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BOARD OF PUBLIC EDUCATION 

MEETING AGENDA 
 

NOVEMBER 8-9, 2007 
 

CAPITAL HIGH SCHOOL 
LIBRARY CONFERENCE ROOM 

100 Valley Drive 
Helena, MT 59602  

 
November 8, 2007 - Thursday 
8:30 a.m.     
 
CALL TO ORDER 

a. Pledge of Allegiance  
b. Roll Call 
c. Statement of Public Participation 
d. Welcome Visitors  
e. Adopt Agenda 

    
PUBLIC COMMENT 

 
CONSENT AGENDA 

a. Items Pulled from Consent Agenda if Requested 
 
INFORMATION ITEMS 
 

 REPORTS – Patty Myers (Items 1 – 2) 
    
Item 1   CHAIRPERSON’S REPORT 
 
   KINDERGARTEN TO COLLEGE WORKGROUP 
 
   EDUCATION AND LOCAL GOVERNMENT INTERIM COMMITTEE 
   Patty Myers 
   Board of Public Education Appearances 
        
Item 2   EXECUTIVE SECRETARY’S REPORT 
   Steve Meloy 
 

  ONLINE BPE AGENDA REPORT 
  Carol Will, BPE Administrative Assistant     

 
 CSPAC LIAISON -  Angela McLean (Item 3) 

 
Item 3   CSPAC REPORT 
   Peter Donovan  
 
   NASDTEC 11th PROFESSIONAL PRACTICES INSTITUTE 
   Angela McLean and Peter Donovan 
 

 REPORTS – Patty Myers (Items 4 – 7) 
 
Item 4   STATE SUPERINTENDENT’S REPORT  
 
   INDIAN EDUCATION FOR ALL REPORT 
   State Superintendent Linda McCulloch 
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Item 5   COMMISSIONER OF HIGHER EDUCATION’S REPORT   
   Commissioner Sheila Stearns  
 
Item 6   GOVERNOR’S OFFICE REPORT 
   Jan Lombardi 
 
Item 7   STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE’S REPORT 
   Katie Wood  
 

 ACCREDITATION COMMITTEE – Storrs Bishop (Items 8 – 9) 
 
Item 8   ONSITE VISIT TO SUMMIT PREPARATORY SCHOOL 
   Al McMilin 
 
Item 9   ROCKY MOUNTAIN COLLEGE PLAN FOR EDUCATION LEADERSHIP 

MASTERS PROGRAM 
   Linda Vrooman Peterson and Barbara Vail 
 

 GOVERNMENT AFFAIRS COMMITTEE – Dr. Kirk Miller (Items 10-11) 
 
Item 10   NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND UPDATE 
   Nancy Coopersmith 
 
Item 11   MONTANA HIGH SCHOOL FOLLOW-UP REPORT – FIRST YEAR OF 

COLLEGE 
   Tyler Trevor, Associate Commissioner for Research, Technology & 

Communication 
 

 DISTANCE LEARNING TASK FORCE – Dr. Kirk Miller (Item 12) 
 
Item 12   DISTANCE LEARNING TASK FORCE PHASE II 
   Bud Williams and Dr. Kirk Miller 
 

 QUALITY SCHOOLS/QUALITY EDUCATORS – Dr. Kirk Miller (Item 13) 
 
Item 13   QUALITY EDUCATOR LOAN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (SB 2) 
   Madalyn Quinlan 
 

 ASSESSMENT TASK FORCE – Sharon Carroll (Item 14) 
 
Item 14   ASSESSMENT UPDATE 
   Judy Snow 
 
 
************************************************************************************************************************
* 
 
November 9, 2007 – Friday 
8:30 a.m.   
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
INFORMATION ITEM 
 

 EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE – Patty Myers (Item 15) 
 
Item 15   TEACHER-OF-THE-YEAR REPORT 
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   Gary Carmichael 
 
The public will be afforded the opportunity to comment before the Board on every action item on 
the agenda prior to final Board action. 
 
ACTION ITEMS  
 

 ACCREDITATION COMMITTEE – Storrs Bishop (Item 16) 
 
Item 16   ALTERNATIVE STANDARDS REQUESTS 
   Al McMilin 
 

 QUALITY SCHOOLS/QUALITY EDUCATORS – Dr. Kirk Miller (Item 17) 
 
Item 17   QUALITY EDUCATOR LOAN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM 
   Madalyn Quinlan 
 
INFORMATION ITEM 
 

 MSDB LIAISON – Patty Myers (Item 18) 
    
Item 18   MSDB COMMITTEE MEETING REPORT 
   Steve Gettel 
 
 
PRELIMINARY AGENDA ITEMS BPE MEETING– January 3-4, 2008 
MACIE Update 
Youth Risk Behavior Survey Update 
Distance Learning Task Force Phase II 
Assessment Update 
NCLB Update 
5 YCEP Process Update 
Exiting Board Member – Last Meeting 
Transportation Report 
Report on Teacher Education Program 
Meeting with Council of Deans 
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BOARD OF PUBLIC EDUCATION 

MEETING MINUTES 
 

SEPTEMBER 13-14, 2007 
 

ALLEN ROWLAND COMPLEX 
103 BOUNDARY 
LAME DEER, MT  

 
September 13, 2007 - Thursday 
1:30 p.m.     
 
CALL TO ORDER 
Chairperson Patty Myers called the meeting to order at 2:30 p.m. on Thursday, September 13, 2007.  Ms. 
Katie Wood led the Board in the Pledge of Allegiance.  Ms. Carol Will took roll call; a quorum was noted.  
Ms. Patty Myers announced that Board Member Mr. John Fuller would not be in attendance due to 
unforeseen circumstances.  In addition, Ms. Patty Myers noted under the Government Affairs Committee 
an action item would be conducted as Item 12a:  BPE Position on Reauthorization of ESEA.  Mr. Steve 
Meloy noted that Ms. Kris Wilkinson, Legislative Fiscal Division, would address the monitoring process for 
the 2009 Interim Guidelines under Item 2:  Executive Secretary’s Report. 
 
Those in attendance at the meeting included the following Board members:  Chairperson Ms. Patty 
Myers, Vice Chairperson Ms. Angela McLean, Mr. Storrs Bishop, Mr. Cal Gilbert, Ms. Sharon Carroll, Dr. 
Kirk Miller, and Ms. Katie Wood.  Staff present at the meeting included:  Mr. Steve Meloy, Executive 
Secretary of the Board of Public Education; Mr. Peter Donovan, Administrative Officer, Certification 
Standards and Practices Advisory Council; and Ms. Carol Will, Administrative Assistant, Board of Public 
Education.  Ex-officio Board Member Ms. Linda McCulloch, State Superintendent, was present.  Ms. 
Anna Green represented ex-officio Board Member Governor Brian Schweitzer.  Visitors in attendance at 
the meeting included:  Mr. Williams Walksalong, MTSBA’s Director, Representing the Indian School 
Boards Caucus from Lame Deer; Mr. Eric Feaver, MEA-MFT; Dr. Linda Vrooman Peterson, OPI; Ms. 
Rene Dubay, OCHE; Ms. Nancy Coopersmith, OPI; Mr. Bud Williams, OPI; Ms. Kris Wilkinson, LFD; and 
Mr. Gary Hopkins, Lame Deer Public Schools. 
 
GREETING 
Mr. William Walksalong, MTSBA’s Director, representing the Indian School Boards Caucus from Lame 
Deer, welcomed the Montana Board of Public Education to the Cheyenne Nation.  The Allen Rowland 
Complex was named after one of the Cheyenne Nation’s Tribal Presidents who served for four terms.  
The project was funded through the Coal Board.  Mr. Walksalong stressed that through lobbying and hard 
work the Lame Deer High School was established in 1995.  Time and money have changed the culture of 
his people.  Lame Deer produces students who are capable of competing in higher education institutions. 
 Religion is still the foundation of the Cheyenne Nation’s community and the way in which they raise their 
children.  In conclusion, Mr. Walksalong cautioned the Board that the decisions that they make could 
benefit or harm his people.  He advised the Board to make governing decisions as if the whole world 
could see their thoughts and this will reflect superior leadership. 
   
CONSENT AGENDA 
Ms. Patty Myers pulled the July 12-13, 2007 Board of Public Education meeting minutes for an 
amendment.  Ms. Patty Myers noted that the 5th bullet under Item 6, Governor’s Office Report, should 
read: “Partnering with the National Caucus of Native American State Legislators.  Senator Carol Juneau 
is the chair.  A focus is to address the American Indian achievement gap.” 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Angela McLean moved to adopt the consent agenda as amended.  Mr. 
Storrs Bishop seconded.  Motion passed unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for the 
vote. 



 

 2

 
 
 
 
 

Items are presented in the order in which they appeared. 
 
INFORMATION ITEMS 
    
Item 1 CHAIRPERSON’S REPORT- Patty Myers 
• BPE will keep a calendar of meetings that indicates who will be attending 
• NASBE Annual meeting and proposed changes in NASBE bylaws 
• Graduates Act 
• Miller-McKeon draft proposal for reauthorization of ESEA 
• Electronic Board agendas 

 
Board Member Appearances: 
Storrs Bishop 
• August 24 – 25, 2007 MTSBA Delegate Assembly 

Sharon Carroll 
• July 21 – 22, 2007  NASBE New Member Institute-Alexandria, VA  

Kirk Miller 
• July 31, 2007  Distance Learning Task Force Phase II (DLTF Phase II)Leadership  
    Group Organizational Meeting 
• August 30, 2007  DLTF Phase II Leadership Group Conference Call 
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
Mr. Eric Feaver was disappointed with the fact that the Board of Education materials were only made 
available to the Board of Education members prior to their attendance.  He referred to the four adopted 
priorities by the Board of Education as nothing new to education.  Mr. Eric Feaver believed that task 3 on 
the letter dated September 13, 2007 by Erin Williams, Workgroup Chair should call dual enrollment 
“concurrent enrollment” instead, and that secondary institutions should be included in the Board of Public 
Education’s policy on “concurrent enrollment”.  Therefore, task three would read, according to Mr.  
Eric Feaver’s recommendation: “Adopt an overarching concurrent dual enrollment policy statewide, 
establishing methods for developing, implementing and monitoring concurrent dual enrollment in 
Montana’s secondary and postsecondary institutions.”  Web pages were distributed from the National 
Alliance of Concurrent Enrollment Partnerships notifying the Board of the conference titled, “Solving the 
Concurrent Enrollment Puzzle” to be held in Salt Lake City, Utah on October 27-29, 2007.  Mr. Eric 
Feaver distributed an e-mail and a letter that was mailed to U.S. Senators Max Baucus, Jon Tester, and 
Congressman Denny Rehberg that states, “MEA-MFT believes that this draft legislation [Miller-McKeon 
draft proposal] represents an unacceptable starting point for reauthorization of the Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965.  We ask that you oppose this draft legislation and hold off on other 
similar reauthorization attempts until after the 2008 elections.”  It was Mr. Eric Feaver’s request that the 
Montana Board of Public Education submit a similar statement of opposition.  In conclusion, Mr. Eric 
Feaver invited those at the Board of Public Education to attend the 2007 MEA-MFT Educators’ 
Conference in Belgrade, Montana on October 18-19, 2007. 
       
Item 2 EXECUTIVE SECRETARY’S REPORT – Steve Meloy 
Some points of interest that Mr. Steve Meloy addressed in his report were: 
• Met with Governor’s Chief of Staff regarding the past legislative session and began to work on 

identifying legislation for the next biennium 
• Worked with the Office of Public Instruction’s new attorney, Ms. Kathleen Magone, to review and 

revise the way license disciplines are brought before the Board of Public Education 
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• Continued with the work of the three revocations presented to the Board of Public Education at the 

July 2007 meeting 
• Review of Chapter 57 
• Worked on Quality Educator Loan Assistance Program from Senate Bill 2 
• Created science and communication arts panels for the MEA-MFT 2007 Educator’s Conference  
• Addressed continued apprehension in regard to the impacts that the distance learning rule has on 

Montana’s school districts 
 
KINDERGARTEN TO COLLEGE WORKGROUP 
Mr. Steve Meloy provided the four priorities of the K – College Workgroup in the Board of Public 
Education’s agenda packet to keep the Board informed.  The priorities are:   

1. Implement a single system for educational data that links all education data systems from pre-
kindergarten through higher education.   

2. Require essential core courses for all high school students.  These include:  Four credits of 
English; four credits of mathematics; three credits of lab-based, college-preparatory science 
courses; and three credits in college-preparatory social studies.  

3. Set reasonable-but-ambitious annual targets toward meeting the 100 percent graduation goal 
and provide incentives to schools for meeting them.   

4. Adopt an overarching dual enrollment policy statewide, establishing methods for developing, 
implementing and monitoring dual enrollment in Montana’s postsecondary institutions.  

 Mr. Steve Meloy expressed his concern that the Board of Public Education wasn’t in a position to adopt 
these priorities at this time.  He was pleased that the action of the Board of Education was only to accept, 
and not necessarily to approve the content of the document that was presented by Regent Janine Pease, 
Vice Chair for the Kindergarten to College Workgroup.  
 
DISTANCE LEARING TASK FORCE PHASE II 
The Distance Learning Task Force will reconvene to move into phase II of this issue.  The same 
members agreed to continue with the work with the following changes:  Mr. Jules Waber will replace Ms. 
Claudette Morton, Mr. Darrell Rud will participate as an active voting member, and Mr. Dick Clark will act 
as a substitute for Ms. Jan Lombardi when she is unable to attend.  Mr. Steve Meloy presented the 
October 25, 2007 Distance Learning Task Force Phase II agenda.  It included the following timeline:  
October 25, 2007, Helena, 1:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m.; November 20, 2007, Helena, 10:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.; 
January 15, 2008, Helena, 10:00 a.m. – 5:00 p.m.; and February 2008, Helena, TBD, 10:00 a.m. – 5:00 
p.m.  The three subgroups of the task force will address: 1) Teacher Qualifications/Dual Credit;  
2) Flexibility/Quality/Supplement vs. Supplant; and 3) Fiscal Issues.  
 
LEGISLATIVE FISCAL DIVISION MONITORING 
Ms. Kris Wilkinson, LFD, presented the following documents to the Board of Public Education:  
Legislative Fiscal Division Monitoring: Simple, Useful, Common Sense, Plain Language, Minimal Paper; 
From Process to Practice:  Utilizing Critical Analysis Results; Board of Public Education’s Goals and 
Measurable Objectives; and Draft Performance Measurement Project.  First, agencies were required to 
present information in a standard format, which included agency/program goals and objectives.  Second, 
most expansions of government were required to provide a standardized set of performance information. 
 Now, during the interim, is the time to monitor progress toward goals and outcomes.  Agencies have the 
responsibility to monitor all activities, and should be able to provide performance information beyond what 
the Legislative Fiscal Committee is monitoring in the interim.  This project requires a data collection 
process and a reporting function.  Data from the template or expanded proposals will be used to populate 
the report.  Agencies will provide updated information at least three times in the interim.  The dates are:  
Mail out reports on selected goals and new proposals completed by LFD; October 4, 2007 LFD 
Workgroup Training; October 9, 2007 LFC Workgroup Training; and October 22 – October 31, 2007 
Create Interim Reporting Schedule.  Senator Trudi Schmidt and Senator David Wanzenried are 
monitoring the goals and measures of the Board of Public Education.  Discussion ensued about the 
Board’s goals, how they can be measured, and the value of the accountability process. 
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Item 3 CSPAC REPORT - Peter Donovan  
Mr. Peter Donovan provided the Board with the NASDTEC July 2007 Communicator that reviews 
NASDTEC’s goals and objectives.  Included in the report was information on the 11th Annual Professional 
Practices Institute: Navigating the Changing Landscape of Professional Practices in Orlando, Florida on 
October 17-19, 2007.  Mr. Peter Donovan also addressed the Principles for National Accreditation in 
Educator Preparation.  They are:  1) Accreditation improves the quality of education; 2) Accreditation is 
based on evidence of effectiveness; 3) Accreditation reflects consensus on best practices; and 4) 
Accreditation process is transparent and accountable to the profession and the public.  The September 
10, 2007 agenda from the Forum on the Context for Accreditation titled “Ensuring P-12 Student Access to 
Highly Qualified Teachers” was provided.  In addition, Mr. Peter Donovan provided the fact sheet from the 
American Association of Colleges for Teacher Education that addresses parents’ complaints on the 
definition of a highly qualified teacher.  Ms. Angela McLean asked Mr. Peter Donovan to address the 
direction that CSPAC is moving in regard to mentoring. 
 
Item 4 STATE SUPERINTENDENT’S REPORT - State Superintendent Linda McCulloch 
Some activities listed by State Superintendent Linda McCulloch for the Summer of 2007: 
• Hosted Full-time Kindergarten Conference in Helena at Carroll College 
• Participated in conference calls regarding the reauthorization of ESEA 
• Made an education presentation to the Education and Local Government Interim Committee 
• Addressed the School Administrators of Montana’s New Leaders Conference 
 

Included in State Superintendent Linda McCulloch’s report were the following: 
• 2007 adequate yearly progress reports was released on September 6, 2007 
• Electronic Grants Management System (E-Grants) 
• TJ Eyer was selected as the Administrator for the Division of Career, Technical and Adult Education 

for OPI 
• Achievement in Montana (AIM) 
• Kathleen Magone hired as Chief Legal Counsel at OPI 
• New funds for gifted and talented education programs 
• Effectiveness reports 
• 2007 Youth Risk Behavior Survey (YRBS) 
• October 1, 2007, fall enrollment count 
• Capitol Christmas Tree 2008 Christmas ornament drive 
• Summary of legislation related to K-12 education document 

 
SUPERINTENDENT’S GOALS 
• Reading, K-12 
• Indian Education 

o American Indian Dropout Prevention 
o Closing the Achievement Gap 
o Indian Education for All – Implement MCA 20-1-501 

• School Funding, K-12 
o 2009 Legislative Session 

• President Bush’s No Child Left Behind Law 
o “Montanaizing” 

• Reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) 
o Montana Information to Congress and U.S. Senate 

• Communications to Schools 
o OPI Webpage – content and design 
o Official E-mail 
o Vision Net 

• Services and Resources to Schools 
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o Yellow School Bus Tour 
• Legislative Agenda 

o 2009 Session – Budget and Legislation 
• MontSASE (Montana State Accountability System for Education) 

o AIM (Achievement in Montana) 
o E-Grant System 

• High School Reform 
o What works for Montana schools 

• Increase College Prepatory/Rigorous Core for College Bound Students 
 
INDIAN EDUCATION FOR ALL REPORT 
State Superintendent Linda McCulloch stated there will be a revised Funding Spectrum Guide available 
on OPI’s web site that provides guidance on both the use of the Indian Education for All funding and the 
Indian student achievement funding.  Numerous resources were mailed to each public school library over 
the course of the 2006-2007 school year and early summer.  Each school will start the 2007-08 school 
year with a common set of high quality materials to assist teachers in their classroom implementation of 
Indian Education for All.  Also included in this report was the draft agenda for Closing the Achievement 
Gap for American Indian/Alaska Native Students – An Educational Summit for State Lawmakers and 
Education Policy Makers, to be held in Helena, MT on September 28-29, 2007. 
    
MACIE NOMINATION (Action Item) 
State Superintendent Linda McCulloch recommended Ms. Jennifer Flat Lip to serve as the Crow Tribe-
Apsalooke Nation Representative on the Montana Advisory Council on Indian Education (MACIE). 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Angela McLean moved to accept the nomination of Ms. Jennifer Flat Lip to 
serve on the Montana Advisory Council on Indian Education (MACIE).  Dr. Kirk Miller 
seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for the vote. 

    
Item 5 COMMISSIONER OF HIGHER EDUCATION’S REPORT - Commissioner Sheila Stearns  
Commissioner Sheila Stearns was not present for this report, but Mr. Steve Meloy distributed a memo on 
admissions, placement, and remediation policies to the Board.  Included in this report were: 
• A two-page summary with background information and the highlights of each policy; 
• An overview of admissions policies, including the proposed revision to the Mathematics Proficiency 

Admissions Standard; and 
• A copy of each of the three policy drafts: 

o Composition Placement (proposed number 301.17); 
o Revision to the existing Mathematics Proficiency Admissions Standard (301.15); and 
o Remedial Education. 

The Academic and Student Affairs Committee was scheduled to consider three policies as information 
items on September 19, 2007 Board of Regents’ meeting in Billings.  The Board of Regents anticipate 
that these policies will become action items for their November meeting. 
 
Item 6 GOVERNOR’S OFFICE REPORT - Jan Lombardi 
Ms. Anna Green stated that Governor Schweitzer relayed his report at the Board of Education meeting 
that occurred in the morning. 
 
Item 7 STUDENT REPRESENTATIVE’S REPORT - Katie Wood  
Ms. Katie Wood attended the National Association of Student Councils (NASC) Conference in Overland 
Park, Kansas in June 2007.  October 22-24, 2007, Ms. Katie Wood will be attending the Montana 
Association of Student Councils Conference in Glasgow, MT.  She included some sample questions for 
the MASC survey for the Board to review.  
 
Item 8 ACCREDITATION RESPONSE OPTIONS - Linda Vrooman Peterson 
The State Superintendent of Public Instruction provides annual recommendations to the Board of Public 
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Education for accreditation status determinations for all Montana accredited schools.  The continuing 
concern is:  How does the Office of Public Instruction’s accreditation staff address continuing deviations 
fairly, consistently and with intentions toward continuous education improvement?  The State 
Superintendent presented to the Board for discussion the outline of the process the Office of Public 
Instruction will use to address ongoing accreditation deviations.  The following documents were included 
for the Board to review:  Accreditation response options for continuing deviations; annual accreditation 
process calendar; regular status criteria; advice status criteria; deficiency with assistance status criteria; 
and non-accredited status criteria. 
 
Item 9 PROPOSAL BY ROCKY MOUNTAIN COLLEGE TO ADD A MASTER OF EDUCATIONAL 
LEADERSHIP PROGRAM - Linda Vrooman Peterson 
This presentation informed the Board of Public Education of an initial proposal to develop a Master of 
Educational Leadership program in the Professional Education Unit at Rocky Mountain College in 

Billings, 
MT.  Included was a letter from the Rocky Mountain College Board Executive Committee describing its 
plan to develop, subject to faculty approval, the Master in Educational Leadership program.  Pursuant to 
Administrative Rules of Montana (ARM) 10.58.801 and 10.58.802, Rocky Mountain College will provide 
further details of the Master of Educational Leadership program at a future Board meeting. 
 
Item 10  NO CHILD LEFT BEHIND REPORT - Nancy Coopersmith 
This presentation included information concerning the approval by the U.S. Department of Education of 
amendments to the Montana Accountability Workbook; correspondence from the U.S. Secretary of 
Education that includes highly qualified teacher data reported by states; plans concerning monitoring of 
Montana federal programs by the U.S. Department of Education; and Adequate Yearly Progress status of 
Montana schools and districts.  Mr. Eric Feaver addressed his concern that highly qualified licensed 
teachers in the state of Montana are required to teach in their core areas; however, if university 
professors, part-time university professors, and adjunct faculty who are not licensed to teach K-12 in the 
state of Montana are allowed to teach through dual enrollment, how might this impact Montana reporting 
to the U.S. Department of Education in regard to NCLB?  State Superintendent Linda McCulloch 
acknowledged that this issue has been raised before higher education and she is assured that the Board 
of Regents would not want to jeopardize K-12 funding. 
 
Item 11  QUALITY EDUCATOR LOAN ASSISTANCE PROGRAM (SB 2) - Nancy Coopersmith 
Senate Bill 2, approved during the Special Session of the 60th Montana Legislature, contains provisions 
for a quality educator loan assistance program.  This presentation included information about the 
responsibilities of the Board of Public Education and the Office of Public Instruction in the implementation 
of this program.  In addition, information was presented about the process to develop data for the 
program and about the expected schedule for completion of a recommendation to Superintendent Linda 
McCulloch and the Board of Public Education. Section 5 of Senate Bill 2 states that “(1) A quality 
educator shall submit an application for loan repayment assistance to the board of regents in accordance 
with policies and procedures adopted by the board of regents.  The application must include official 
verification or proof of the applicant’s total unpaid accumulated educational loan debt and other 
documentation required by the board of regents that is necessary for verification of the applicant’s 
eligibility.  (2) A quality educator is eligible for loan repayment assistance for up to a maximum of 4 years. 
 The total annual loan repayment assistance for an eligible quality educator may not exceed $3,000.  The 
board of regents may require an eligible quality educator to provide documentation that the quality 
educator has exhausted repayment assistance from other federal, state, or local loan forgiveness, 
discharge, or repayment incentive programs.”  The Board of Regents, the Board of Public Education, and 
the Office of Public Instruction will continue to work collaboratively to determine those who qualify for the 
quality educator loan assistance program.  Discussion ensued how the teachers and school districts will 
be notified.  It was suggested that a press release be sent once the details have been established. 
 
September 14, 2007 – Friday 
8:30 a.m.   
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PUBLIC COMMENT 
 

The 2007 Resolutions that were passed at the Montana Indian Education Association’s Annual 
Conference in April were distributed.  The resolutions are pertinent to Indian Education issues in the state 
of Montana and it is MIEA’s hope that the Board of Public Education will give them consideration in its 
work in education in Montana. 
 
The Board of Public Education discussed the memo and the documents that were included in the 
Commissioner of Higher Education’s Report from Item 5 that was distributed at the Board of Public 
Education’s meeting on Thursday, September 13, 2007.  State Superintendent Linda McCulloch 
questioned why this report states that such a high percentage of Montana high school students need to 
take remedial classes in college, which is not reflective of the fact that Montana high school students 
have some of the highest ACT scores in the nation.  The Board felt that Ms. Sharon Carroll should attend 
the Board of Regent’s meeting in Billings on September 19, 2007 to express her personal experiences 
and concerns as a Board of Public Education member. 
 
The public will be afforded the opportunity to comment before the Board on every action item on 
the agenda prior to final Board action. 
 
ACTION ITEMS  
 
Item 12a BPE POSITION ON REAUTHORIZATION OF ESEA – Kirk Miller 
The Board of Public Education reviewed the letter that State Superintendent Linda McCulloch wrote on 
September 5, 2007 to the U.S. House of Representatives Committee on Education and Labor that stated 
four major ways the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA) has failed.  A summary of the four 
major flaws are: 

1. Improving educational systems relies on providing stronger supports for schools while 
simultaneously increasing accountability. 

2. No Child Left Behind (NCLB) accountabilities were crafted without a broad array of schools in 
mind, the law was bound to misidentify schools – labeling schools performing well as ailing. 

3. The NCLB definition of success was rhetorically powerful, but practically impossible for schools to 
attain. 

4. NCLB overextended the reach of the federal government into affairs more appropriately managed 
by states and communities. 

In addition, the Government Affairs Committee extensively reviewed the Miller-McKoen draft proposal for 
reauthorization of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act of 1965 (ESEA).  Dr. Kirk Miller 
recommended that the Board of Public Education create a position on the reauthorization of the ESEA 
that goes to the U.S. Congress. This stance should be written by Mr. Steve Meloy and those involved at 
the Office of Public Instruction and reviewed by the Government Affairs Committee for final approval. 
 

MOTION:  Dr. Kirk Miller moved that the Montana Board of Public Education create a 
position statement on the reauthorization of Elementary and Secondary Education Act 
(ESEA) to be written cooperatively by the Board of Public Education’s Executive Secretary 
along with the Office of Public Instruction.  The position statement will be reviewed by the 
Government Affairs Committee for final approval.   Ms. Angela McLean seconded.  Motion 
carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for the vote.  

 
Item 12  ELECTION OF BOARD OFFICERS - Steve Meloy 
Ms. Patty Myers passed the chairmanship to Mr. Steve Meloy, Executive Secretary for the Board of 
Public Education.  Mr. Steve Meloy opened the floor for nominations for the chair of the Board of Public 
Education.  Ms. Angela McLean nominated Ms. Patty Myers for the chair position.  No other nominations 
were made.  

 
MOTION:  Ms. Angela McLean moved to nominate Ms. Patty Myers for the chairperson for 
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the Board of Public Education.  Dr. Kirk Miller seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. 
John Fuller was absent for the vote. 
 

 
Ms. Patty Myers resumed the chairmanship of the Board.  Ms. Patty Myers opened the floor for 
nominations for the vice-chair of the Board of Public Education.  Ms. Sharon Carroll nominated Ms. 
Angela McLean for the vice-chair position.  No other nominations were made. 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Sharon Carroll moved to nominate Ms. Angela McLean for the vice-
chairperson for the Board of Public Education.  Mr. Storrs Bishop seconded.  Motion 
carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for the vote. 

 
Item 13  COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS - Patty Myers 
Ms. Patty Myers addressed the need to update the 2007-2008 Committee Assignments to reflect Ms. 
Katie Wood in lieu of Ms. Jenny Tiskus under the Accreditation Committee and Legislative Committee.  
The Board members agreed to continue in their current assignments. 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Angela McLean moved to adopt the 2007-2008 Board of Public Education’s 
Committee Assignments with the amendment of replacing Ms. Jenny Tiskus with Ms. 
Katie Wood under the Accreditation Committee and the Legislative Committee.  Mr. Storrs 
Bishop seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for the vote. 

 
Item 14  SET ANNUAL AGENDA CALENDARS - Patty Myers 
State Superintendent Linda McCulloch requested approval from the Board of Public Education to have 
some freedom with the proposed Office of Public Instruction’s items for Board meetings that occur 
outside of Helena to save travel expenses.  The Board agreed to some flexibility through open 
communication. 
 

MOTION:  Ms. Sharon Carroll moved to accept the proposed Board of Public Education’s 
Annual Agenda Calendars for September 2007 – November 2008 and September 2008- 
November 2009.  Mr. Cal Gilbert seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller 
was absent for the vote. 

 
Item 15  BPE BYLAWS - Patty Myers 
Ms. Patty Myers reviewed the proposed amendments to the Board of Public Education bylaws.  Ms. Patty 
Myers offered the following amendments to the proposal:   
• Under Article VIII. Committees it states, “The committee shall meet at the school on a regular basis, 

not less that eight six times annually.”  The Board of Public Education meets six times annually with 
two Board of Education meetings. 

• Under Article X. Order of Business the regular order of business shall be listed as follows:  
1. Call to Order 
2. Roll Call 
3. Statement of Public Participation 
4. Approval of the minutes of the preceding meeting  Consent Agenda Agenda Adoption 
5. Agenda Adoption Consent Agenda 
6. Agenda Items Pulled from Consent Agenda 
7. Items Pulled from Consent Agenda Agenda 
8. Date and Place of Next Meeting  
9. Adjournment 

 
MOTION:  Ms. Angela McLean moved to accept the amended Board of Public Education 
bylaws.  Dr. Kirk Miller seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was 
absent for the vote. 
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INFORMATION ITEM 
    
Item 16  MSDB COMMITTEE MEETING REPORT - Steve Gettel 
Ms. Patty Myers presented the MSDB report on behalf of Mr. Steve Gettel.  The following items were 
addressed in the report: 

1. Student Enrollment/Evaluation 
2. Human Resources 

• Personnel actions 
• Update on negotiations with MEA-MFT and UFCW 

3. School Improvement 
• Update on SIP activities 
• Framework for strategic planning process 
• Strategies for increasing educational opportunities for students served in the LEAs 

4. Professional Development Activities 
• Update on in-service training 
• Fall conferences 

5. MSDB Foundation Activities 
• Update on activities 

6. Conferences, Meetings, and Contacts 
7. Finance and Facilities 

• Update on budget and maintenance projects 
8. School Calendar of Events 
9. Student News and School Events 

 
MOTION:  Dr. Kirk Miller moved to adjourn the Board of Public Education meeting.  Ms. 
Angela McLean seconded.  Motion carried unanimously.  Mr. John Fuller was absent for 
the vote. 

 
10:00 a.m. Adjourned 
 
PRELIMINARY AGENDA ITEMS BPE MEETING– NOVEMBER 8-9, 2007 
Assessment Update 
NCLB Update 
Alternative Standards Request 
MACIE Annual Report 
Youth Risk Behavior Survey Update 
Quality Educator Loan Assistance Program (Action) 
Distance Learning Task Force Phase II 
Teacher of the Year – Gary Carmichael – Friday, November 9, 2007 
 
 
 
 
 















From: Meloy, Steve 
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2007 9:59 AM 
To: Jerry; Will, Carol 
Subject: RE:  
Jerry, 
 
Poverty will definitely be a main indicator for “critical area” status.  You make excellent points and 
by copying Madalyn they will be factored into our next round of work.  As always, thanks for your 
input. 
 
Steve 

 
From: Jerry [mailto:jpauli@blackfoot.net]  
Sent: Friday, September 21, 2007 8:25 AM 
To: Meloy, Steve; mquinlan@mt.gov; 'Don Jensen'; Jennifer Guthals; 'Jerry Pauli'; Tom Holleran 
Subject:  

Steve, 

As the Board of Public Education develops a formula to determine those schools that will be 
eligible to utilize the loan payment program make sure that the group is aware of how the poverty 
formulas are determined since they discriminate against some schools in the west. The poverty 
levels are determined by the census survey and not based upon the level of income of the 
students who attend a school. 

For example, based upon the poverty formula, Thompson Falls Public Schools is not considered 
a poor school although we have greater than 60% of our student on the K-8 campus on free and 
reduced hot lunch. This prevents Thompson Falls from receiving adequate Title 1 dollars and 
creates a road block for many grants. We have a greater free and reduced hot lunch percentage 
than bordering schools whose poverty levels are higher than us. This is because the wealthy, out 
of state millionaires, are retiring in our school district and their incomes skew our poverty level. 
For many tears I have been trying to get OPI to change the rule for funding Title 1 with no 
success. Madalyn has promised me that in the next session she will propose a change to the 
definition of low income for our state formula to include associating it with free and reduced hot 
lunches instead of with Title 1 dollars which associates it with the census poverty number. 

Thompson Falls did not have one certified counselor apply for our K-8 vacancy and had to hire an 
elementary teacher who will obtain his counselor endorsement in the future. He is working in a 
school with over 60 percent free and reduced hot lunch where a shack rents for $600 a month. 
He will have to travel back and forth 200 miles a trip to take the classes at the University of 
Montana in Missoula. If he does not qualify for the program then who should? Please try and 
make sure that the formula allows a school district to use either the free and reduced hot lunch 
percentage or the poverty level. I believe that if the SAT and ACT can find a way to convert their 
scores to an equivalent factor then the poverty levels and free and reduced hot lunch scores can 
find a common denominator as well. 

Thanks for any help that you can give Thompson Falls Public Schools. 

Jerry Pauli 

Superintendent of Schools 

Thompson Falls Public Schools 



From: Meloy, Steve 
Sent: Monday, October 01, 2007 10:59 AM 
To: jjhunt0626@cablemt.net 
Cc: Regent Lynn Morrison-Hamilton; Lombardi, Jan; Stearns, Sheila; Will, Carol 
Subject: School Consolidation 
Mr. Hunt, 
 
Please find this as a response to your quest for information regarding consolidation of school 
districts in an e-mail message dated September 25, 2007 to Board of Regent Chair Lynn 
Morrison-Hamilton.   
 
Decisions regarding consolidation largely lie with individual school districts seeking more efficient 
ways to operate.  However, the Board of Public Education has weighed in on this topic in recent 
years.  Between the 2003 and 2005 legislative sessions, the Board of Public Education 
sponsored an interim study on education entitled:  The Montana K-12 Public School Renewal 
Commission.  After a years work with collaborators from around the state, the Renewal 
Commission proposed recommendation #4a which recommended that the states’ statutes be 
clarified to eliminate barriers to voluntary consolidation of school districts.  Eight specific 
recommendations were identified.  Additionally, recommendation #4b recommended that tax 
inequities between school districts be addressed and that any new funding formula avoid building 
in tax disincentives to consolidation.  The commissioned believed that some structural features of 
the current funding system created disincentives to consolidate, when consolidation might 
otherwise make sense.  Though no specific legislation resulted from these recommendations in 
the 2005 session, the concepts remain alive in the discussions regarding school funding and 
increased efficiencies in school operations.  The Board of Public Education has and will continue 
to be supporting the reduction of the number of school districts if the reasons for consolidation 
have merit and support of local control.   
 
In 2003 the Montana School Boards Association created a document on the examination of 
consolidation barriers.  They were joined in this endeavor by the Montana Rural Education 
Association.  Interestingly, the discussion about consolidation has been engaged in by both the 
executive and legislative branches since 1993.  Obviously, if consolidation were an easy initiative 
to implement, it most likely would have happened by now.  Please know that the Board of Public 
Education remains actively involved in the idea of consolidation from its holistic approach to 
solutions for a more efficient method to fund schools. 
 
I hope you find this information helpful.  If you have any further questions in this regard, please do 
not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Steve 
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October 12, 2007 
Dear Steve Meloy,  
 
On the afternoon of December 13th, the K-12 and PEPB subcommittees will, after having met separately earlier 
in the day, jointly convene to address one of the key issues that straddles both their jurisdictions.  The topic of 
discussion will be "College Preparedness and Remedial Courses: Issues and Recommendations".   
 
The intended format is for me to briefly note the range of efforts and standards in place in the state to prepare 
high school students for higher education and cite data on remedial class enrollment rates (by one account, 
36.9% of recent Montana high school graduates take remedial math or English upon entry into the university 
system.†).  After this, representatives of the Office of Public Instruction, the Board of Regents, and the Board of 
Public Education will each be invited to recap the relevant issues and then, most importantly, make 
recommendations as to how greater progress may be achieved in preparing students for college.  Would you be 
available to represent the Board or Public Education that afternoon, Steve? 
 
Certainly this is ground that you know well, and your reflections on the issue(s) will benefit the joint committee 
gathered.  We would ask that you come to the December meeting with specifics, ranging from measurements of 
preparedness to best practices for achieving it.  The latter can include models from other states or initiatives in 
Montana which you feel have shown or can show promise. 
 
If you have any questions, please feel free to call me directly.  We look forward to this joint meeting. 
 
(Steve, could you please point me toward a few of the documents that you think best cover the issue as to what 
we do to prepare high school students for college, and why their level of readiness stands where it is now.  The 
more current and focused such documents are on the issue of preparedness for higher education the better.)  
 
Sincerely,  
 
 
Casey 
 
† Strategic Directions: Investing in Montana's Competitive Future, Supplement to the 2006-2010 Board or 
Regents Strategic Plan, Fall 2007; p. 21. 
 
 



From: Meloy, Steve
To: Will, Carol; 
Subject: FW: distance learning rule
Date: Tuesday, October 16, 2007 1:47:29 PM

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Joel Gallob [mailto:Joel.Gallob@lee.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2007 11:47 AM 
To: Meloy, Steve 
Subject: distance learning rule 
 
This is part one; it ran today. Part two has the dialogue (indirect) between 
Stearns and you, and ends the pair of stories on a high note. I'll send it 
tomorrow after it runs. 
Thank you. 
Joel Gallob 
------------------------------------- 
 
This is part one of a two-part series. This article looks at the new rule adopted 
by the Board of Public Education imposing new requirements on distance 
learning and the possible impact on one Bitterroot Valley school. Part two will 
look further into the issues raised by the new rule. 
 
 
New rule may hinder distance learning 
 
 
JOEL GALLOB 
Staff Reporter 
 
Students in a small rural town like Victor can, thanks to today's 
telecommunications, access instruction from professors at colleges and 
universities across America. Through a group of technologies together called 
"distance learning," advanced placement students and students with remedial 
needs can access some of the best minds in America. 
Starting July 1, 2009, that access, for students in Montana, will be reduced. 
The Montana Board of Public Education recently adopted a rule requiring any 
college or university professor whose lectures will be accessed via distance 
learning by Montana students to have a Montana teacher's certification - a state 
license to teach with an endorsement in the field specialized in. 
State Senator Rick Laible (R-Darby) is unhappy with it. 
Without that certification, none of his or her lectures may be accessed via 
distance learning by public school students in Montana, "not even if the 
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professor has a Masters and teaches at Harvard," said Laible. 
The issue arose at a Sept. 25 hearing of the legislature's Local Education and 
Local Government Interim Committee, which Laible chairs. 
"We're the only state with this stringent a requirement," Senator Labile said. "If 
Bill Gates wanted to teach an online course on programming, he could not teach 
it in Montana" after July 1, 2009. 
Steve Meloy, executive secretary to the Montana Board of Public Education, sees 
it differently. 
"We just said that online providers should be qualified the same as brick and 
mortar teachers," Meloy said. "It's based on a simple thought, that what we 
require of teachers in Hamilton or Darby - requirements in existence since I have 
been here - should be required of distance teaching before they can teach your 
kids here. The requirements are a Montana (teacher's) license, with an 
endorsement in their course subject matter." 
 
Distance Learning 
 
Distance learning breaks down into two categories: Synchronous, which offers 
immediate, real-time dialogue between the teacher and student, and 
asynchronous, which does not, but enables students at different times and 
places to access one lecturer. 
Synchronous includes visual and audio technologies, like videoconferencing, web 
conferencing over phone and computer screen, and a variety of "virtual 
classrooms," and audio-only approaches, such as chats, phone conferencing and 
Voice Over Internet Protocol, which involves a computer and headset. 
Asynchronous approaches include e-mail and their discussion threads, as well as 
downloadable online lectures and bulletin boards students can visit to receive 
instructions and post their work. 
The people who provide distance learning services include professors from 
universities or colleges inside or outside the state, as well as instructors hired by 
distance learning companies, of the sort Victor School has worked with. 
 
Victor School 
 
"I think people when they make these rules do not think of the realistic 
scenario," said Cynthia Martin, counselor at Victor School. "They've got good 
intentions but they do not think of the practical side." 
Victor school has 346 students, 30 of whom are taking Spanish via distance 
learning through the Allied High School program. In recent years, Victor 
advanced placement students have taken distance learning courses English, 
History, Statistics, Government and Economics through the Seattle-based Apex 
Learning. 
The Spanish instruction now costs the school $10,000, because it is covering the 
$450 tuition for each student now involved in distance learning. From 2002 to 



2006, the school was part of the Cooperative of Rural Montana Teachers, which 
provided a similar service, for $5,000. That organization did not last, but the 
desire of the Victor School leadership to have distance learning available to its 
students did. 
"A rural school has a hard time offering AP," Martin said. "All our teachers have 
full assignments. Getting one to teach AP to two or three students is not 
practical, so we offer AP online." 
Martin said the new rule probably "would limit the options we have for distance 
learning. The private companies will try to accommodate that, but what if 
somebody is an expert in the field? We had a University of Montana professor 
teach Spanish; it was an excellent offering and she had college certification, but 
that's not as fussy as state certification (for K-12). You need more courses in 
teaching to teach public school compared to teaching at a university, and you 
need student teaching experience, too, for a whole semester. I know people 
with four years of French who cannot teach it because they have not taken the 
methodology." 
The rule set to go into effect July, 2009, she said, "may limit a very good teacher 
from being able to teach. I think they need to have standards, of course, but if 
somebody has proof of experience and good teaching skills" they should be 
available for distance learning. 
 
 



From: Meloy, Steve
To: Will, Carol; 
Subject: FW: distance learning rule
Date: Thursday, October 18, 2007 8:23:14 AM

 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Joel Gallob [mailto:Joel.Gallob@lee.net] 
Sent: Wednesday, October 17, 2007 2:18 PM 
To: Meloy, Steve 
Subject: RE: distance learning rule 
 
Hello Steve: 
 
Below is Part two. 
 
Wednesday, October 17, 2007 
LOCAL NEWS 
New rule viewed as a response to technology 
by JOEL GALLOB - Ravalli Republic 
 
Part Two: The different concerns 
 
This is part two of a two-part series. Part one looked at the new rule adopted by 
the Board of Public Education imposing new requirements on distance learning 
and the possible impact on one Bitterroot Valley school. This part looks further 
into the issues raised by the new rule. 
 
 
Steve Meloy, executive secretary for the Montana Board of Public Education, 
believes the new rule adopted by the board requiring providers of distance 
learning services to be certified is a needed response to a rapidly moving 
technology. 
"The problem is," Meloy said "some school districts are already contracting with 
out-of-state or university providers for instruction and do not even know if they 
have credentials. I asked one superintendent, 'Do you know if that teacher who 
might be giving instruction to your student online at 11 p.m. is qualified?' And 
the answer was, 'We don't.'" 
 
"We think of ourselves as leaders in this,"Meloy said. "The speed of technology-
driven online education has far surpassed any state's ability to keep up. So we 
started with one premise, being equal to the teachers in the schools." 
He did agree that "it's true that dual credential learning" where a high school 
student gets both high school and college credit for taking a course via distance 
learning will be "impacted" by the rule. 
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But, Meloy said, to assess that, the Board of Public Education created a Distance 
Learning Task Force to "try to address the concerns Sen. (Rick) Laible and his 
committee raised." 
And, he added, the July 2009 effective date of the rule gives everyone "two 
years to figure out how to go forward." 
Meloy added that distance teaching may not be as effective as one-on-one 
classroom teaching. 
"I'm not sure everybody is willing to conclude that it is," he said. 
There are three circumstances where distance learning may be used. 
One is for advanced-placement students, as at Victor School. When they receive 
college, as well as high school credit, for a course, that is termed "dual 
enrollment." 
A second is for students requiring remedial instruction. In both cases, distance 
learning can help if there is a small number of students involved and it's not 
feasible to allocate a teacher to them. 
The third use for distance learning is for filling gaps in instructional staff in 
schools that have lost funds due to declining enrollment. 
But, said Meloy, "would be concerned about having an entire course delivered on 
line." 
That leaves AP and remedial uses as the chief uses. 
"The K-12 environment requires a teacher to be both subject proficient and 
possess the skills and training for teaching," Meloy said. "And you can't 
guarantee the college professor will have that - college professors aren't 
required to have that. But the college professors say, that's nonsense." 
Either way, he said, the need for those teaching skills is probably greater with 
remedial students than AP. 
"We're going to solve that issue, try to create separate classes of license for 
college professors, and let the university system be at the table in deciding what 
that should entail," he said. 
The cost to out-of-state instructors, Meloy said, will be $6. 
A professor will get on line, scan or fax in his license, school history, teacher 
training and other papers, and for many, an online instruction company may 
take care of it. 
Meloy expects those instructors to easily get licensed in Montana. 
When the board put out notice of its plan to adopt a rule regulating distance 
learning, Meloy noted, nobody from the distance learning industry commented. 
He hopes that the state will have a minimal certification or licensing for college 
professors. 
As to in-state instructors, he added, there is a consortium of e-learning 
professionals who have not expressed a problem with the new rule. 
Further, he said the Board of Public Education, when it details the specific 
standards, will have to come up with reasonable requirements for professors. 
Montana Commissioner of Higher Education Sheila Stearns testified before 
Laible's committee. She is unhappy with the new rule. 



The rule, she said, "needs to be revisited and perhaps modified. I do not want it 
to undervalue the value of college instructors who could help extend university-
level teaching across the state. We and the Board of Public Education need to 
find a way to recognize or expedite the qualification of college faculty for 
distance learning for educational courses at high schools when they are invited 
to do so. 
"Say a high school student is ready for calculus, or a senior class of six students 
is, and the person best able to teach it is a college professor at the university. 
With the new rule, she could not do so, not without a teaching endorsement." 
But, Stearns added, the Board of Public Education is "rightly concerned with the 
integrity of the licensure and endorsement process, and I support that. It's a 
bridge that can be crossed." 
The board doesn't intend to "revisit" the rule, but is open to "taking a look at the 
impact it has on dual enrollment offerings that would allow these offerings to 
continue," Meloy said. That would involve additional rules that allow the board, 
he said, to "build a bridge between the folks that rely on dual enrollment, the 
folks who offer it and those who are responsible for its quality" 
Reporter Joel Gallob can be reached at 363-3300 or jgallob@ravallirepublic.com 
 
 
 
---------- 
From:   Meloy, Steve 
Sent:   Tuesday, October 16, 2007 1:59 PM 
To:     Joel Gallob 
Subject:        RE: distance learning rule 
 
Thanks Joel. 
 
Steve 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: Joel Gallob [mailto:Joel.Gallob@lee.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, October 16, 2007 11:47 AM 
To: Meloy, Steve 
Subject: distance learning rule 
 
This is part one; it ran today. Part two has the dialogue (indirect) 
between Stearns and you, and ends the pair of stories on a high note. 
I'll send it tomorrow after it runs. 
Thank you. 
Joel Gallob 
------------------------------------- 
 
This is part one of a two-part series. This article looks at the new 

mailto:Joel.Gallob@lee.net


rule adopted by the Board of Public Education imposing new requirements 
on distance learning and the possible impact on one Bitterroot Valley 
school. Part two will look further into the issues raised by the new 
rule. 
 
 
New rule may hinder distance learning 
 
 
JOEL GALLOB 
Staff Reporter 
 
Students in a small rural town like Victor can, thanks to today's 
telecommunications, access instruction from professors at colleges and 
universities across America. Through a group of technologies together 
called "distance learning," advanced placement students and students 
with remedial needs can access some of the best minds in America. 
Starting July 1, 2009, that access, for students in Montana, will be 
reduced. 
The Montana Board of Public Education recently adopted a rule requiring 
any college or university professor whose lectures will be accessed via 
distance learning by Montana students to have a Montana teacher's 
certification - a state license to teach with an endorsement in the 
field specialized in. 
State Senator Rick Laible (R-Darby) is unhappy with it. 
Without that certification, none of his or her lectures may be accessed 
via distance learning by public school students in Montana, "not even if 
the professor has a Masters and teaches at Harvard," said Laible. 
The issue arose at a Sept. 25 hearing of the legislature's Local 
Education and Local Government Interim Committee, which Laible chairs. 
"We're the only state with this stringent a requirement," Senator Labile 
said. "If Bill Gates wanted to teach an online course on programming, he 
could not teach it in Montana" after July 1, 2009. 
Steve Meloy, executive secretary to the Montana Board of Public 
Education, sees it differently. 
"We just said that online providers should be qualified the same as 
brick and mortar teachers," Meloy said. "It's based on a simple thought, 
that what we require of teachers in Hamilton or Darby - requirements in 
existence since I have been here - should be required of distance 
teaching before they can teach your kids here. The requirements are a 
Montana (teacher's) license, with an endorsement in their course subject 
matter." 
 
Distance Learning 
 



Distance learning breaks down into two categories: Synchronous, which 
offers immediate, real-time dialogue between the teacher and student, 
and asynchronous, which does not, but enables students at different 
times and places to access one lecturer. 
Synchronous includes visual and audio technologies, like 
videoconferencing, web conferencing over phone and computer screen, and 
a variety of "virtual classrooms," and audio-only approaches, such as 
chats, phone conferencing and Voice Over Internet Protocol, which 
involves a computer and headset. 
Asynchronous approaches include e-mail and their discussion threads, as 
well as downloadable online lectures and bulletin boards students can 
visit to receive instructions and post their work. 
The people who provide distance learning services include professors 
from universities or colleges inside or outside the state, as well as 
instructors hired by distance learning companies, of the sort Victor 
School has worked with. 
 
Victor School 
 
"I think people when they make these rules do not think of the realistic 
scenario," said Cynthia Martin, counselor at Victor School. "They've got 
good intentions but they do not think of the practical side." 
Victor school has 346 students, 30 of whom are taking Spanish via 
distance learning through the Allied High School program. In recent 
years, Victor advanced placement students have taken distance learning 
courses English, History, Statistics, Government and Economics through 
the Seattle-based Apex Learning. 
The Spanish instruction now costs the school $10,000, because it is 
covering the $450 tuition for each student now involved in distance 
learning. From 2002 to 2006, the school was part of the Cooperative of 
Rural Montana Teachers, which provided a similar service, for $5,000. 
That organization did not last, but the desire of the Victor School 
leadership to have distance learning available to its students did. 
"A rural school has a hard time offering AP," Martin said. "All our 
teachers have full assignments. Getting one to teach AP to two or three 
students is not practical, so we offer AP online." 
Martin said the new rule probably "would limit the options we have for 
distance learning. The private companies will try to accommodate that, 
but what if somebody is an expert in the field? We had a University of 
Montana professor teach Spanish; it was an excellent offering and she 
had college certification, but that's not as fussy as state 
certification (for K-12). You need more courses in teaching to teach 
public school compared to teaching at a university, and you need student 
teaching experience, too, for a whole semester. I know people with four 



years of French who cannot teach it because they have not taken the 
methodology." 
The rule set to go into effect July, 2009, she said, "may limit a very 
good teacher from being able to teach. I think they need to have 
standards, of course, but if somebody has proof of experience and good 
teaching skills" they should be available for distance learning. 
 
 
 
 
 















0Executive Secretary’s Report 
Thursday, November 8, 2007 
  
By: Steve Meloy/ Executive Secretary 
 
This has been a significant travel month for staff and Board members.  Jenny and I 
attended the National Association of State Boards of Education in Philadelphia.  Jenny 
reported out on the survey grant she received from NASBE. I also attended the National 
Association of State Board Executives meeting and was honored in being elected 
President-Elect of this organization.   We have coordinated efforts to begin Phase II of 
the Distance Learning work which has proven to be challenging given the busy schedules 
of the many participants.  The first meeting happened on October 25th and our members 
will provide and update at the November meeting. Work continues in the coordination 
with OPI on an assessment working group to continue identifying appropriate and 
meaningful assessments for all of our school districts.  The new curriculum specialists 
will be involved with assessment and that should be helpful even though recruiting for 
these positions has been difficult.  The K-College Workgroup has met again in October 
and a progress report will be delivered at the November meeting.  The CSPAC crew 
continues its work with the licensure folk at OPI to continue the important review and 
modification process tied with Chapter 57.  We met with the Legislative Fiscal Division 
on goals and objectives for the Board as well as the Interim Committee on Education and 
Local Government.  The Legislative Audit has begun a performance audit of MSDB. We 
continue to work with the new attorney at OPI to review and change they way license 
disciplines are brought before the BPE. We also have contracted with outside counsel to 
serve as an administrative law judge for legal cases pending.  The Board was represented 
at both October Educator Conferences.  
 
 
Board work continues to include but is not limited to: The first meeting of the Distance 
Learning Phase II Task Force; designing performance measures to the  satisfaction of the 
LFD; implementing various pieces of global legislation from the ‘07 session; the future 
of the NRT as well as future assessments to inform instruction; total review of Chapter 
57; the K-College Workgroup; Distance Learning Task Force Phase I follow-up and 
Phase II;  the dual enrollment/credit work;  the Counsellorship Initiative; the assessment 
alignment work;  MSDB coordination and oversight; MSDB strategic planning; the 
previous Interim Committee work follow-up and monitoring the MQEC and their efforts; 
CSPAC Assessment Study Group;  Pilot (Praxis II) testing efforts;  NCLB implications 
and future reauthorization of ESEA; the work of the Montana E-Learning Consortium 
and its future; meetings of the Ed Forums; the Special Purpose Schools Task Force; 
Chapter 55 review process; the PEPPS Review Advisory Panel;  the BPE five year plan; 
involvement with planning for NASBE annual meeting; the monitoring of the writing 
assessment Consortia Project; the writing implementation committee work; monitoring 
the Indian Education for All efforts;  the High School Improvement Initiative; results of 
the Legislative Audit Committee on high school drop-out rate in Montana and data 
alignment between OCHE and OPI;  performance-based budgeting proposals and 
preparation of a template for the 2009 session; worked on project to implement the 



teacher loan repayment plan found in SB 2;  work on issues revolving around “alternative 
to our standards” requests; ongoing questions related to the bullying issue; financial 
education curricular concerns; school nutrition and physical education; civic education; 
site planning for the BPE in the next biennium; NASBE grant in student leadership;  
special meetings of the BPE; strategy development for the 2009 Legislative session; 
license discipline processes particularly related to suspensions and revocations; and the 
fielding of an increasing number of calls from the public regarding various and current 
issues before the Board. 
 
Most of the other issues with which I have dealt have been brought to your attention by 
way of phone and e-mail correspondence; however I have highlighted the following: 
 

• Continued work with LSD on fiscal responsibility processes for SB 152. 
• Worked with Annaliese on web-site continuous modifications. 
• Initiated contract contact with a Legal Review Committee 
• Was interviewed by LAD in conjunction with performance audit at MSDB. 
• Continued work on the state’s broadband system and our policies. 
• Initiated contract with an administrative law judge. 
• Work in progress on completing performance evaluation documents for 

employees. 
• Had Chair sub in for me at K-College Workgroup meeting. 
• Continued discussions with Commissioner on office prospects for the future. 
• Worked on processing three revocations from OPI. 
• Completed draft of strategic plan for coming fiscal year. 
• Attended NASBE meeting in Philadelphia. 
• Attended meeting of National Board Executives. 
• Testified before Education and Local Government Committee. 
• Worked on agenda for the National Association of Educational Executives. 
• Attended meeting of K-12 Sub-committee of the Interim Committee. 
• Worked with budget office in simplifying reporting. 
• Gave presentation to Montana Association of County Superintendents. 
• Worked with LFD on their request for strategic plans from all agencies. 
• Worked with OPI on planning Distance Learning Task Force Phase II. 
• Met with Helena Education Foundation and others regarding Phase II. 
• Attended two meetings of a working group on the SB 2 implementation. 
• Worked with creating MEA-MFT panels for the fall conference. 
• Worked with MCEL regarding Board involvement with their fall conference. 
• Attended Montana Educator’s Forum. 
 
 
 

The work before the Board continues with a high level of importance including:  work on 
dual enrollment/credit; assessment; strategic planning; relation building with the Board of 
Regents and the Legislature; and the K-College Workgroup. 

 





















Board of Public Education Communication Arts Forum:  
From Policy to Practice 

Agenda 
 

Friday, October 19, 2007 
Belgrade High School Room 123 

8:00 – 9:50 a.m. 
 

Panel Members:  Steve Meloy, Executive Secretary, Board of Public Education; Linda 
Vrooman Peterson, Accreditation Division Administrator, Office of Public Instruction; 
Patty Myers, Board of Public Education Chair and Great Falls Elementary Teacher; Joyce 
Herbeck, University Professor, Montana State University; Ivanna Fritz, MT Association 
of English Language Arts President and Glacier High School Language Arts Teacher; 
and Janet Henning, Curriculum Specialist and Fairfield Elementary Teacher. 
 
Executive Secretary Steve Meloy – Board of Public Education Overview 
 

Panel Presentation 
 

1. Steve Meloy – Introduce Panelists and Distribute Surveys 

2. Joyce Herbeck 

3. Ivanna Fritz 

4. Janet Henning 

5. Patty Myers 

6. Linda Vrooman Peterson 

 
Questions and Answers 

 
Complete and Collect Survey 









































































































Montana Board of Public Education 
 

Communication Arts Forum:  Policy to Practice 
 

POSITION: NUMBER OF YEARS SIZE OF SCHOOL: 
            TAUGHT: 

(Please circle) 
K - 3 Teacher               0 – 5      < 41 
4 – 6 Teacher    6 – 10    41 – 150 
7 – 8 Teacher  11 – 15  151 – 400 
9 – 12 Teacher  16 – 20  401 – 850 
Para Professional  21 – 25+     > 2500 
Special Education Teacher 
Administrator 
Board Member 
 
Survey Questions: 
 

1. Do you use the standards to direct your teaching and assessments? 
_____ Not at all  _____ Sometimes 
 
_____ Most of the time  _____ All of the time 
 

2. How do you use the standards to direct your teaching and assessments? 
____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

3. What are the strengths of the standards? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

4. What are the weaknesses of the standards? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 



5. How does your district monitor the standards being taught? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

6. How do you assess your students on the standards being taught in your classroom? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

7. What would serve teachers better at the local level? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

8. How do the IRA and NCTE “Standards for the English Language Arts” compare to 
Montana’s “Content and Performance Standards in Communication Arts”? 

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

9. What suggestions would you like to offer the Board of Public Education? 

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

 
 



Montana Board of Public Education Science Forum: 
From Policy to Practice 

Agenda 
 

Friday, October 19, 2007 
Belgrade High School Room 203 

1:00 – 2:50 p.m. 
 

Panel Members:  Steve Meloy, Executive Secretary, Board of Public Education; Linda 
Vrooman Peterson, Accreditation Division Administrator, Office of Public Instruction; 
Sharon Carroll, Member, Board of Public Education, and High School Teacher, Ekalaka 
High School; Michael Brody, Associate Professor Curriculum and Instruction Science, 
Montana State University; Richard Jones, High School Science Teacher, Billings Senior 
High Freshman Academy; Marlene Simms, High School Science Teacher, Capital High 
School; and Liz Townsend, East Helena Elementary Teacher. 
 
Executive Secretary Steve Meloy – Board of Public Education Overview 
 

Panel Presentation 
 

1. Steve Meloy – Introduce Panelists and Distribute Survey 

2. Michael Brody 

3. Richard Jones 

4. Marlene Simms 

5. Liz Townsend 

6. Sharon Carroll 

7. Linda Vrooman Peterson 

 
Questions and Answers 

 
Complete and Collect Survey 

































































ONLINE BPE AGENDA REPORT 
Prepared by:  Carol Will, BPE Administrative Assistant 

 
 

Overview:  The Board of Public Education would like to progress to a 
paperless system for its Board meetings.  Presently the Board’s agendas and 
agenda packets are available on-line through a link on the BPE’s website 
found at www.bpe.montana.edu.  The agenda packets are prepared using a 
continuous PDF file through Adobe Acrobat Professional 8.0.  This 
informational presentation is to provide the Board with the recommended 
requirements and desired requirements to proceed to “electronic meetings.”  
Points of discussion will be addressed. 
 
Recommended Hardware Purchases: 
• DELL XPS M1330 Notebook – Starting cost $1,299 each 
• Carrying cases for each notebook - $50 each 
• Cisco Aironet 1200 – Wireless Access Point - $600 - $700 
• Surge protectors - $22.99 each 
• Extension cords - $18.99 each 

 
Desired Hardware Purchases: 
• Projection screens - $249 each 
• Extron 4-port distribution amplifier (amplifies the video signal to all of 

the projectors) - $277 
• Kramer 3X1 VGA switcher - $348 
• 50’ Extron VGA extension cable - $73 each 
• Epson 821 p projector - $1,432.00 

 
Recommended Software Purchases: 
• Adobe Acrobat Professional 8.0 - $46 each 
• Microsoft Office - $63 each 
• Symantec Antivirus - $40 each per year 

 
Paper System: 
• Ream of Paper - $11.50 each 
• Postage - $1.65 each 
• Copy Charges - $.04 each 

 
Points of Discussion:  
• Handouts need to be kept to a minimum. 
• Taking notes on a PDF document.  (See Sticky Note on computer screen 

handout). 
• Meeting at a place where there is no wireless connection. 
• Downloading PDF files can be very slow and cumbersome.   

http://www.bpe.montana.edu/


• To be “fully online” the format should be to have individual PDF 
documents on the web.  An example of the first Board of Regents’ 
September meeting that was “fully online” can be found at 
http://mus.edu/board/meetings/2007/Sept07/Sept07.asp. 

• Dream Weaver Training - $400 
• Configuring the Wireless Access Point 

 

http://mus.edu/board/meetings/2007/Sept07/Sept07.asp






Highlights of the October 10 & 11, 2007 
CSPAC and Joint Council of Deans Meeting 

 
The Montana Certification Standards and Practices Advisory Council (CSPAC) met on October 10-11, 2007, 
at the University of Montana in Missoula, Montana.  On the afternoon of October 10, 2007, the CSPAC met 
jointly with the Council of Deans of Higher Education.  The Certification Advisory Council, created by the 
1987 Montana Legislature, is composed of seven members and meets quarterly.  The CSPAC makes 
recommendations to the Board of Public Education concerning licensure issues, professional practices, and 
ethical conduct for educators in Montana. 
 
Currently serving on the Council are: Chair, Dr. Douglas Reisig, School Administrator, Missoula; Vice-
Chair, Ms. Melodee Smith-Burreson, Teacher, Missoula; Ms. Charla Bunker, Teacher, Great Falls; Ms. 
Tonia Bloom, Trustee, Corvallis; Ms. Kim Warrick, Reading Specialist, Bozeman; Ms. Judie Woodhouse, 
Teacher, Polson; and Dr. Mary Susan Fishbaugh, Dean of the College of Education, Montana State 
University-Billings, Billings.  
 
Meeting attendees included:  Provost Royce Engstrom, University of Montana-Missoula; Dr. Larry Baker, 
MSU-Bozeman; Dr. Lynette Zuroff, Carroll College; Dr. Roberta Evans, University of Montana-Missoula; 
Dr. Barbara Vail, Rocky Mountain College; Cindy Dell, Salish Kootenai College; Dr. Robert Carson, MSU-
Bozeman; Bonnie Graham, MSU-Billings; Tracy Grazley, University of Montana-Western; Ms. Angel 
Turoski, University of Great Falls; Dr. Linda Peterson, OPI; Mr. Larry Nielsen, MEA-MFT; Mr. Erik Burke, 
MEA-MFT. 
 
 

0Joint CSPAC/ Council of Deans Meeting 
October 10, 2007 

 
1The CSPAC and Council of Deans discussed the current goals for each respective group as well as strategies 
for enhancing communication and collaboration of K-12 and Higher Education stakeholders.  Other topics 
discussed included the following topics: An update of the ongoing review of educator licensure rules in 
Chapter 57 of the administrative Rules of Montana; a review of a report by the National Council for Teacher 
Quality; a summary of an AACTE Accreditation Forum in Washington, D.C.; and an overview of proposed 
changes to federal laws contained in the ESEA Reauthorization Bill that is in Congress.  The University of 
Montana sponsored a reception for CSPAC and the Council of Deans at Shadows Keep in Missoula.  
 

 
CSPAC Meeting 
October 11, 2007 

 
2Executive Committee 
 
Dr. Doulas Reisig recapped the Joint CSPAC and Council of Deans meeting and conducted a review of the 
CSPAC bylaws.  Dr. Reisig also led discussion of the CSPAC goals and will work with CSPAC to solidify 
the specific short-term CSPAC goals to be accomplished in 2008.   
 
 
Administrative Officer’s Report 
 
Mr. Donovan provided CSPAC with a summary of meetings he has attended since the July CSPAC meeting 
and with an update on his activities with NASDTEC. 



 
 
3Board of Public Education Report 
 
Mr. Steve Meloy was attending the NASBE Annual Conference in Philadelphia, so Mr. Donovan presented 
Mr. Meloy’s report on Phase II of the Distance Learning Task Force and an update on the process for 
implementation of the Quality Educator Loan Assistance Program. 
 
4OPI Update 
 
5Dr. Linda Vrooman Peterson updated the Council on the Office of Public Instruction and its current work.   
 
6Montana Commission on Teaching Committee 
 
Ms. Melodee Smith-Burreson and Ms. Judie Woodhouse spoke to the Council about the NCTAF Symposium 
they attended, along with Mr. Donovan.  Ms. Woodhouse and Ms. Smith-Burreson talked specifically about 
an informational map they received entitled, “2006-2016 Map of Future Forces Affecting Education”.  Ms. 
Smith-Burreson and Ms. Woodhouse also spoke about state conferences they attended on the subject of 
teacher mentoring.  The Committee also discussed surveying Montana school districts to determine the status 
of mentoring programs in the state.  Data gathered from these surveys will be utilized to develop a CSPAC 
research project on teacher mentoring.  Dr Reisig, Ms. Woodhouse, Dr. Fishbaugh and Mr. Donovan 
discussed their participation in the 2007 Educator Forum that was hosted in Helena on September 28. 
 
7Licensure and Endorsement Committee 
 
Ms. Kim Warrick gave the Council a brief update and timeline for the ongoing review of teacher licensure 
polices by the Chapter 57 Review Committee.   
 
Pre-Professional Preparation and Development Committee 
 
Ms. Charla Bunker discussed the need for addressing appropriate manner of dress with incoming teachers 
across the state.  The Council agreed the talk should start at the student teaching level.  Bonnie Graham of 
MSU Billings agreed to present the Power Point shown to students at MSU Billings at the next CSPAC 
meeting in January. 
 
Please contact the CSPAC office to request copies of the Highlights from previous CSPAC meetings:  
CSPAC, 46 North Last Chance Gulch, P.O. Box 200601, Helena, Montana, 59620-0601. 







 
Navigating the Changing Landscape of Professional Practices 

 
 

Report to the Montana Board of Public Education 
November 2007 

 
 

Prepared By: Pete Donovan, Elizabeth Keller, Kathleen Magone, Bonnie Jones Graham and 
Angela McLean 

 
1) Letters of reprimand 
 

- Consider whether to add reprimands to NASTDEC database (beyond 
      suspensions and revocations) 

 
   Pros and cons – this will make the job of licensing entities in other states 
   more challenging, as they currently have no way to use this information 
   and it may hinder their processes; at the same time, it can provide a 
   warning to other states of bad behavior that otherwise will not show up 
    

- Definite need to increase efforts within MT to heighten scrutiny of those who 
      have received letters of reprimand, both at state/OPI level and especially at 
      local level – major liability for districts and administrators who do not keep 
      an eye on those who have been reprimanded and misbehave again 

 
 - Some states have trainings to ensure that all admin and educational professionals 
   know how to use the database; do we want to do this in Montana?  Concerns 
    over cost, privacy, need to know, control, access of potentially unauthorized 
   people 

 
2) Need for courses in ethics on what is appropriate/inappropriate behavior in and out of the 
 classroom (available in FL, GA) 
 

- Teachers who have received letters of reprimand in other states are required to 
       take such a course; in MT, al though we have a need for such a course for 
       some educators, little or nothing is currently available 

  
  -   Incoming/new teachers in some states are required to take course during  
       teacher training and/or at district level 
  
  -   Virtues of having an ethics course for administrators, whether in their initial 
       training or in subsequent training while on the job:  many may not know what 
       to look for, guard against, how to respond 
 
  -  Courses would have to address “threshold behaviors” 



  
  -  Issues in Montana 
   
   Requiring separate ethics course:  who would teach?  Length?  How to 
   evaluate?  Can't just be on-line w/o some other evaluation 
   Class could be a requirement for renewal of certificate for some offenders 

 Some work is being done in this regard by MSU - professional ethics and 
 boundary training prior to student teaching at MSU Billings 
 
- Need for annual professional development of teachers, administrators, all staff 

(custodians, cafeteria workers, bus drivers, crossing guards, etc.) 
 
- Students and parents need to be made aware of the issues as well 
 
 Students must be instructed by an “unbiased” person, not their teachers 
 (whom they trust, but who could be abusive) 
 

3) Evaluating activities of teachers outside of school in relationship to their ability to teach 
 and their ability to be a good role model vs. rights of free speech and expression 
 
 -  On-line blogs, web pages, instant-messaging 
 -  Importance of establishing threshold of what is and is not acceptable 
 -  Understanding that definition of "immoral conduct" under the regulation contains a 
     list of behaviors, but is not limited to that list 
 
4)  Growing need to raise awareness of how to keep kids safe 
 

-  Powerful presentation on emerging trends in educator misbehavior in the classroom, 
   out of school and on line (both men and women) 
 

- Importance of a collaborative effort in this area to be PROACTIVE rather 
than reactive 

 
- Many states' administrator and school boards organizations leading the way, 

along with teacher unions and boards of public education – setting up classes 
 

5) Districts need to have policy on sexually inappropriate behavior; policy should address 
 prevention, detection, and investigation 
 

-  Need annual training for all in district (not just new) administrators, teachers, crossing 
   guards, cooks, bus drivers, etc. 
 
- Training students (especially in small groups) is a key component 

 
6)  Some states do not include surrenders with revocations when reporting so NASDTEC 
 database does not include many whose licenses we would consider revoked 



 
-  Montana does include when reporting-more than 50% in MT surrender, so we may be 
    missing many not on NASDTEC (many of these "settle" or surrender in other states, as 
    they do here, rather than proceeding to hearings) 
 

7)  Mont. Code Ann. § 20-4-110 requires that administrators/boards report to OPI when an 
 educator is fired or resigns under circumstances which could lead to suspension or 
  revocation of license 
 
  -  Unfortunately, frequently not the case despite statutory requirements; districts 
     don't want public to know they have been employing someone with problems,  
     exposing kids to those people, so they "pass the trash" 
 

 -  Inappropriate behavior and those responsible aren’t reported until several 
    schools and several victims later 
 
 -  Often districts stop investigating when teachers/admin quit (heightening the 
    district's liability and those of others who knew, as they could be sued for 
    failing to address the problem or warn others of the problem) 
 

- Because they knew of problem and allowed it to continue and failed to warn, 
     district could also be sued by parents in districts where bad educator was 
      subsequently employed 

 
 -  Districts need to complete investigation AND report to OPI, regardless of 
     confidentiality agreements (as is the requirement under statute) 

 
8) Discussion on pros and cons of fingerprinting teachers as they renew license 
 
9) Importance of understanding cultural differences when interviewing abused students; not 
 every culture promotes eye contact, strong hand shakes – dangers of judging others by 
 our own cultural stands, which may not apply 
 
10) New series of stories coming out about problems with teacher misconduct/licensure, 
 evaluating number of complaints, how reported to state level, how investigated, how 
 determined, etc.: 
  
 http://www.hiddenviolations.com/ 
 
 http://teachertrash.blogspot.com/ 
 
 http://teachertrash.blogspot.com/search/label/Montana 
 

http://www.hiddenviolations.com/
http://teachertrash.blogspot.com/
http://teachertrash.blogspot.com/search/label/Montana


2007 MASC survey 
 
 
____ 1. What grade are you currently in? 

a. 9 
b. 10 
c. 11 
d. 12 

____ 2. How old are you? 
a. 14 
b. 15 
c. 16 
d. 17 
e. 18 
f. None of these 

____ 3. What is your current unweighted GPA? 
a. 3.5 + 
b. 3.0-3.5 
c. 2.5-3.0 
d. 2.0-2.5 
e. Lower than 2.0 

____ 4. What is your ethnicity?  
a. Caucasian 
b. Native American 
c. African American 
d. Latino 

____ 5. What class school do you attend? 
a. AA 
b. A 
c. B 
d. C 

____ 6. Do you think that your school spends enough time studying Native American culture and 
history? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 7. Is harassment or bullying a problem at your school (including during extracurricular 
activities)?  

a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 8. Have you ever been harassed or bullied at school or during an extracurricular activity? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

 
 
____ 9. Do you feel safe at your school? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 10. Do you enjoy going to school? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 11. Do you feel that your school does an adequate job of teaching Civic education? 
a. Yes 
b. No 



____ 12. Do you feel your school accommodates your educational needs? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

13. In what area do you feel your school could most improve? 
 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
____14. Do you plan on pursuing postsecondary education? 

a. Yes, 4 year college or university 
b. Yes, 2 year vo-tech or trade school 
c. Yes, Armed Forces 
d. No 
e. Undecided 

____ 15. Do you plan on pursuing your postsecondary plans in Montana? 
a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Undecided 

____ 16. Do you plan on pursuing a career in Montana? 
a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Undecided 

____ 17. Do you participate in school sponsored or extracurricular activities?  
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 18. How many hours a week do you spend on school sponsored or extracurricular 
activities? 

a. 1-7 
b. 8-14 
c. 15 + 
d. I do not participate in any 

____ 19. Do you feel random drug testing should be used to discourage drug abuse in high 
school athletics and other extracurricular activities? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 20. Do you feel your school has a drug/ alcohol abuse problem?  
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 21. Do you feel your school provides enough drug/ alcohol prevention education? 
a. Enough 
b. Not enough 
c. Too much 

____ 22. Do you feel that your school has a problem with teenage pregnancy? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 23. Do you feel your school provides enough sexual education? 
a. The right amount 
b. Not enough 
c. Too much 

____ 24. Do you know what the Board of Public Education does? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 25. How would you rate the education you have received thus far? 
a. Very good 
b. Good 
c. Fair 
d. Poor 



____ 26. Do you feel that education has adequately prepared you for postsecondary education or 
work after high school? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 27. Do you feel the No Child Left Behind policy has improved the education of students in 
your school? 

a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Don’t know 

____ 28. What is your attitude about taking standardized tests? 
a. Try to do my best 
b. Don’t put forth much effort 
c. Don’t’ care at all 
d. Try to do poorly 

____ 29. Do you feel that your standardized test scores accurately reflect your ability? 
a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Unsure 

____ 30. Do you eat hot lunch provided by school? 
a. Yes 
b. No 
c. Sometimes 

____ 31. Does your school have soda machines that contain non-diet beverages? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 32. Is candy available to buy at your school? 
a. Yes 
b. No 

____ 33. If you could attend a Native American culture camp during the summer for credit, would 
you? 

a. Yes 
b. No 

34. What is the biggest problem at your school? 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
35. What does your school do well? 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
36. What needs to change at your school? 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
 
37. Additional Comments? 
 
________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________ 
________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________ 



Montana Board of Public Education Final Report on NASBE/ MetLife Grant  
 
I. Summary of activity during grant period 
 An online survey was published and publicized in order to expand the Montana 
Board of Public Education’s (MBPE) awareness of student opinions in the state with 
special emphasis on students not well represented in past surveying.  
 The survey, including questions on issues ranging from harassment and bullying 
to civic education in schools, was available online on the MBPE website and Montana 
Office of Public Instruction (OPI) website during the grant period.  
 In the six month grant period, two waves of radio spots were broadcast through 
public radio explaining both the online survey and the MBPE. Additionally, emails were 
sent through the OPI list serve to all Montana high schools about the survey urging 
administrators to encourage student participation. Further emails were sent to all Montana 
high school tech administrators urging them to place a link to the survey on school 
homepages. These emails included the offer of paper copies of the surveys for schools 
with limited technical resources.  
II. Use of funds during grant period 
 In the original grant proposal, the budget was divided into funding for radio spots 
and paper copies of the survey. Public radio, through the Missoula station, made free 
radio spots possible. No schools requested paper copies of the survey. As a result, the 
grant objectives were accomplished without utilization of any of the provided funds.  
III. Challenges 
 Coordinating radio spots across the state was very difficult as many smaller 
stations are independent and larger scale radio spots were cost prohibitive. As a result, all 
spots went out on public radio which may have a more limited listener base.  
 Timing was difficult. The end of the year is a busy time for schools and students 
and therefore a less likely time for teachers and administrators to encourage students to 
take the online survey.  
 Student response was not extensive. A limited number of students responded to 
the online survey though a greater proportion of these respondents were from previously 
underrepresented groups.  
IV. Sustainable impact 
 New student Representative Katie Wood has agreed to continue efforts to increase 
the MBPE’s efforts to collect information on student opinions with special attention to 
previously underrepresented groups including ethnic minorities, low income students, 
rural students, students in small schools, and students not affiliated with the Montana 
Association of Student Councils (MASC). She will present the survey at the MASC 
annual conference and summarize results for the MBPE.  
 
 

























 

Board of Public Education  
Task Force Phase II 

October 25, 2007 
1:00 p.m. – 4:00 p.m. 

Montana School Board Association – Conference Room 
1 S. Montana Ave. 
Helena, Montana 

AGENDA  
 

 Welcome – Co-Chairs:  Bud Williams and Dr. Kirk Miller 

 Introductions 

 Purpose of Task Force – Standards for Learning and Teacher 
Quality  

 
 Parameters for Phase II  

 
 Consensus Process  

 
 Ground Rules  

 
 Timeline  

 
 Work Topics and Resource Groups  

 
 For Consideration…Individual Written Comments 

 
 Public Comment  

 
 Next Work Session November 20, 2007  

Office of Public Instruction · Linda McCulloch, Superintendent · October 2007 1



 

Board of Public Education 
Task Force Phase II 

 
October 25, 2007 

 
 

 
 
Purpose 
To review and resolve K-12 education issues related to dual credit, teacher qualifications, supplement, 
not supplant, and funding. 
 
Guiding Principle 
Montana K-12 education serves the student learning needs of the present and future providing 
flexibility and ensuring quality. 
 
Charge 
The Phase II Task Force shall provide to the Board of Public Education and the education community 
recommendations for implementing a dual credit system which maintains the quality of standards for 
learning and teaching. 
 
Task Force Co-Chairs 
Kirk Miller – Board of Public Education 
Bud Williams – Office of Public Instruction 
 
Records Facilitator 
Janet Thomson 
 
Staff 
Board of Public Education 
Steve Meloy 
Carol Will 
 
Office of Public Instruction 
Linda Peterson 
TJ Eyer 
Donna Waters 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Montana Office of Public Instruction ▪ Linda McCulloch, Superintendent  
 

 









Montana School for the Deaf and the Blind 
Board of Public Education Committee Agenda 

November 9, 2007 Meeting 
 
 
Item        Presenter   Time 
 
1. Student Enrollment/Evaluation   Gettel    3 min 
  
2. Human Resources      Gettel    3 min 
    -    Personnel actions 
    -    Update on negotiations with MEA-MFT  
 
3.  School Improvement      Gettel               10 min 

- Update on SIP activities 
- Update on strategic planning process 
- Update on strategies for increasing  

educational opportunities for students  
  
4. Professional Development Activities   Informational 

- Update on in-service training  
 

5.  MSDB Foundation Activities    Informational 
- Update on activities 

 
6. Conferences, meetings and contacts   Informational 
     
7. Finance and Facilities     Sykes               5 min 
    -    Update on budget and  

         maintenance projects 
 

8. School Calendar of Events     Informational 
 
9.  Student News and School Events   Informational 
 
10. Public Comment for Non Agenda Items  



Montana Board of Public Education 
 

Science Forum:  Policy to Practice 
 

POSITION: NUMBER OF YEARS SIZE OF SCHOOL: 
            TAUGHT: 

(Please circle) 
K - 3 Teacher               0 – 5      < 41 
4 – 6 Teacher    6 – 10    41 – 150 
7 – 8 Teacher  11 – 15  151 – 400 
9 – 12 Teacher  16 – 20  401 – 850 
Para Professional  21 – 25+    > 2500 
Special Education Teacher 
Administrator 
Board Member 
 
Survey Questions: 
 

1. Do you use the standards to direct your teaching and assessments? 
_____ Not at all  _____ Sometimes 
 
_____ Most of the time  _____ All of the time 
 

2. How do you use the standards to direct your teaching and assessments? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

3. What are the strengths of the standards? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

4. What are the weaknesses of the standards? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 



5. How does your district monitor the standards being taught? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

6. How do you assess your students on the standards being taught in your classroom? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

7. What would serve teachers better at the local level? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

8. How do you view the National Science Standards in relationship to the Montana’s Content and 

Performance Standards in Science as revised? 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 

9. What suggestions would you like to offer the Board of Public Education? 
____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________

____________________________________________________________________________________ 
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