Special Called SBDM Meeting

May 9, 2018 3:15 PM

Room 36
Attendance Taken at 3:25 PM: 

Present Council Members:   

Shannon Burcham 

Kim Adams
Barry Alexander

Christina Ethridge
Grace Knight

Leetoria Grubbs

Tim Bush
Guests:

Brandy Woodall

Janay Futrell

Lacey Schrock

Teresa Russell

Corey Coble

Bradley Stewart

Matt McMain

Scott Brown

Mary Lander

Teresa Jones

Violet Kelly
1. Opening Business – 3:25 PM  

Meeting called to order.
1.1. Approval of Agenda  

Motion Passed:  Approval of the agenda as presented passed with a motion by Barry Alexander and a second by Kim Adams and the consensus of the council.  

2. Summit Learning  

2.1 Discussion
Mr. Burcham made opening comments, welcomed guests, and reviewed plan to work to consensus.  Mr. Burcham stated that Mrs. Futrell had been invited to address concerns of the council related to scheduling.
Mr. Burcham made initial motion for consensus to support student/parent choice.  Mrs. Ethridge seconded.  Discussion followed.

A question was posed, “Can students go back into Summit if they opt out?” Mr. Burcham answered, “re-assessment would occur on an annual basis”.

Mrs. Futrell stated that we typically don’t allow teacher selection.

Mr. Burcham stated that academies would be structured in Summit or Blended models.

Students would choose Summit or Blended and be assigned to the corresponding teachers.  If there weren’t enough students to make a Summit course, the course would default to Blended.

Mrs. Futrell stated that the number of juniors taking dual-credit online courses was continuing to grow, hence the need for student self-direction.
Mr. Alexander stated that the choice of Summit or Blended in all subjects seemed ideal.

Mr. Burcham replied that math would be similar across academies. There will be a degree of teacher instruction across both models.  The rationale for keeping kids together in academies would allow teachers to work together and better utilize data. 
The attempt to reach consensus on the first attempt, was not achieved with two dissenting votes.
Key differences between the two models were then reviewed.  Pace. Levels of teacher directed instruction.  Instructional model for additional standards.

It was then suggested and support was given to provide 5 minutes from guests for questions and discussion.

Parent, V. Kelly, spoke of student’s needs and issues from middle school (“teacher not there to babysit”, assessment, student needs help)

Mr. Burcham discussed 20% of student’s grades coming from EOC or quarterly assessments in both models.  

Ms. Kelly stated choice would benefit her child.

Mrs. Woodall spoke as a parent and expressed concern that her child would lose choice if council did not support options.  She then stated “good teaching is good teaching regardless of the platform”.  Kids learn in different ways.  Choice is important.  Learning management platforms are a part of college experience.

5 additional minutes were allotted for discussion.

Mrs. Lander asked for clarification on priority standards.  Mr. Burcham responded and explained the difference between priority and additional standards.

Mr. Bush then spoke to the level of rigor of curriculum in the Summit platform.
Mrs. Woodall stated that the curriculum was tough for students who were not used to being challenged. 

Mr. Burcham replied that the curriculum would be the same across both models and would not change.

Mrs. Lander stated the platform was not the issue. Students have varied abilities and teachers have to assure their needs are met.  Ms. Lander then asked about concerns from teachers and students.

Mr. Burcham stated that most concerns were from freshmen students and parents.  Teachers were on board.  While there had been many conversations in the previous year, approximately 10 meetings had occurred in the current school year.

Mr. Alexander then asked about a tentative schedule.

Mr. Burcham responded that meetings needed to occur with students and parents.  Choice to follow by the conclusion of the school year and a tentative schedule of teaching assignments to occur by July 15.

Mr. Alexander then stated that choice would satisfy most parents, changes and improvements need to continue, and equal implementation would be needed.  
Ms. Grubbs wanted an equally effective experience for all kids.

2.2 Motion to continue use with student/parent choice
Motion Passed:  Approval of student/parent choice motion by Barry Alexander and a second by Tim Bush and the consensus of the council.  

3. Motion to Adjourn – 4:35 PM
Motion Passed:   Passed with a motion by Barry Alexander and a second by Leetoria Grubbs and the consensus of the council.
_____________________________________

Shannon Burcham, Chairperson

_____________________________________

               , Secretary
