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Maureen Quinn

Chairperson O’Brien distributed Policy NEPN/NSBA Code: JLCD “Administration of Medication to Students” for review.  O’Brien stated that the intent of the review was to provide feedback on ways to proceed with this policy.

Susan Hopkins wanted to know what the statute was for this policy.  Hopkins questioned whether or not the district could be sued for not following the policy.  Hopkins was concerned that the district could be constrained by the legislation.  

O’Brien wondered if the policy should be more minimal and should procedures be written at each school that address the policy.  

Hopkins stated that more time was needed to study the policy in-depth.

O’Brien wondered if this had been reviewed by anyone.

Tom Lafavore stated that Amanda Rowe had reviewed the policy and made changes.

O’Brien then stated that the committee did not have the medical expertise to review the policy and would be contacting Sue Ward to find out who had reviewed the policy.

Hopkins asked if the policy was required or recommended.

Lafavore stated that it was required.

Maureen Quinn asked about the distribution of non-prescription medication.

O’Brien stated that distribution of non-prescription medication was an individual school policy.

Hopkins stated that more information was needed on Line G, and the wording in Line E could lead to potential litigation and needed review.

No action was taken on the policy until Chairperson O’Brien speaks with Sue Ward

O’Brien stated that there was a scheduling conflict for the next meeting.  O’Brien had sent out an invitation to Kathleen Casasa, President of the Portland Teachers Association (PEA).  The intent of the invitation was to provide an opportunity for teachers to offer input on weighted grades at the April 4 Policy Committee meeting.  Since Casasa had not responded, Tom Lafavore and David Ruff (Southern Maine Partnership) had been invited to speak on the new graduation requirements.  However, recently Casasa had responded by sending out the invitation to PEA members asking them to attend the April 4 meeting.  Since there are only a few meetings left until the public forum, and rescheduling would be impossible, this left an agenda dilemma.  Two options were presented:

1. Request the teachers not attend the April 4th meeting but invite them to the public forum.

2. Bump Lafavore and Ruff in favor of the teachers.

Maureen Quinn suggested that the April 4th meeting begin one hour earlier.  All agreed that the teachers would speak from 5:00 p.m. to 6:00 p.m., and Lafavore and Ruff would present the proposed graduation requirements from 6:00 p.m. – 7:00 p.m.

The meeting adjourned at 6:45 p.m.
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