalled that
there was a tine when the Board wanted to do just that and did. This
did not nmean that the present Board could not rethink this. He

t hought the way the search and seizure section was rewitten was
reasonabl e. This was based on a Suprene Court decision, and he

t hought they shoul d make sure they obtained a | egal opinion as to
whet her they needed anything el se here.

In regard to the section on discipline, M. Foubert noted the
recomendation to delete the word "punitive." He had some probl em
with that. M. Mchael son explained that it was felt that the E2
policy as witten was actually punitive and suggested renoval of the
word "punitive."

Dr. Floyd inquired about what was nmeant by the rights of students in
the policy. He asked about the Constitutional basis for giving
students the rights to do these things. Dr. Shoenberg replied that
these rights were the rights as defined by the school systemrather
than rights in |law however, they did have sone Constitutionally
protected rights.

Dr. Floyd called attention to the section reading, "itens/property
that are deenmed to cause significant disruption to the schoo
environnent or are illegal may be confiscated.” He had problens wth
"may be" because it seened to himif they were illegal there

shoul dn't be any discretion about it. Dr. Pitt explained that there
was a policy and then there were regul ati ons added to the policy.
They did have regul ati ons on weapons. Dr. Floyd thought that
students should get the sanme nessage as admi nistrators. Dr. Lauriat
added that if the material was illegal there was no question that in
the mnd of an adnministrator that the material would be taken away.
M's. Di Fonzo suggested that staff devel op sone better wordi ng here.

Re: ADEQUATE PUBLI C FACI LI TI ES ORDI NANCE



Dr. Shoenberg expl ai ned that they now had an outline of the

di scussion, Dr. Miir's conments, and the original paper. He said
that the object was to cone to sonme kind of closure by way of
agreenent rather than by formal vote.

M. Ew ng was concerned that the Council and/or the Planning Board
shoul d not act to adopt what m ght be before themon this subject and
the Board not act to adopt anything. It seemed to himit was
important to take a formal vote, in part as guidance to the staff and
in part to give the Council and Pl anning Board the advice of the
Board of Education. He asked whether this was the view of how they
shoul d proceed and, if it was, when would the Board act and when
woul d the Council act. Dr. Cody said that they had thought earlier
that in early July the Council was going to do something but now
thought it mght be later

It was Dr. Shoenberg's understanding they needed to conme to closure
on some of these things in order to give guidance to staff in
arriving at sone docunent for cooperatively working with the Planning
Board. Dr. Pitt said that M. Scull had brought up the question of
the tim ng; however, it was agreed that the Council would not neet
its original deadline. Dr. Pitt thought it would be hel pful if MCPS
staff had some gui dance so that they could neet with other staffs and
see if there were any areas of this present plan that the Board did
not agree with at all.

*Dr. Cronin joined the neeting at this point.

Dr. Shoenberg suggested the Board did need to take a formal vote on
its position at sone tine before the Council acted. Now they needed
closure on particular details so that the staff could prepare a
draft.

M. Bruce Crispell said that the first topic under nethodol ogy was

t he geographic setting they wanted to use to consider schools. The
first point was the proposal versus the current nethod. The current
met hod just | ooked at one school school. He thought the | egal issues
were convincing and that they did need to | ook wider. Dr. Shoenberg
asked how much effort was going to be involved in this. Dr. Ceorge
Fi sher hoped that it would be done through automati on and nmade
manageabl e because right now it would be extrenely burdensone to work
with this manually.

Dr. Cody said that if an analysis led to a conclusion there were
space, the approval of the subdivision wuld change the base data for
t hat school, which would inply a continual recal cul ation. However,
once they said "no" until sonething el se happened in their own
facilities plan it would be sinple for any other subdivision request.
He thought it would be conplicated if they had a continuous total of
previously approvals. Dr. Fisher explained that even now t here was
an effort exerted to recapture previous approvals. Even though sone
of this was automated, it did take tine.

It seemed to Dr. Cronin that they would not be | ooking at anything in



Area 1; Area 2 would be VWalter Johnson, Richard Montgonery,
Rockvill e, Wiitnman, and Wodward; and Area 3 would only be

Pool esville. They were linmted to only certain sections of the
county. M. Crispell explained that this was only for 1987-88. In
1988 a lot of this would change because of school openings in Area 3.
Dr. Shoenberg asked whether this would be done once a year. M.
Crispell replied that this would be the best way of doing it, and
when the new forecasts were done in the fall a new set of data would
be ready. He said they could al nost draw a map whi ch woul d show
areas for deferral. It might involve tinme to go to the Planning
Board and providing themwi th the nethodol ogy and rationale to be put
in the record, but they were not sure whether they had to do this
every time.

M. Ew ng pointed out that it had been their experience in years in
some parts of the county that enroll ment projections changed
dramatically in the course of a year. He thought they would be
chal | enged by people to reassess their estimates in the course of a
year. M. Crispell said that in talking with the Pl anning Board
attorney and the county hearing exam ner he had the inpression that
as long as their adopted nethodol ogy was reasonable this test would
not be applied. It would have to adopted by an el ected body such as
t he Board of Education and the County Council.

Ms. Slye said that one point was the adjacent school and whet her

out side the cluster should be considered by exception or as a rule.
It was her inpression that if the given school that the subdivision
fell in was overcapacity they would | ook at the cluster capacity. |If
the cluster capacity exceeded norm they would automatically | ook
outside the cluster. M. Crispell explained that this was in the
original witing of the proposal. After that, they had thought when
they had a subdivision in the mddle of a cluster they would not go
outside and | ook. They would only | ook when it was a borderline
issue. Dr. Cody added that if they did not do that it would w pe out
t he whol e notion of the cluster as a base.

Ms. Slye posed a theoretical problem A proposed subdivision fel
in an el ementary school area where the school was already over 100
percent of capacity. |In this case the nearest elenmentary school was
al so over capacity. The cluster as a whole was at 101 percent of
capacity with one school around 89. Did they |ook outside the
cluster to the next elementary school? O did they say one school in
this cluster is under 90 percent of capacity? M. Crispell replied
that they would | ook at the el ementary school in which the

devel opnent was | ocated and then the cluster. The ook to a nearby
school outside the cluster would be a last resort. Ms. Slye asked
whet her the over 100 percent capacity in the cluster would preclude
devel opnent automatically or would they consider the JIMand senior
hi gh | evel before making that decision. M. Crispell replied that
the el ementary woul d be cause enough for a deferral

Dr. Shoenberg stated that there was consensus that they would | ook at
t he adj acent school when the devel opment was on the edge of the
school attendance area. M. Crispell asked what they woul d consi der



to be a reasonabl e cl oseness to a boundary. M. Ew ng thought they
could argue one mle which was the wal ki ng di stance. Dr. Cronin

poi nted out that one of the solutions would be adjusting that
boundary. Ms. Di Fonzo noted that schools in the up-county area were
so far apart. Dr. Shoenberg said that they probably should not wite
this at the Board table. Rather they should ask staff to bring

| anguage to define this.

In regard to neasuring school capacity, Dr. Shoenberg said the Board
was i n agreenment on the exclusion of portable classroons and was
eagerly awaiting the new capacity formula. M. Ewing said he did not
know what the Council and Pl anning Board were likely to think about
their new capacity fornmula. Dr. Cronin hoped they woul d have an
arrangenent with Park and Pl anning as to an agreenent on the fornula.
He was concerned that the county executive would not be bound by the
| egi slative inpact of the County Council. M. BEw ng thought it was

i nportant to have a fornula that they could sell to the Council and

t he Pl anni ng Board.

In regard to timng and the use of the third year forecast of

enroll ment and facility inpact, Dr. Shoenberg did not have any
problemw th | ooking three years ahead. He wondered whether a person
told "no" until 1988 was barred from com ng back next year with the
same proposal and be granted approval for 1989. M. Crispell thought
that a devel oper could always take a denial and cone back to the
process. Dr. Shoenberg stated that this was on the assunption that a
deferral was an inplied perm ssion to go ahead. Dr. Cronin thought
the three years was used because it was the maximumtine a deferra
could really be in effect. M. Cispell explained that with a fixed
termdeferral both parties would know when they were going to be
there. Three years was the average length of tinme for a devel opnment
to come into being if it was approved. Dr. Cronin recalled that Ms.
Prai sner was tal king about a five to six year run-up particularly at
the secondary level. This did not seemto be practical or perhaps
even legal. M. Crispell thought that there would be problens with
that. Dr. Fisher added that Park and Pl anning coul d defer sewer

aut hori zations for three years, making it another two years or so
before they could get to devel opnment. They could al so defer just to
record plat. The three years enabled themto see when the schoo
system coul d accommodat e this grow h.

M. Ewing noted that in Dr. Miir's nmeno there was a suggestion of a
flexible tine period of anywhere fromone to three years. He thought
this was reasonable and attractive. Related to that was the question
of their best estimate of how the process would work and permt or
not permt themto propose and include in the capital budget, get
funded, and get built a project to neet the need. If it were a
matter of building a whole new building, it was three years or nore
in many cases plus they had the tinme it took fromthe nonent a
deferral was made until it could be included in a capital budget.

For exanple, they could defer in April and include the project in the
capital budget for the year thereafter. This mght nmean four years
later if it were a major project. It seened to himit was inportant
for themto think about what the capital process required of them



before they could answer the question of what was a reasonabl e
deferral tine.

M. Crispell explained that with traffic they went to the County
Counci| to show what hi ghways were needed to support devel opnent. He
said that as one of the by-products of the process they woul d have
better tracking and would be able to match up the CIP with deferred
units waiting in the pipeline for school space.

M. Ewi ng asked M. WIlliam WIder, director of school facilities, if
he had a comment on the timng process. M. WIlder said that the
ti m ng depended on the scope of the project. They were not likely to
encounter a delay in the timng and buil ding of a new senior high
school, but they could encounter a Paint Branch addition which was
extremely conplicated and ti nme-consunmi ng. Three years was not
unreasonabl e, but in sone instances it could be very tight.

Dr. Shoenberg commented that if they deferred for three years it
meant the devel oper could start construction in three years, but it
woul d take tine to build out that devel opnent. Therefore, they would
really talking five to six years. M. Crispell added that even in
the big devel opments it was 50 to 75 units a year. Dr. Fisher said
they had the adopted CI P which was what they would actually have in
the process and what facilities would cone on line in three to six
years. They woul d al so have projects where they actually had the
pl anni ng nmoney to construct which equated to the three-year tine
frane. He did not think as they went through the process that they
woul d start changing the facilities structure until they got to the
next adopted CIP. They would show a school until after the May 15
adoption of the CIP. There was still the question of whether they
had actual noney on the table to support the project. For exanple,
they had North Germantown El enentary School to open in 1990, but
there was no funding tied to 1990. They would not have to worry
about that until 1987 when they shoul d have the planni ng noney.

M. Ew ng asked what this required of themin terns of project

pl anning. It seemed to himthat the Board's approach which invol ved
speaking to the necessity of two nore elenmentary schools, unnanmed and
unl ocated, in the CIP mght be sonething to rethink. |[If they did not
specify them a devel oper could ask that the school be |ocated to
serve his developnent. On the other hand, if they had made t hat

deci sion and said where the school would be | ocated, this would give
thema basis for deferral with the option of noving it prior to
getting planning noney. He thought they should start being very
speci fic about things.

Dr. Shoenberg said the Board was in agreenent with coordinating with
Park and Pl anning in developing the third year forecast. He thought
that the itenms on accounting for approvals and deferrals seened to be
staff matters not requiring Board gui dance. He suggested they | ook
at legal and procedural issues.

M. Crispell said that adoption of subdivision review policies by the
Board and Council would give the process greater |egal standing. Dr.



Cronin asked whether the staffs of the Council and county executive
had been involved in all these discussions. Dr. Fisher said that

t hey were; however, he thought there would have to be dial ogue at the
board | evel s before anything was adopted by anyone. M. Crispel
recal l ed that the Board was concerned about anything adopted by the
Council restricting Board of Education solutions. Park and Pl anni ng
had drafted a line just referring to the Board' s adopted policy for
revi ewi ng subdivisions and did not prescribe how this would be done.
Dr. Shoenberg said the next one referred to the need to ensure that
County Council policy adoption did not infringe on Board activities.
Dr. Cronin said that this would have to wait until they saw the

| anguage and di scussed how this would be adopted with the County
Counci | .

M. Ewi ng said he was puzzled by Dr. Miir's coments about capacity
calcul ations stating that he believed the County Council woul d accept
any reasonabl e capacity cal culation the Board woul d care to propose.
He was not sure the Council would accept those cal cul ati ons; however,
this did depend on what they were tal king about in capacity
calculations. |If they were tal ki ng about whether there was space in
t he broadest sense, then they probably would accept. |If they were
tal ki ng about capacity calculation in ternms of the new capacity
formula of what they think a school should have roomfor in terns of
program needs, he was not so sure they would get agreenent with the
Council. Dr. Cody said they were tal king about three years out and

t he program capacity of a particular school. This varied from schoo
to school and would vary fromyear to year in a particul ar school

He pointed out that they had an objective of |owering the average
class size in elenentary schools and m ght readjust the capacity in
el ementari es on an annual basis so that the capacity would go down
each year.

M. Ew ng suggested that they consider what position to take if the
Council were in fundanmental disagreenent with the Board' s view of
what the capacity was. Dr. Cody replied that having gone through one
di scussion with the staff he thought the nunbers were really not
going to be that nuch different. They would use the average cl ass
size they had operating in the school systemand adjust it down to
their goal. They would | ook at the average cl ass size for special

cl asses and what plans they had there. It would show any school over
80 percent of the state capacity was probably overcrowded if they
used their current average cl ass size.

Dr. Shoenberg said that the next itemhad to do with maki ng ot her
changes by Septenber 12. M. Cispell explained that this had to do
with the expiration of restraint on building permts in the county.
The Pl anning Board was trying to reach this deadline. Dr. Pitt had
heard Park and Pl anning say that the Septenber 12 expiration date
woul d not nmake a difference. M. Crispell said that Park and

Pl anning was still trying to have its package in by Septenber 12.

M. Ew ng pointed out that they would be putting together a CIP very
shortly which was very dependent on what they would do in this
regard. Dr. Shoenberg thought that the CIP in the near term was



pretty well locked in. Dr. Pitt thought that in order to neet the
Sept enber deadl i ne they would have to have a final paper by July 9.

M. Ew ng asked whether the Board had a major policy change regarding
school capacity, and Dr. Shoenberg was not sure it was a policy
change. Dr. Cody thought the overall issue of APFO could be
considered just a plan. M. Ew ng thought that as a practical

matter, public interest would be substantial .

Dr. Shoenberg asked whet her they should hold hearings with the County
Council. Dr. Cody agreed that by July 9 they needed to have

somet hing on the Board's agenda for action. After that, they could
di scuss whether to have their own hearings or have hearings with the
Council. He was not sure that the capacity formula would be ready by
t hen.

Dr. Shoenberg said that the |ast issue was whether staffing and
techni cal support could be nade avail able to nake the nethod
operational this fall. Dr. Cody asked whether they knew the costs to
make this operational. M. Crispell replied that there would be a
conmput er hookup with Park and Pl anni ng; however, they were not sure
how much legwork it would take to go to the Planning Board heari ngs.
Dr. Cody suggested that they | eave this one on the table.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 316-85 Re: AMENDVENT TO THE CONTRACT WTH THE
MONTGOMERY COUNTY COUNCI L OF SUPPORTI NG
SERVI CES EMPLOYEES

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

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education approve the foll owi ng amendnent
to the Agreement w th MCCSSE:

The Mont gonmery County Board of Education and the Montgonery
County Council of Supporting Services Enpl oyees (MCCSSE) hereby
reopen the Agreement for the Schools Year 1984-1987.

The Mont gonmery County Board of Education and the MCCSSE

recogni zi ng that the decision of the Supreme Court in GARCI A V.
SAN ANTONI O METROPOLI TAN TRANSI T AUTHORI TY requi res changes in
the Agreenent to be consistent with the ruling hereby agree to
delete Article 8, Overtime, Section A 2, page 11, and Appendi x
I, pages 51-53 inclusive. Al other provisions shall continue in
full force and effect.

Re: BQOARD MEMBER COMMENTS

1. M. BEwing reported that the Board had received a letter which
contai ned a copy of the Sligo/Branview Citizens Association
newsletter. It was inaccurate in its description of the educational
program at New Hanpshire Estates, and he thought it was an outrageous
attack on that school and its educational program He hoped but did
not expect that they would be able to correct that and obtain an

apol ogy.



2. In regard to class sizes and staffing, M. Ewing said that the
problemthey ran into in small schools was that they got |arge

cl asses and ended up with conbination classes. In sonme cases they
added staffing after the begi nning of school. He wondered about
options for avoiding that formof disruption in those kinds of
school s including the option of extra staffing. They could have
early staffing and a policy which said they were not going to have
conbination classes. Dr. Pitt reported that staff had given the
paper on comnbi nation classes and what it would cost not to have
conbi nation classes. Dr. Cody said that one variation would be to
use a different range of estimation for the smaller schools. This
woul d avoid adding to schools after the start of the school year but
woul d cost nore noney. Dr. Pitt recalled that they used to have a
formula built into the budget for small school staffing which, while
not avoi di ng conbi nati on cl asses, caused | ess disruption

3. Ms. Slye asked when her itemon |ong-range Board conmtnents
woul d be on an agenda. Dr. Shoenberg replied that it was schedul ed
for August 13.

4. Dr. Conin said that it was a pleasure to attend the Secondary
School Admi ni strators Conference | ast week.

5. Dr. Cronin said that on June 19 the Board received a neno on R de
On transportation. MCPS was informed that the county government was
abandoning its efforts to substitute Ride On for MCPS bus service.
He believed that for two years in a row the MCPS budget sustai ned
cuts predicated on the success of Ride On. He asked when they woul d
ask for funds. Dr. Cody replied that staff would reconstruct that
decision. Dr. Shoenberg inquired about the study that was being
done, and Dr. Cody agreed to provide information for the Board

6. Mss Duby reported that this was her |ast business neeting. She
woul d make her final coments on July 1 when M. Foubert was sworn
in, but she was aware that not all the Board nmenbers would be there.
She thanked Board menbers for a very rewarding year. Dr. Shoenberg
said that he would not be able to attend the July 1 neeting. He said
that M ss Duby was extraordinary in her ability to say sonething
clearly, succinctly, and to the point. He congratulated M. Foubert
on his election and | ooked forward to working wi th himnext year

RESOLUTI ON NO. 317-85 Re: EXECUTI VE SESSI ON - JULY 9, 1985

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

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

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education of Mntgonery County hereby
conduct its neeting in executive closed session begi nning on August
13, 1985, at 9 a.m to discuss, consider, deliberate, and/or

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

enpl oyees, appointees, or officials over whomit has jurisdiction, or



any other personnel matter affecting one or nore particul ar
individuals and to conmply with a specific constitutional, statutory
or judicially inposed requirenment protecting particul ar proceedi ngs
or matters from public disclosure as permtted under Article 76A,
Section 11(a) and that such neeting shall continue in executive

cl osed session until the conpletion of business; and be it further

RESOLVED, 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.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 318-85 Re: COWM SSI ON ON EXCELLENCE | N TEACHI NG

On recommendati on of the superintendent and on notion of Dr. Floyd
seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the follow ng resolution was adopted with
Ms. D Fonzo, M. BEwing, Dr. Floyd, Dr. Shoenberg, and Ms. Slye
voting in the affirmative; Dr. Cronin abstaining (Mss Duby voting in
the affirmative)

WHEREAS, On April 19, 1985, the Board of Education created an
advi sory committee of distinguished citizens of the county, to be
known as the Conmi ssion on Excellence in Teachi ng; and

WHEREAS, One June 12, 1985, the Board sel ected el even persons who
live or work in the county and who are neither current menbers of the
Board of Education nor current enployees of the Montgonmery County
Public Schools to serve on the Conmi ssion; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education add a twelfth person and
appoint Arturo Hernandez to the Comm ssion on Excellence in Teaching.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 319-85 Re: CONTRACT W TH LEGQ SLATI VE Al DE

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

WHEREAS, The Board of Education net in executive session on June 12,
1985, to evaluate the services provided by Ms. Lois Stoner as
| egi sl ative aide; and

WHEREAS, The Board of Education expressed its appreciation for the
out st andi ng services she has rendered; now therefore be it

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education authorizes the president of the
Board and the superintendent to sign an agreenment with Ms. Lois
Stoner for Fiscal Year 1986.

Re: DRAFT STATEMENT ON THE PROPOSED AMEND-
MENT TO THE STATE BOARD BYLAW ON SCHOOL
CLOSI NGS

Dr. Cronin noved and Ms. Di Fonzo seconded that the Board approve a



draft statement on the proposed anendnent to the State Board Byl aw on
School d osi ngs.

Dr. Shoenberg said they woul d divide the question.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 320- 85 Re: DRAFT STATEMENT ON THE PROPOSED AMEND-
MENT TO THE STATE BOARD BYLAW ON SCHOOL
CLOSI NGS

On Motion of M. BEwi ng seconded by Ms. Di Fonzo, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo, M. Ew ng, Dr.
Fl oyd, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms. Slye being
tenporarily absent (M ss Duby voting in the affirmative):

RESOLVED, That the draft statenment on the proposed anmendnent to the
State Board Byl aw on School C osings be approved, wi thout the section
on listing reasons for closure decisions.

RESOLUTI ON No. 321-85 Re: AN AMENDMENT TO THE DRAFT STATEMENT

On notion of Dr. Cronin seconded by Ms. D Fonzo, the foll ow ng

resol ution was adopted with Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo, Dr. Floyd, and
Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; M. Ewing voting in the
negative; Ms. Slye being tenporarily absent (Mss Duby voting in the
negative):

RESOLVED, That the draft statenment on the proposed anmendnent to the
State Board Byl aw on School C osing include the section on specific
reasons for a cl osing decision.

RESOLUTI ON NO. 322-85 Re:  COVPENSATI ON FOR HEARI NG EXAM NERS

On notion of Ms. D Fonzo seconded by Dr. Cronin, the foll ow ng
resol ution was adopted with Dr. Cronin, Ms. D Fonzo, M. Ew ng, Dr.
Fl oyd, and Dr. Shoenberg voting in the affirmative; Ms. Slye being
tenmporarily absent (M ss Duby voting in the affirmative):

WHEREAS, Section 6-203 of the Education Article of the Annotated Code
of Maryland provides that, in any proceedi ngs brought under section
4-205(c) or section 6-202, the |local board may have the proceedi ngs
heard first by a hearing exam ner; and

WHEREAS, Section 6-203(c)(1) requires that the hearing exam ner shall
be an attorney admitted to practice before the Maryland Court of
Appeal s, and (2) that the hearing exam ner shall be chosen by the
county board; and

WHEREAS, Subsection (g) provides that each county board shall adopt
reasonabl e rules and regul ations to regul ate the proceedi ngs before
t he hearing exam ner; and

WHEREAS, The Montgomery County Board of Education sone twelve years
ago established conmpensation for hearing exam ners at a per diemrate
of $225 per case; now therefore be it



RESOLVED, That the Board of Education herewith adopts a per diemrate
of $450 per case as conpensation for the hearing exam ners so

sel ected by the Montgonery County Board of Educati on.

For the record, M. Ewing stated that while they set the rate 12
years ago at $225 they had not paid $225 in the 12 year period.

There had been increases in the interim

RESOLUTI ON NO. 323-85 Re: BCE APPEAL NO. 1985-2

On notion of Ms. D Fonzo seconded by Dr. Floyd, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously (M ss Duby abstai ni ng):

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education affirmthe decision of the
superintendent in BOE Appeal No. 1985-2 (teacher eval uation).

RESOLUTI ON NO. 324-85 Re: BCE APPEAL NO. 1985-5

On notion of Ms. D Fonzo seconded by Dr. Floyd, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously (M ss Duby abstai ni ng):

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education affirmthe decision of the
superintendent in BOE Appeal No. 1985-5 (salary classification).

RESOLUTI ON NO. 325-85 Re: BCE APPEAL NO. 1985-7

On notion of Ms. D Fonzo seconded by Dr. Floyd, the foll ow ng
resol uti on was adopted unani nously (M ss Duby abstai ni ng):

RESOLVED, That the Board of Education adopt its decision and order in
BCE Appeal No. 1985-7 (tineliness of an appeal).

Re:  NEW BUSI NESS
M. Ew ng noved and Dr. Floyd seconded that there be placed on an
agenda a notion to endorse the resol ution proposed by Council man
Scott Fosler for the establishnent of a Conm ssion on the Future of
Mont gonmery County.

Re: | TEVM5 OF | NFORVATI ON

Board nmenbers received the following itens of information:

1. UWilization of Cviletti Funds - FY 1986
2. Monthly Financial Report

Re:  ADJOURNMENT

The president adjourned the neeting at 11:20 p. m



Secretary

WEC. M w



