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STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION – TOPIC SUMMARY

Topic: May 2013 Minutes
Date: June 21, 2013
Staff/Office: Kate Pattison, Acting Executive Officer
Action Requested:  FORMCHECKBOX 
   Information only     FORMCHECKBOX 
  Policy Adoption   FORMCHECKBOX 
  Policy Adoption/Consent Calendar 
ISSUE BEFORE THE BOARD: Adoption of the May 2013 minutes.
BACKGROUND: The State Board of Education is a public governing body, and as such, its meetings must comply with the provisions of ORS chapter 192, Records, Public Reports, Public Meetings. 

192.650 Recording or written minutes required; content; fees. (1) The governing body of a public body shall provide for the sound, video or digital recording or the taking of written minutes of all its meetings. Neither a full transcript nor a full recording of the meeting is required, except as otherwise provided by law, but the written minutes or recording must give a true reflection of the matters discussed at the meeting and the views of the participants. All minutes or recordings shall be available to the public within a reasonable time after the meeting, and shall include at least the following information:

      (a) All members of the governing body present;

      (b) All motions, proposals, resolutions, orders, ordinances and measures proposed and their disposition;

      (c) The results of all votes and, except for public bodies consisting of more than 25 members unless requested by a member of that body, the vote of each member by name;

      (d) The substance of any discussion on any matter; and

      (e) Subject to ORS 192.410 to 192.505 relating to public records, a reference to any document discussed at the meeting.

Minutes of the State Board meetings shall be written in compliance with Oregon Revised Statutes and give a true reflection on the matters discussed at the meeting. They shall contain brief statements on important points made by Board members and participants and include all motions, proposals, resolutions, orders, ordinances and measures proposed and actions taken.  

As a cost-cutting measure, minutes content will be reduced and can used as a guide to the video.
STAFF RECOMMENDATION: Adopt the May 2013 minutes.
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Preliminary Business
Call to Order/Roll Call/Flag Salute
Chair Paz called the meeting to order at 9:05 am. He called the roll and reviewed the agenda. 
Excused were Directors Brown and Wheeler and Advisors Angstadt and Furey. 

Public Comment

No public comment
Board Member Reports

Henry
Met with Finish education prime minister (xx?). Not focused on being number one, they decided to focus on providing the best for each. Daughter graduated.

Bowen

Senator indicated the agency will get an Indian Education Specialist.
Saxton explained the position is tied up in a number of things bills and initiatives. Intent of the Equity department is to work with Tribes and Districts to make sure they understand best practice on serving historically underserved students. It was Tribal Government Day at the Capitol.

Deputy Superintendent Update
Saxton

Four bills we are paying close attention to: 3231, 3232, 3233, 3234.

3231/3234 add different divisions to department - Early Childhood

3232/3233 have the four OEIB investments. Allow us to put traction on the ground that will make

3232 – reading by 3rd grade, STEM, and college going

3233 – educator effectiveness network: attracting diverse and highly capable , induction process is strong, mentoring and career-long support. Helping current teachers be highly effective at delivering the common core. There was testimony for this on Monday and Tuesday.
Met yesterday with key legislators and lobbyists about funding. 6.55B (spends like 6.75) and 200M PERS reform. Budget for 6.55 and 200M, the hope is for districts to be able to add. Committed to getting a new funding estimate out soon. Has also requested PERS to send out district-specific estimates on savings.

Essential Skills is on the agenda. You’ll see that students graduating this year will have to pass reading and writing Essential Skills. Districts need to keep this on their radar and they are working on it. Rob has been making a lot of contact with districts to touch base as districts and students prepare

The Department has metric of being reorganized by August. Thinking about that reorganization with Early Childhood, Equity, Youth Development Division. There are great possibilities ahead about how we do our work here. The opportunity around the reorganization to become a support agency in a different way than we have done before is exciting.

Paz asked for additional information around the Essential Skills and areas showing any issues.

Saxton at the time the Board adopted the Essential Skills there was a lot of discussion around funding. The Board talked about this a lot. The Essential Skills were phased in over time instead of all three at one time. 

Summers-McGee asked about the funding and how it relates to PERS. 

Saxton explained SB 822 and some of the PERS changes that may take place over the next two biennia.
Saxton explained budgeting for now is set at the 13-15, and 15-17. 

Hamilton acknowledged that this happened before.

Veliz discussed parental involvement, communication, and advocacy. How can we communicate with parents and help educate them so they understand what is going on? Advocating that we communicate with parents, especially parents of color to make sure they are involved. We will begin losing some people in this.
Directors and Saxton discussed various counties, best practices, and research related to education, advancement of goals, professional development, and 
Information/First Reading
Oregon Equity Lens
Samuel Henry, Director
Rob Saxton, Deputy Superintendent

Saxton indicated his support of this document. It is very difficult to write because it’s about a topic we have not historically been able to address in the United States. He stated his parents were great, but they taught him to be color blind, which meant he was silent. As an educator it translated into missed opportunities to help students. He has taken on the challenge to always talk about it. Saxton pointed to the definitions on pages 6-7. It is an important place to start.
Henry introduced his relationship to this document with the OEIB and SBE. He outlined questions and narrative from a previous presentation.
Question 1 – What is the Equity and Lens and why do we need it now in Oregon?

Question 2 – What does this vision and Equity Lens lead us toward?
This can help all policy and future decisions take into account race, language, and all other groups.

The primary focus is on race and ethnicity to mobilize and take action.

Question 3 – Whose work is this?

OEIB adopted this document.

Henry shared stories about a 16 year old student whose teachers often did not say her name correctly and his daughter’s graduation.
Saxton encourages everyone to read the whole document.

Summers-McGee shared her experiences with Equity Lens’ within organizations with the accountability and consequence. Not seeing the accountability and consequence piece. Unless there are dollars associated. We’ve got to make it actionable. What’s our next step?

Henry used to be an equity and diversity trainer in the 80’s and 90’s. Quit because he was not seeing organizations follow through. Henry compiles data and challenges his graduate students with questions about what they are going to do with it. 

Paz spoke about actionable steps, perhaps administrative rules. And invite Cindy Hunt to be part of this work.

Saxton encouraged the Board to continue working with the Equity Lens.
Information/First Reading
ODE Legislative Update
Jan McComb, ODE Legislative Director

2098 would change how the poverty calculation is done. Currently, poverty students get a .25 weight, based on census data that is 13 years old.
OEA bill that asks the department to calculate class size. Teachers tell us that it’s much higher. They would like actual numbers in front of parents and communities.

We are at that point in session where leadership needs to 

Today is the May forecast. It is $271M up, higher than expected. Working to craft a final budget. Struggle between raising revenue and cuts. This forecast will have an impact.

Revenue rules in Ways and Means will remain open.

Senate Ed Committee has a few, House Ed Committee has only a few. House Committee toured the Oregon School for the Deaf.

A lot of last minute changes, support, amendments.

Henry asked if the Poverty Calculation will allow the SBE to have rulemaking authority on incremental.

The bill does not change the funding formula. There is a bill that does create a taskforce to look at the state school funding formula. The Board will craft the OAR about which would identify which data is used to calculate poverty.

Schild asked about Achievement Compact due dates. 
McComb explained the bill has through the House and is now with the Senate. There are now amendments being added.

Paz asked if McComb will be back in June.

McComb stated she will be back in June with an update that includes any bills that have passed.

Saxton stated there are going to be efforts made by the Department to do a better job communicating timelines and updates to the field. Saxton highlighted how fortunate the agency is to have McComb and Hunt. They are so good at what they do others often want to borrow them.

Information/First Reading

Safety Foods Safety Inspection Requirements “Food Code” OAR 581-051-0305 and -0306
Heidi Dupuis, ODE
Requesting change to two OARs with regard to food safety. National School Lunch and Breakfast are required to have two food safety inspections a year. It is at the county level.
Aligns definitions with new federal requirements.

Moves the danger zone from 140 degrees to 135 degrees.

Henry asked

Dupuis noted that most schools get high scores and are often noted in the media. The school production day has expanded over the last decade, including lunch, breakfast, snack, and now supper.

Paz asked about farm to school programs and sanitation issues.

Dupuis discussed various regions around the state participating in farm to school programs.

Schild mentioned that Tillamook cheese donates all cheese used in the district.

Sherman County realized they were not on a good supply chain, they found a creative way to use the farm to school dollars to set up a greenhouse system at the district to produce their own green 

Adoption
State Board Retreat: Charter Schools
Cindy Hunt, ODE
Margaret Bates, ODE

At the Board Retreat on April 26th the Board discussed how to best spend time hearing Charter School related topics.
There was a discussion about setting up a subcommittee of two board members and the superintendent advisor.

Hunt added the possibility to utilize WebEx technology to conduct subcommittee meetings.

Discussion:

Henry thanked Hunt, Bates, and Pattison for their work in summarizing this work.

Summers-McGee raised the concern about using WebEx when it may be beneficial to engage face-to-face.

MOTION: Henry moved to adopt State Board Retreat Recommendations on the Charter School Subcommittee, Bowen Second. 

ACTION: Unanimously approved (Summer, Veliz, Summers-McGee, Paz, Henry, Bowen, Hamilton)
Adoption

Statewide Assessment Transition
Doug Kosty, Assistant Superintendent

Derek Brown, Director

Cristen McLean, ODE

Lisa Reynolds, CCWD

Kosty introduced the topic and stated there has been a process to involve stakeholders.

The issue before the Board is imperative – everyone around the state is anxiously awaiting a decision so they can move forward.

Recommendation of ODE staff is to adopt Smarter Balanced as the next state assessment system.

Brown reviewed the adoption timeline, participants, matrix of assessment options with requirements, criteria for assessment system evaluation, and workgroup process.
Brown stated the outcome of Day 1 for the workgroup was to eliminate STAR and SAT from the next round of discussions. The workgroup also weighted individual features of the assessments.
Saxton explained there were potential problems with the ranking system, but it did not work out to be a problem. At the end of day 1, it was not clear what the final outcome would be.

Brown discussed the ten criteria and the process for the workgroup to use the criteria in Day 2. At the end of Day 2, Smarter Balanced was the unanimously ranked as the best assessment system. Brown highlighted the depth and richness of the discussion on day two, emphasizing that time was given for each person to fully express his or her thoughts.

Brown reviewed the strengths for and reasons why the Smarter Balanced is the right assessment in each criterion. 

Discussion:
Paz indicated this may be the largest decision he will be a part of in the 7 ½ years he has served on the State Board of Education. Paz indicated his appreciation for ODE staff’s responsiveness and the amount of information provided to the workgroup to do this work. The quality of the discussion and decision making in the workgroup that was very high. The workgroup recommendation does not include direct input by State Board Directors who participated.

Paz asked the Board to consider the K-2 strengths of PARCC
Paz discussed concerns with financial issues.

Paz asked to have the research from the two primary systems (Smarter Balanced and PARCC) be shared. Paz also requested for Dr. Conley to come share.
Hamilton thanked ODE staff for providing the workgroup all necessary information and coordinating a strong process.
Henry asked how much money and how long will the contract be?

Kosty stated, if the Board approved Smarter Balanced, Oregon will have to join a consortium. Smarter Balanced will need to establish or merge with a non-profit corporation. ODE will continue with all other assessments. The Cost of all of it (the vendor and consortium) $27.30 for each student (about 300,000 students) totaling about $9M.

Saxton discussed the differences around the state in using formative and interim assessments. There may be discussion about the use of the full-suite that costs about $5/student and districts using those dollars differently.

Schild asked about the other states.
Kosty indicated California and Iowa have gone through similar conversations. Alabama has pulled out completely and gone with ACT. Kosty highlighted the quality of Brown and McLean’s work on this process.

Paz asked additional questions and for additional information.

Kosty emphasized the rigor and strength of the process and recommendation. He indicated there is a timeline and need for movement to mobilize staff.

Hamilton stated he is very comfortable with the process and the information provided.

Saxton reviewed his role and participating in the workgroup and the moment in time when a number of participants realized 

Barnes asked if there are difficulties expected with the technical rollout.

Kosty stated Oregon is currently computer-based with a web-interface. He indicated he is cautious about being confident, but there are a number of things in place already. The technology issues are probably outweighed by the need for scheduling and training that needs to happen.

Henry asked what happens next if this is approved.

Kosty indicated there are a number of committees for people who will become certified trainers for the rest of the state. Oregon still needs to negotiate a contract with a vendor which takes 30-60 days. Next spring there needs to be a major field test across the state with 60% of student participation.

Schild indicated Tillamook School District has been working hard to prepare and provide training for staff. Schild also indicated the students who are part of the 60% will also be taking the regular OAKS assessments.

Henry asked what the drop dead date is for this.

Saxton indicated this is time-sensitive with so many other pieces of related work like the New Oregon Report Card and the Kindergarten Readiness Assessment.

MOTION: Hamilton moved to accept the recommendation of workgroup and ODE to transition to the Smarter Balanced Assessment System, Henry second.

Discussion: 

Henry acknowledged having more information in the next stages will be helpful.

Paz recommended that the K-2 issue, a relationship with a researcher like Dr. Conely, and the data-sharing research be shared. Paz also requested an outline of the next steps.

ACTION: Unanimous (Summer, Veliz, Summers-McGee, Paz, Henry, Bowen, Hamilton)
Adoption

New Oregon Report Card Redesign
Sarah Pope, ODE

Kevin Hamler-Dupras, ODE

Pope explained the process for involving a broad committee. Surveyed people around the state. All of the work was compiled, recommendations were provided to ODE for rollout to the fall 2013. There were only three components identified by ODE that would not be possible for 2013 release. These components will be addressed in future releases.

Pope indicated there is a difference between how the report card would do overall ratings compared to the federal ratings in the ESEA Waiver. This will be looked at further to provide actual comparisons and 

Pope indicated that this report card can evolve over time. The data points can be edited in the future. One example is how the report card will address schools like alternative high schools.

Discussion:

Henry asked if there will be a charter school specific report card.

Veliz stated there was discussion about staff demographics as well.

Pope discussed the partnership with Chalkboard Project to develop a website that will allow additional depth of information.

MOTION: Henry moved to adopt the New Oregon Report Card Prototype, Hamilton second.
ACTION: Adopted unanimously. (Summer, Veliz, Summers-McGee, Paz, Henry, Bowen, Hamilton)
Information/First Reading

Next Generation Report Card – Revise OAR 581-022-1060
Doug Kosty, ODE

Cindy Hunt, ODE

Kosty reviewed the revisions and highlighted clarifying language and updates.

Discussion:

The docket has a typo in the subgroup population that will be revised.

Information/First Reading

Southwest Charter School Draft Contract
Margaret Bates, ODE
Cindy Hunt, ODE

Anne Gurnee, SWCS

Hunt reviewed the significant changes. Not all changes in the contract reflect problems with Southwest Charter School, rather they reflect changes in the law, or increased oversight in response to best practice.
Hunt explained the changes in the section related to student performance as a significant change.

Discussion:

Paz indicated that item 15 B(v) might be a separate part. Not just a part of the annual report but also focused on disseminating promising practices. These promising practices should be shared with the Board and with PPS. Paz asked for this to be formalized
Gurnee asked what this could look like?

Paz stated that a presentation could be made to PPS and reported back to SBE.

Henry raised some concerns asking the charter school to go back to a district that denied the charter school.

Summers-McGee asked for clarification on the achievement compact language. Supports adding the achievement compact language into the actual contract language.
Saxton suggested options like setting specific targets with progressive support and progressive consequences. Targets could be based on PPS or state average or put a percent-bump on either of those numbers. If this were done, the consequence would need to be identified.

Paz recommends that this move forward as it is, but there are some issues that need to be further addressed. The subcommittee should look at this further

Hamilton stated the importance of identifying a fixed target that is really concrete

Works expressed concerns with the discussion of moving test scores. It is not an easy thing to do.
Information/First Reading

Next Generation Science Standards
Cheryl Kleckner, ODE

Theresa Richards, ODE

Richards provided introduction.
Kleckner reviewed the docket and indicated the Next Generation Science Standards were released in April. The timeline in the docket was reviewed. The CCSS Stewardship Committee supports the work but suggested slowing the timeline. There may be a possible conflict with the ELPA in 2017. Kleckner stressed the importance of collaborating with other states and ongoing integration with CCSS work.

Kleckner stated the starting point will be to convene an advisory group to complete a thorough review to be brought forward in August.

Discussion:

Henry asked if there is a way to get to move this faster?

Kleckner indicated there is no reason to slow adoption, but assessing them may take a little more time. They are not so different than the 2009 science standards. Many people in the field are eager to begin teaching them very soon.

Paz asked if there will be models or case studies of schools that are ready? 

Kleckner stated that this is something that can be built into the rollout design. A key component is about how to rollout and ensure professional development and training.

Information/First Reading

Essential Skills Update
Derek Brown, ODE
Cristen McLean, ODE

Brown reviewed an overview of the Essential Skills Requirements, diploma options, and exit outcomes. It is difficult to compare grad rates across states.
Essential Skills are only applied to regular or modified diplomas. The requirements are based on entry cohort year. 

Brown reviewed the current 12th grade students who have met by various Essential Skills. The assessment window is still open, so numbers will continue to come in.

Brown reviewed the current 11th grade students who have met by various Essential Skills. This information was presented differently include Reading, Writing, and Math.

Discussion:

Saxton expressed questions related to the graduation rates and how does Oregon’s regular diploma requirements compare with other states? Saxton acknowledged these questions spur whole other conversations for a different time.

Veliz raised the concern for schools to influence a student toward a modified diploma.
Schild indicated that most districts are pushing to keep students focused on a regular diploma because the modified diploma does not count toward the graduation rate.

Schild expressed appreciation for the 11th grade Venn diagram. It also indicates that writing is a clear barrier.

Information/First Reading

Implementation of the Common Core State Standards
Doug Kosty, ODE

Sarah Drinkwater, ODE
Cheryl Kleckner, ODE

Kosty introduced the update and provided an overview of what updates will look like going forward.
Kleckner reviewed the rubric for implementation. The CCSS Stewardship team identified resources tied through each point in the rubric. This will be rolled out at the summer assessment conference in August.

Drinkwater discussed the collaboration between ODE offices on this work. Drinkwater stated a significant area for standards work is making sure IEPs are standards-based in the description of student performance and student performance goals. There will be a workgroup this summer ot inform guidance in the fall.

Discussion:

Henry asked if the rubrics are available online.
Kleckner indicated that all rubrics and materials were posted online. Additional resources like webinar recordings have been posted.

Paz requested to know who is leading the way with CCSS implementation.

Information/First Reading

Educator Effectiveness Update
Theresa Richards, ODE

Richards provided an introduction and overview of the timeline and progress to date. The work to align all requirements from SB 290 and the ESEA Waiver resulted in the creation of the Oregon Framework.
Richards provided an overview of the statewide outreach including two summits and 14 regional trainings. This work was in collaboration with OEA, COSA, and the Chalkboard Project.

Tracked which districts have participated in trainings. ODE and partners are committed to reach each district to ensure they have the support needed to implement this work.

July 1, 2013 is the deadline for the submission of assurances and implementation plan. July 1, 2015 is the deadline for the submission of the evaluation system.

Discussion:

Paz acknowledged the importance of this work and its relationship to the ESEA waiver.
Action

Board Leadership
Art Paz, Board Chair

Kate Pattison, Board Staff

Paz asked Hamilton and Henry to lead this discussion.

Hamilton indicated

MOTION: Henry moved for Hamilton, Summer, Veliz to serve on the nominating committee.

Action: Passed unanimously (Summer, Veliz, Summers-McGee, Paz, Henry, Bowen, Hamilton)

Discussion:

Paz acknowledged Barnes’ service to the board and the Board will draft a letter of recommendation to Barnes for his support.

Henry and Saxton will remind the Governor of available director position.
Information/First Reading

Board Meetings Calendar 2013-14
Art Paz, Board Chair

Kate Pattison, Board Staff

Pattison presented the proposed calendar for the 2013-14 schedule of meetings. The Board agreed to review the dates and will vote in June.
Discussion:

Pattison will work with Saxton to finalize a date for the August 2013 retreat.
Paz adjourned the meeting at 3:45 pm. 
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

May 17, 2013
251-A/B Public Service Building
255 Capitol St., Salem, OR 97310
Members Present

Artemio Paz


Board Chair

Miranda Summer
Board Member
Serilda Summers-McGee
Board Member

Peter Angstadt
Advisor, Com College Pres.

Gerald Hamilton

Board Member

Kevin Furey

CC Faculty Advisor
Angela Bowen


Board Member 
Members/Advisors Excused

Samuel Henry

Vice-Chair 


Benjamin Barnes
K-12 Student Advisor

Anthony Veliz

Board Member


Randy Schild 

Advisor, K-12 Admin

Kate Brown

Ex Officio Member

Colleen Works

Advisior, K-12 Teacher

Ted Wheeler

Ex Officio Board Member

Other Participants

Camille Preus

Commissioner, CCWD

Marque Haeq

CCWD
Rob Saxton

Deputy Supt of Pub Inst.
Kate Pattison

Charter Schools/Acting Ex. Officer
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Preliminary Business
Call to Order/Roll Call/Flag Salute
Chair Paz called the meeting to order at 8:35 am. He called the roll and reviewed the agenda. Excused were Directors Brown, Summers-McGee, and Wheeler and Advisors Barnes, Schild, and Works. Summers-McGee entered late. 

Public Comment

Commissioner Update
Preus discussed the current legislative work. Today the legislature will hear information on capital construction for community colleges.
The Board recently approved bonds for Columbia Gorge Community College. These were recently sold and the interest rates were much lower than initially estimated.
Economic forecast came out and is up a little more than expected.

Attended a couple of community college board meetings. Most community colleges are in the process of budgeting and hearing public comment. Ben Cannon was in attendance and there will be a hearing of HB 3120 and SB 270 next week.
Furey stated it did not sound like HB 3120 will pass.

Preus explained there are some slight differences between the House and the Senate. Preus is working with others to encourage legislators to support both pieces of legislation.

Preus provided a draft policy statement on community college outcome-based funding. It includes an overview of the national context for outcome-based funding. The purpose is to provide the Board a tool to focus resources on state goals while supporting community colleges.

Paz requested additional information and specificity around this for the Board and public to engage with to ensure
Summers-McGee asked Preus what are the expectations of the Board in relationship to the draft policy document.

Preus explained that this document will be back before the Board next month. The hope is for the Board to adopt it as a policy. Use the summer to engage stakeholders. Bring back recommendations for the fall.

Summers-McGee expressed her concerns with the process and draft policy. It does not address the concerns of the public and other details that were requested by the Board.

Bowen expressed agreement with Summers-McGee.

Hamilton acknowledged the Board should spend more time with this topic and information to understand the issues.

Preus discussed an example from Tennessee where outcome-based funding was implemented.
Summer acknowledged we are different than Tennessee and asked what % we are looking at?
Preus explained the percentages and the connection with overall funding for community colleges. Preus will provide more information to the board.
Furey asked how the 15% is calculated.

Preus provided overview of community college equalization funding history as it relates to the Board and percentages in this draft policy. Preus will provide the math and additional information.

Bowen asked what the difference will be in tuition. Why would the community colleges support this if they are losing tuition?  The question is who can afford to go to university and who can’t.

Preus explained that the metrics that are part of the outcome bundle are not only exit. They are based on National evidence on momentum points on what will get students to the next step. Preus has not heard a president talk about a loss on tuition resources. The current system is based on access and getting the student in. There is nothing in our current model that implies that we care about the student completing. It is all enrollment-based.

Saxton asked if there has been thought about identifying certain groups of students and incentivizing those groups? This has happened in K-12. If everyone steps up and competes at the same level, dollars will not change at all. If some community colleges engage differently there may be more variance in funding distributions.
Paz asked about the proposed schedule for this policy discussion.
Adoption

Consent Agenda

Paz called for a motion.

MOTION: Hamilton moved to approve the consent agenda, Summers
Discussion:

Summers-McGee requested to schedule time with Saxton to work on the alignment with the top three priorities from the retreat.

VOTE: Passed unanimously (Summer, Summers-McGee, Paz, Bowen, Hamilton)
Stakeholder Update

Oregon Community College Association

Andrea Henderson, OCCA
Watching the legislative session and the bills that impact community colleges.

Spring board meeting was last week with new leadership elected.
Discussion:

Hamilton asked if the adverse impact was removed 100%?

Preus explained how removing adverse impact has played a role in public and private program development.

Information/First Reading

Commissioner’s Report
Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD
Same information as provided in the Update. No need to add more.

Information/First Reading

CCWD Legislative Update
Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD
Preus provided overview of bills currently being tracked by CCWD.
SB 222 relates to accelerated learning and college credits in high school. Watching this bill closely as resources have been added to this bill. HB 3038 there is indication only half of the $10M could be available with this bill.

Discussion:

Paz asked for more information on some bills. 

Preus HB 2913 and SB 498 are similar in that they both continue and add additional resources.  Preus will provide an update.
Paz asked how this aligns with the efforts to support STEM.

Preus discussed legislation related to the STEM council and the possibility of the OEIB sponsoring the STEM council. Preus also discussed the Engineering Technology and Industry Council (ETIC) and that is may need to include the other components of STEM.

Information/First Reading

GED Work Plan
Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD

David Moore, State Director of Adult Basic Skills

Marc Haque, CCWD

Moore and Haque provided an overview of the recommendations and CCWD plan of action.
Discussion:

Paz asked what role the GED will play in the 40-40-20.
Annually about 10,000 Oregonians complete the GED. This have been consistent over some period of time.
Information/First Reading

GED Fees
Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD

Marc Haque, CCWD

Haque provided an overview of the testing fees and proposed changes to the OARs.

Discussion:
Chair Paz had to leave the meeting and passed the chair responsibility to Director Summers-McGee.

Information/First Reading

Student Success: Credit for Prior Learning
Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD
Donna Lewelling, CCDW
Preus introduced Lewelling and explained Lewellings role on the Higher Education Coordinating Commission: Credit for Prior Learning Advisory Committee, of which Hamilton is the chair.
Lewelling provided an overview of the advisory committee work. Hamilton explained the challenges in developing policy recommendations because of program variety. 
Lewelling described how the committee has sought input from program leaders and students. 

Discussion:

Information/First Reading

Student Success: Core to College

Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD

Lisa Reynolds, CCDW

Preus introduced Reynolds. When Reynolds came on through the grant it was limited duration, and now Reynolds has been hired into a permanent position.

Alignment – stable and propels forward motion.

Discussion:
Information/First Reading

Community College Support Fund: Policy Levers

Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD

Susan Violette, CCDW

Preus introduced Violette and her responsibility for the distribution of funds for community colleges. The current distribution is completely student FTE driven. The amount of dollars available to support students in community colleges has dropped in recent years. There is an increase in students attending and a drop in funding. This report is about the outcome of the 2008-09 growth management decisions made by the Board. There is also a strategic fund for which the Board provides direction.
Violette provided and overview of the funding formulas and described recommended board action. The recommendation is to maintain the level of the strategic fund and the zero growth management factor.
Discussion:

Furey asked why the recommendation is to maintain the zero growth.

Preus explained it has more to do with the dollars available than enrollment.

Hamilton asked for the next presentation to include examples of what it looks like to maintain zero growth for some community colleges.

Preus provided handout with historical summary of student success strategic fund investments from 2005-2013. This information is provided back to the community college.

Information/First Reading

OWIB Report

Camille Preus, Commissioner, CCWD

Preus indicated this report is provided for information and discussion will be based on any questions from the Board.
Discussion:

Hamilton asked if there is anything new.

Preus stated there is discussion around workforce development and the placement within this agency. There is a lot of “to work” programs and initiatives in other agencies. 
Summers-McGee adjourned the meeting at 11:27 am. 
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