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Meeting Minutes 
January 12, 2015 

 
 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Call to Order 9:15 am 
 
Lisa Chaiken, Parents’ Council President: 

• General Business: Approval of past month’s minutes: motion by Penny Malloy, second 
by Julie Adams. Informed group that February meeting will be an open panel discussion 
by district administrators.  

 
Dave Willman, Board of Education: 

• Mr. Willman welcomed everyone back from break, summarized some of the events going 
on around the District, the community and at the state level and extended his appreciation 
to the community for its support of our district. 
 

Dr. Harry Bull Superintendent of Schools: 
• January is School Board Appreciation Month.  Thank you to our great Board Members 

for all their time and effort! 
• Reminder about snow days…– if there is a day that you do not want your children to 

come to school, please keep them at home.  We will have school as much as possible 
because the district is expected to educate but if a parent has safety concerns, they can 
make decision to keep students at home and excuse them. 

• LEGISLATURE.  Dr. Bull expressed concern regarding the Legislature’s refusal to 
follow law in Amendment 23.  The State Board of Education recently voted to allow 
waivers from PARCC assessments even though advice has been that this formal action is 
against the law.  Concern is what role modeling we are doing for our young people when 
our legislature and State Board of Education have concluded that they do not have to 
follow the law. 

• TESTING.    Officially, we have an entire bin of letters from parents excusing students 
from testing.  CCHS had 25 show up for the first day and 26 for the second day.  This 
was a powerful message from students.  As a district, we chose to follow the law, but this 
was a powerful message by students.  Repercussions? We will go through the process of 
appeal because none of our high schools’ participation rate met the necessary 95%.  Will 
have to produce documentation that refusal was result of parent refusal and that district 
did nothing to discourage participation.  If we can’t meet the standard, then the District 
could lose one point of accreditation.  What was missing in the fall was not parent 
refusals or student refusals; it was a letter from parents to legislators articulating why 
testing was being refused.   

o 1202 Committee.  Legislature put this committee together to provide a report to 
the legislature on testing and we do have an individual on the committee as a 
parent volunteer.  If we could put in a request we would ask for a reasonable 
model for assessment and that school districts not be punished for parents’ 
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decisions regarding testing.  Would also like to see a testing model that actually 
gives good, meaningful information to the test taker.  We expect that there will be 
a great deal of legislation proposed as a result of the assessment.  Bottom line:  
don’t get excited too early (good or bad) because legislation will change over 
time.  Hope that we see an organized and concerted group of parents who are 
informed on the topic.  There are two sides to the argument – grassroots 
parents/students on one side and multibillion dollar test company industry on the 
other. 

o There is no consensus across the state on what the appropriate level of testing is.   
What is emerging is specifically regarding PARC.  Not the amount of assessment 
or level of assessment, but PARC.  For Colorado this spring, there is no other test 
other than PARC.  Don’t get fixated on PARC because we have to give a test or 
the federal government will pull funding. In terms of relief this spring, there is no 
relief but there is a difference between talking about a test vs. the amount of 
testing. 

• SAFETY.  There is going to be a school violence bill.  It will be in response to the 
tragedy that happened at Arapahoe High School in that AHS didn’t report the event.  
Seems that there was a miscommunication or misinterpretation but now there is going to 
be a legislative initiative that will criminalize policy violations.  Police determine when 
crime occurs and schools determine when school policy violation occurs.  These should 
be two separate things.  Bill has not yet been introduced but district is concerned about 
what is being discussed.   

• SCHOOL FINANCE.  Continues to be most crucial issue.  In 1992 with passage of 
TABOR, there was a significant change.  Prior to this the legislature had to have 
knowledge about policy.  Post TABOR, it was not policy, but allocation.  Now we have 
legislature who is not knowledgeable about tax policy.  For the District, this means that 
we have to continue to argue about the impact of the negative factor in the District.  
CCSD is still owed $54.6 million.  The recent discussion about the impact of TABOR on 
roads, also applies to K-12, prisons and higher education.   

o Growth.  Funding for schools is based on growth and inflation.  We are growing 
out east but price of homes is not bringing families into district.  Instead District 
sees families moving to Aurora where comparable homes can be purchased for 
$150K less.  Aurora growing by 1,000 students, CCSD grew last year by 150.  
The dynamics of growth in our District makes the negative factor a very 
important issue to us. 

o Overall concern – there are issues brewing now that have the potential to cause 
significant problems.  Everyone knows that we are on the brink of a financial cliff 
and if not addressed, the situation in this state will implode.  Difficult 
conversations need to start happening.  About a third of the people in the Senate 
who understand fiscal policy are term limited and will not take on this issue at this 
point.  The frequency of re-election in House makes those legislators unwilling to 
take on the issue.  Grassroots and districts can take this on and make headway, but 
we have to be organized. 
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Dr. Scott Siegfried, K-12 STEM in CCSD 

• Dr. Siegfried introduced Dr. Richard Charles, Director of STEM in Cherry Creek, who 
appeared with representatives from our elementary, middle and high schools. 

• Purpose of STEM is to prepare students for the workforce of the future.  The Internet has 
disrupted the perceived value of factual knowledge.  Now the higher perceived value 
revolves around problem solving.   

• The STEM team’s presentation used the Engineering Design Process and demonstrated, 
both visually and through hands-on projects, how it is used in the schools at each level of 
education.  For more information, you can go to today’s slides at goo.gl/KIKKBU.   

 
Kurt Wollenweber,  ICAP 

• Beginning this year, every student beginning in 9th grade must have an individual career 
and academic plan (ICAP).  Plan is developed over 4+ years where students learn about 
their interests and aptitudes, intentionally plan coursework with the assistance of the their 
counselors, teachers and parents and build academic pathway to success.   

• Concurrent enrolment.  Ability to take classwork for both HS and College credit.   
Opportunities exist through ACC, Arapahoe, UCD and Metro State.  Courses include 
courses in, among other things, STEM.  Also the Arts, business, English, criminal justice, 
business, history and social studies.   
 

 
Meeting Adjourned at 11:10 am 
Respectfully Submitted, 
Kris Ciccolo 
 


