
BOARD MEETING MINUTES 

September 13, 2010 
 
Executive Session  
President David Wilson called the Regular Board Meeting of the Shoreline Board of Directors to order at 
6:40 p.m. in the Board Room of the Administrative Offices at the Shoreline Center on September 13, 2010 
and announced that the Board was moving into Executive Session to discuss collective bargaining and 
legal issues.  
  
Call to Order   
The Regular Board Meeting of the Shoreline Board of Directors was reconvened at 7:08 p.m. by President 
Wilson and followed by the flag salute.   
 
Roll Call 
Present:  David Wilson, President; Maren Norton, Vice-President; Mike Jacobs, Member; Debi Ehrlichman, 
Member; Dick Potter, Member; Nathan Gibbons and Jacqueline Blackmore, Student Representatives. 
 
Introduction of Student Representatives 
Jacqueline Blackmore, Shorecrest senior, introduced herself as someone “who does a little bit of 
everything.”  At Shorecrest, she is captain of the Flag Team and the Dive Team as well as Editor in Chief of 
the school literary arts magazine, Tatoo.  She added that she loves to bake and is very excited about the 
school year.  
 
Nathan Gibbons, Shorewood senior, runs in Cross Country and Track and serves as President of Robotics 
Club and Science Olympiad. 
 
Minutes 
The minutes of the August 30 Regular Board Meeting and August 30 Study Session were approved as 
submitted. 
 
Adoption of Consent Agenda 
The following consent agenda was presented for approval: 
 a. Approval of 2010-2011 Insurance Renewal with Washington Schools Risk Management Pool 
 b. Authority to Negotiate and Enter Into 5-Year Lease Agreement with Mars Hill Fellowship, dba 

Mars Hill Church 
 c. Approval of 2010-2011 Agreement with Automotive Mechanics  
 d. Approval of Extended Field Trips 
 e. Personnel  
  1) Certificated 
  2) Classified 
  3) Administrative 
 f. Approval of Payroll and Vouchers 

 
Vouchers audited and certified by the auditing officer as required by RCW 42.24.080, and those expense 
reimbursement claims certified as required by RCW 42.24.090, have been recorded on a listing that has 
been made available to the Board.  
 
As of September 13, 2010, the Board, by a unanimous vote, approved for payment those vouchers 
described as follows:  Reconciliation of August Payroll Warrants #437993-438102 and Electronic Transfers 
in the amount of $6,012,381.52; Warrants Issued Between August 27 and September 3, 2010 - General 
Fund Warrants #12355-12531 in the amount of $556,823.09; Capital Projects Fund Warrants #685-696 in 
the amount of $185,052.42; Student Body Fund Warrants #3346-3368 in the amount of $41,287.12, Trust 
Fund #70 Warrants #64-74 in the amount of $10,965.35; and Transportation Vehicle Fund Warrant #2 in 
the amount of $302,704.35; for a grand total of $7,109,213.85. 
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It was the recommendation of the Superintendent that the Board adopt the consent agenda as presented. 
 
MOTION NO. 52: Ms. Ehrlichman moved that the Board adopt the consent agenda, which is attached 

hereto and becomes a part hereof.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Norton and 
carried unanimously. 

 
Reports and Presentations 

City of Shoreline Levy Lid Presentation 
Carolyn Hope, Chair, Citizens Committee to Support Shoreline, and Judy Parsons, Former School Board 
Member, presented. 
In 2008, the Shoreline City Council commissioned a Long Range Financial Planning Committee, comprised 
of 18 residents and business members, to determine how best to close a projected budget gap.  They 
spent 18 months studying the budget, conducting surveys, reviewing revenue sources and expenditures 
and then made the following recommendations to the City: 
1) Sustain efficiencies; 
2) Preserve quality of life; 
3) Adopt Transportation Benefit District; 
4) Seek voter approval of a tax levy lid lift; 
5) Implement the Guiding Principles for Service Reductions if needed in the future; 
6) Expand outreach to community on these issues. 
 
Proposition 1 would protect the maintenance and operations budget, which includes services such as road 
maintenance, paving overlay costs, graffiti removal, snow removal, maintenance of parks and recreation 
programs such as the Spartan Gym, Shoreline Pool, Senior Center, Highland Recreation Center, and 
support of human services agencies. 
 
The budget gap was identified approximately five years ago and is primarily a result of Initiative 747, 
passed in 2001.  The City has made many efforts to cut costs including $1 million in budget cuts and nearly 
$1 million in other cost efficiencies.  Additionally, the City has engaged the public in identifying solutions.  
For example, every year one issue of CURRENTS is dedicated to budget issues.  Many City Council 
briefings have been made regarding the budget gap and City staff members have met with 38 community 
groups in 2010 alone. 
 
Some cities are asking for the legal limit (or close to it) of $1.60 per $1,000 of assessed value.  Shoreline is 
asking for $1.48 per $1,000.  This additional revenue would help bridge the gap for the next six years 
(through 2016) and would cost the average homeowner approximately $7.60 per month. 
 
Proposition 1 is needed in order to maintain safe neighborhoods and high quality streets and sidewalks as 
well as to keep Shoreline economically competitive in the residential and commercial markets by providing 
a safe and attractive place to live and work.  Ms. Hope encouraged the Board to support the Proposition 1 
campaign. 
 
Mr. Jacobs recommended that the Board support Proposition 1.  Ms. Walker will bring forward a resolution 
for adoption at the September 20 meeting. 
  
State Assessment Results 
Jack Monpas-Huber, Ph.D., presented. 

Dr. Monpas-Huber directed the Boardʼs attention to the first slide of his PowerPoint entitled “Two-Year 
Change in Proficiency, 2009 to 2010, District and State.” 
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Enrollment and Opening of School 
 
 
First Reading:  Revisions to Policy #4340, Public Access to District Records 
 
 
Board Requested Discussion 

None 
 
As can be seen above, there were quite a few decreases in proficiency from 2009 to 2010.  Contributing 
factors include:  
• The structure of the reading test was changed this year insofar as the four point items were removed 

and the assessment was shorter overall but was administered in one lengthy sitting.  Possibly, there 
were effects of fatigue. 

• The math tests were new, designed to measure new math standards.  In effect, students took a fairly 
new math test that they werenʼt prepared for; thus, in essence creating a new baseline for grades 3-8.  
Considering these factors, students performed fairly well (percentages in the sixties meeting standard); 
however, dramatically low proficiency compared to what Shoreline experienced in previous years, 
including 2009. 

 
It is reasonable to suggest that we are in a period of transition with the new test scores. The long run with 
the WASL, which was a fairly consistent measure, designed the same way, equated horizontally each year, 
gave us some level of faith that proficiency meant proficiency within the same grade levels across years.  
These changes in scores are reminders of the need to thoroughly examine the data and become 
increasingly sharp in the understanding of what it means to meet proficiency on the state assessments and 
to ensure that the Districtʼs expectation of students aligns closely with the stateʼs expectation. 
 
In regard to the Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) slides, Dr. Monpas-Huber suggested that AYP reminds 
districts of their moral duty to attend to the various achievement gaps between students that have existed 
for 40 years.  AYP requires educators to review how students are being served on the basis of race and 
income, special education, etc.  Ms. Ehrlichman pointed out that in some cases,  the reason why some 
schools have never received counts of “no cells” could be the fact that the sample size or population is too 
small.  Dr. Monpas-Huber agreed that for statistical purposes, there is a minimum sample size of at least 
30 students across the grade levels for the cells to show up and added that in all schools, individual 
students not making progress are tracked and served.  
 
In response to a question by a Board member, Dr. Monpas-Huber provided three additional charts, 
reflecting five cohorts of approximately 400-500 students, each moving through the system from 2006-
2010.  These are the exact same students that are continuously enrolled from year to year (commonly 
called a panel).  There are two issues that come up with this type of a comparison.  One is mobility in that 
some students may leave the district between testing periods and some students may enter during that 
same time; and 2) state assessments are not scaled to allow interpretation of growth of grade levels across 
years.  With this type of analysis, one would expect increasing proficiency but this is not necessarily what is 
indicated in the charts.   
 
 
 
 

Grade 2010 Change 2010 Change  2010 Change  2010 Change  2010 Change  2010 Change  2010 Change  2010 Change
3 79.6 -2.0 72.0 0.6 67.0 -10.2 61.7 -4.6
4 78.5 -4.2 67.1 -6.5 69.0 1.0 61.0 0.6 63.0 -5.1 53.6 1.3
5 82.0 0.7 69.5 -4.5 67.1 -2.7 53.6 -8.3 48.1 -11.0 34.0 -10.9
6 75.7 -6.6 64.5 -7.5 68.8 3.8 51.8 0.9
7 71.8 -7.7 63.3 4.0 77.7 -4.2 70.2 0.4 68.2 -3.2 55.2 3.4
8 81.8 -3.2 69.2 1.7 70.9 2.5 51.5 0.7 73.7 7.1 54.4 3.3

10 w/PP 86.9 0.0 78.8 -2.4 86.6 -4.5 85.9 -0.8 51.7 -9.6 41.6 -3.8 57.8 7.4 44.7 5.9
Note.  2010 values are percents of students meeting or exceeding standard.  Change is calculated by subtracting 2009 from 2010 results.

Reading Writing Math Science
Shoreline State Shoreline StateShoreline State Shoreline State
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              Trends in Reading Achievement, Same Students, 2006-2010 
                     Percent of Students Meeting or Exceeding Standard  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
                Trends in Math Achievement, Same Students, 2006-2010 
                      Percent of Students Meeting or Exceeding Standard  
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Similar School Comparisons - OSPI provides data for all public schools in the state with a variety of 
demographic variables including the percentage of students receiving free and reduced lunch, as well as 
proficiency on state assessments such as WASL or MSP.  These values can be combined for every school 
in the state in a data file and then plotted on a chart as bubbles in different sizes and colors.  This year, four 
different variables can be plotted on one chart.  Dr. Monpas-Huber shared individual scatterplots for grades 
3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8 and 10 in the areas of math, reading, writing, and science.  The schools closest to Shoreline 
were plotted as blue bubbles, Shoreline as red bubbles, and other schools statewide as gray.  Dr. Monpas-
Huber reported that there are other variables that can be used but he doesnʼt feel that they are as strong 
and clear as the free and reduced lunch predictor. 
 
Next steps include implementation of the new math curriculum, which goes into effect this year and is much 
better aligned with the new math standards.  Additionally, the school improvement planning process will be 
updated to encourage schools to make more direct and rigorous use of the Districtʼs assessment program.  
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Lastly, more effort needs to be targeted at increasing familiarity system-wide across the District with the 
new state assessments, including raising awareness and demystifying the new MSP tests so that people 
know how long they are, how they look, what they measure, etc.  This dovetails nicely with the focus of the 
Districtʼs instructional system of answering the questions--what do we expect our students to learn and how 
do we know when they have learned what we expect?  
 
Under Superintendent of Public Instruction Randy Dornʼs leadership, the state is moving to online state 
assessments.  In fact, Washington is the lead state in a 31-state consortium of states that recently received 
a federal grant in excess of $150 million called the Smarter Balanced Assessment Consortium.  Its charge 
is to develop assessments of the common course standards that will be operational in the year 2013-2014 
and will be online.  Washington is pursuing a fairly aggressive timeline to get the state online in the next 
few years.  This past year, Kellogg administered the test online.  Statewide, some schools did very well 
online.  OSPI surveyed students and reported that over 80% of students preferred the online testing 
experience statewide.  However, it is not yet known if taking the test online had a positive effect on the 
scores.  The test itself did perform very well. 
 
Enrollment and Opening of School 
Marcia Harris, Deputy Superintendent, presented. 

The 2010-2011 budget was built on the assumption of a decline in 270 students from last year.  As of the 
official count date, September 7, the District is up 116 students over projections at the secondary level and 
87 students over projections at the elementary level.  Both high schools were up at every grade; Kellogg 
increased by 15 and Einstein increased by 36 students (mostly at seventh grade).   
 
At the elementary level, 10.8 certificated FTE have been added to alleviate large classes.  The breakdown 
of the allocations by school is as follows: 
Brookside +1.4   (1.0 at grade 4 and .4 at grade 6) 
Echo Lake  +2.4  (.4 at grade 2, .5 at grade 4, 1.0 at grade 5, .5 at grade 6) 
  This eliminated two combination classrooms. 
Highland Terrace +1.4 (.5 at grade 1, .5 at grade 2, .4 at grade 5) - Originally, there were two 

large first and second grades; combination classroom was implemented 
at request of parents, thus creating a class of 19 students 

Lake Forest Park  +1.4 (.4 at grade 1, .5 at grade 4, .5 at grade 5) 
Meridian Park  +2.0 (1.0 at grade 1, .5 at grade 2, .5 at grade 3) 
Ridgecrest  +.8  (.4 at grade 2 and .4 at grade 6) 
Syre  +1.4  (1.0 at grade 3 and .4 at grade 4) 
 
Last year at this time, there were 18 elementary combination classes; this year there are nine.  Lake Forest 
Park is serving this year as the magnet kindergarten school so additional students entering the district may 
attend there as needed.  Lake Forest Park has four kindergarten classes and is the only school with an 
afternoon class.   
 
Ms. Ehrlichman reported that parents had been expressing appreciation for the expedient deployment of 
additional FTE to the elementary classrooms. 
 
First Reading:  Revisions to Policy #4340, Public Access to District Records 
Craig Degginger, Public Information Officer, presented. 

Policy #4340 is being updated to reflect changes that occur almost yearly in the State Public Records Act, 
Chapter 42.56 RCW.  For example, personal wireless telephone numbers, electronic mail addresses, social 
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security numbers and emergency contact information of employees or volunteers are exempt from public 
inspection or copying.  The accompanying procedures will also be updated.   
 
Several public records requests are handled every month in compliance with the law.  The policy is being 
updated to reflect the current practice.  The cost for public records is $0.15 per page.  Policy #4340 will be 
brought back for adoption at the September 20 regular meeting. 
 
Mr. Jacobs encouraged District staff to regularly review and revise policies and procedures as needed. 
  
Board Requested Discussion 

None 
 
Comments from the Community 

The following individual spoke:  
 1) Eric Scaia, SEA President - Concerned about some of the large elementary class sizes; presented a 

copy to the Board and Superintendent of the book, The Death and Life of the Great American School 
System, by Diane Ravitch. 

 
The following individuals spoke on behalf of SESPA employees, encouraging settlement of the SESPA 
contract: 
 2) Lauren Lochner, Einstein Counselor  
 3) RoseAnne McLaughlin, SESPA Co-President 
 4) Pat Valle, Einstein Teacher  
 5) Mary Jo Heller, Einstein Librarian 
 
Action Items 
 
Adoption of Resolution No. 2010-21, Authority to Participate in State Bond Guarantee Program 
Marcia Harris, Deputy Superintendent, presented. 

Rather than purchasing bond insurance for the 2002 refunding issue, the District is applying to participate 
in the State of Washingtonʼs bond guarantee program at a cost of $100.  Currently the District is 
considering refunding $5,650,000 of that issue in addition to the sale of new bonds for the high schools and 
other 2006 capital projects.  The 2002 bonds were part of a ballot measure authorized in 1994, but actually 
sold until 2002.  The current low interest rates appear to offer sufficient savings to recommend a refunding 
at this time.  Combining it with the other bond sale helps to minimize the cost of issuance for the sale. 
 
It was the recommendation of the Superintendent that the Board adopt Resolution No. 2010-21 as 
presented. 
 
MOTION NO. 53: Mr. Potter moved that the Board adopt Resolution No. 2010-21, Authority to 

Participate in State Guarantee Program, which is attached hereto and becomes a 
part hereof.  The motion was seconded by Ms. Ehrlichman and carried unanimously. 

 
Adoption of Revisions to Policy #2161, Special Education and Related Services for Eligible Students 
Amy Vujovich, Director of Student Services, presented. 

These revisions to Policy #2161 were presented for first reading at the August 30 regular meeting.  They 
are now being brought forward for adoption in order to comply with state Certificate of Attendance 
requirements.  The accompanying procedures have also been revised. 
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It was the recommendation of the Superintendent that the Board adopt the revisions to Policy #2161 as 
presented. 
 
MOTION NO. 54: Ms. Norton moved that the Board adopt the revisions to Policy #2161, Special 

Education and Related Services for Eligible Students, which are attached hereto and 
become a part hereof.  The motion was seconded by Mr. Jacobs and carried 
unanimously. 

 
School Board Reports & Communication 

Mr. Jacobs reported that Shorewood football is looking good and that his daughter has gone off to college. 
 
Ms. Norton also commented on the high school football teams, reporting that “it was a great Friday night in 
Shoreline!” 
 
Mr. Potter stated that the Shorecrest football game was a lot of fun. 
 
Ms. Ehrlichman attended three elementary field openings and reported that there was lots of enthusiasm, 
even in the rain at the LFP opening. 
 
Mr. Wilson commented that the Ridgecrest BBQ on Friday night was a special event and thanked the PTA. 
 
Mr. Gibbons reported that the new football coaching staff is well liked.  He also commented on the 
deteriorating condition of the laptops. 
 
Adjournment:  8:35 p.m. 
 
 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 David Wilson, President 
 
 
Attest:  October 4, 2010 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Sue Walker, Secretary 
Shoreline Board of Directors 
 
All documents referenced in the minutes may be viewed in the Superintendentʼs Office during normal 
business hours. 


