Policy Subcommittee Meeting

Wednesday, February 28, 2024 7:00 PM

Meeting Access: Policy Subcommittee (2/28/24 at 7:00 p.m.) Web:
https://zoom.us/3/91696076407 Dial In: (929) 205-6099 Meeting ID: 916 9607
6407, 3 Brush Hill Road, New Fairfield, CT 06812

I. CALL TO ORDER

II. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

II.A. January 31, 2024 - Special

IITI. ACTION ITEMS

III.A. Policy 4115 — Educator and Leader Evaluation and
Support

III.B. Bylaw 9323 — Construction of the Agenda

ITI.C. Bylaw 9324 — Advance Delivery of Meeting
Materials

IV. INFORMATION ITEMS

IV.A. Discussion of Bylaw Concerning Electronic

Participation at Board of Education Meetings
V. OTHER

VI. ADJOURNMENT



BOARD OF EDUCATION, NEW FAIRFIELD, CT
Policy Subcommittee Meeting

Name of Subcommittee: Policy Meeting type: Special

Date of Meeting: 1/31/24 Place of Meeting: Zoom

Members present: Kathy Baker, Amy Johnson, Kimberly LaTourette, Samantha Mannion
Members absent:

Other attendees: Ken Craw, Dominic Cipollone, Ed Shordone

Minutes submitted by: Samantha Mannion

Meeting Access: Policy Subcommittee (1/31/24 at 7:00 p.m.)

Web: https://zoom.us/j/91312395948 Dial In: (929) 205-6099 Meeting ID: 913 1239 5948

The meeting was called to order at 7 p.m.

Il. ELECTION OF CHAIR

Motion: To nominate Samantha Mannion as chair

Made by: Kathy Baker Seconded by: Amy Johnson
Recording of Vote: All in favor

I11. APPROVAL OF MINUTES

A. November 29, 2023 — Regular
Motion: To approve the minutes of the November 29, 2023, meeting as presented
Made by: Samantha Mannion Seconded by: Kathy Baker
Recording of Vote: All in favor

IV. ACTION ITEMS

A. Policy 4121 — Substitute Teachers
This policy was discussed at our previous committee meeting. The statement that was added now
strengthens the policy. This is in regard to certification at more than 60 days. There is also
language that was added due to CABE recommendations. This will be moved to the full board.
Motion: To move 4121 to the full board as written
Made by: Samantha Mannion Seconded by: Kim LaTourette
Recording of Vote: All in favor

B. Policy 5118 — Nonresident Students
This policy was also discussed at the last committee meeting. Some additions were added to the
forms included with this policy based on that discussion. Samantha made a request that this
language be added to the actual policy itself.
Motion: To move Policy 5118 to the full Board for consideration with the considerations we
agreed upon this evening
Made by: Samantha Mannion Seconded by: Kathy Baker
Recording of Vote: All in favor

C. Discussion and Possible Action on Bylaw Concerning Electronic Participation at
Board of Education Meetings - Dr. Craw reached out to Natalia Sieira Millan, who will draft a
memo regarding remote participation by board members at in-person meetings. This will be
discussed in executive session at one of our future board meetings.
Motion: To table Item IV.C. Bylaw Concerning Electronic Participation at Board of Education
meetings
Made by: Samantha Mannion Seconded by: Kim LaTourette
Recording of Vote: All in favor


https://zoom.us/j/91312395948

V. INFORMATION ITEMS - none
VI. OTHER - none
VII. ADJOURNMENT

Motion to adjourn: Made by: Samantha Mannion
Recording of vote: All in favor

Seconded by: Kathy Baker
Meeting adjourned at: 7:17 p.m.



P4115(a)

PoLicY SERVICES
1t is recommended that the district replace their current #4115 with CABE’s updated sample.

Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support

The Board recognizes the critical role an effective professional evaluation and support system
plays in ensuring student growth and success and promoting reflective practice through job-
embedded professional learning and goal setting. The Board empowers the superintendent to
ensure that each educator and leader has the opportunity for continuous learning and feedback, to
develop and grow, individually and collectively, through the educator and leader evaluation and
support system so that all of the district’s students experience growth and success. Connecticut
General Statutes 10-151b requires that the superintendent shall annually evaluate or cause to be
evaluated each teacher.

Educator and leader practice discussions shall be based on a set of national or state performance
standards set by professional organizations agreed upon by the district’s Professional
Development and Evaluation Committee (PDEC). The district’s PDEC shall work to mutually
agree upon a standard-based best practice observation model.

On or before July 1, 2024, the Board of Education shall adopt and implement an Evaluation
Program consistent with the Evaluation Guidelines adopted by the State Board of Education.
The teacher evaluation and support program shall be developed through mutual agreement
between the (local/regional) Board of Education and the district’s PDEC. If the Board of
Education and the PDEC are unable to come to a mutual agreement, they shall consider the
model teacher evaluation and support program adopted by the State Board of Education and
may, through mutual agreement, adopt such model teacher evaluation and support program.

If the Board of Education and the PDEC are unable to mutually agree on the adoption of the
State Board of Education’s model program, then the Board shall adopt and implement a teacher
evaluation and support program developed by the Board, provided the program is consistent with
the guidelines adopted by the State Board of Education.

While the District may create its own rubrics for use in this process, it must demonstrate that
those rubrics are aligned with or tied to an externally referenced standard.

Definitions:

Educator includes teachers and student and educator support specialists who provide
instruction and support services to students and staff. Educators serving in a teaching role or
serving in a role providing support services hold a valid certificate or permit issued by the State
Board of Education.



P4115(b)

Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support
Definitions: (continued)

Leader includes school and district administrators who are responsible for providing
instructional leadership and for developing, implementing, and evaluating systems and policies
within the school district. Leaders serving in an administrative position hold a valid certification
endorsement for Intermediate Administration or Supervision (#092) issued by the State Board of
Education.

Single Point Competency is a description of a standard of behavior or performance, framed
only as a single set of desired outcomes rather than laid out across a rating or scale of
performance, similar to a traditional rubric. The primary reason for using this approach is that it
supports a focus on understanding the goal and the performance’s strengths and weaknesses
without the complication of interpreting those elements into a rating. This shift in practice is
designed to make it easier for the participants to focus the energy of the process on the evidence,
why that evidence looks the way it does, and what can be done to support improvement rather
than a debate or negotiation on the rating.

The PDEC (Professional Development and Evaluation Committee’s) responsibilities include its
participation in the development and adoption of a teacher evaluation and support plan for the
district. The district’s representative PDEC shall be composed of at least one representative from
the teachers’, administrators’, and paraeducators’ bargaining units, and other appropriate school
personnel, and shall ensure Educator and Leader practice discussions are based on a set of
national or state performance standards set by professional organizations and agreed upon by the
Committee. PDEC shall work to mutually agree upon a state or national standard-based best
practice observation model, which will require Board approval. Any district-created rubric used
in this process must demonstrate alignment or be tied to an externally referenced standard.

Guiding Principles:

Educator and leader practice discussions are based on a set of national or state performance
standards set by professional organizations agreed upon by the PDEC, which will mutually agree
upon a standards-based best practice observation model.

The primary goal of the educator evaluation and support system is to strengthen individual and
collective practices to increase student learning, growth, and achievement and will need to:

e Be consistent with emerging research and best practices in the field of education;

e Include a focus on professional learning to develop systems of continuous improvement
for educator and leader practice and student outcomes; and

e Address the continued impact of the pandemic on all members of the educational
community and families;



P4115(c)

Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support

Guiding Principles: (continued)

Allow for differentiation of roles (teachers, counselors, instructional coaches...);
Focus on things that matter (identify high leverage, mainstream goal focus areas);
Connect to best practices aimed at the development of the whole child;

Focus on educator growth and agency, meaningfully engaging professionals by focusing
on growth and practice in partnership with others aligned to a strategic focus;

Provide multiple pathways for participation to improve educator practice in a way that is
meaningful and impactful;

Provide specific, timely, accurate, actionable, and reciprocal feedback.

Vision:

All of the district’s educators and leaders have the opportunity for continuous learning and
feedback to develop and grow individually and collectively, through the educator and leader
evaluation and support system to ensure all students experience growth and success.

Process:

Evaluation and support shall be an ongoing, cyclical progress monitoring process and shall
include references to standards and criteria, a process for goal setting, a focus on professional
practice and student growth, and an environment that nurtures feedback and engagement.
Minimally evaluator and educator/leader/team conference shall occur in the fall, winter, and
spring of each school year:

Educators and leaders will meet with their supervisor no fewer than three times a year
(fall goal setting, mid-year review, end of the year reflection). The meetings shall be
approached in a spirit of continuous improvement, reflection, and collaboration. In
addition, meetings shall provide opportunities for evaluator and evaluatee constructive
feedback. Goals should always be connected to standards recommended by PDEC and
approved by the Board.

The first meeting shall focus on goal setting, which can be proposed either by an
individual or by a collaborative group, depending on the goal.

The mid-year review shall provide the educator(s) and supervisor the opportunity to
review the extent to which the established goal is being reached and reflect on ways
additional attention and support may be provided to adjust the goal or support its
successful attainment.



P4115(d)

Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support

Process: (continued)

The end-of-the-year meeting shall be used to reflect on the current year and how it might
inform/launch the next evaluation cycle.

An appropriate summary of the educator/leader growth achieved through the process and
considerations for future work shall be provided by the evaluator annually. This summary
should be tied to the agreed-upon standards and goals determined through this process.

Multiple measures of student learning, growth, and achievement as mutually agreed upon
during the goal-setting process may include but not be limited to:

For the Educator: Considering additional evidence relevant to one or more competencies
related to student learning and growth may be part of the process and discussion.
Multiple measures should be adjusted and be appropriate to the role of the educator in the
process (educator, counselor, instructional coach, etc.).

For the Leader: Considering additional evidence relevant to one or more competencies
including but not limited to promoting a positive, safe, and equitable learning culture,
engaging in instructional-focused interactions, facilitating collaboration and professional
learning, as well as managing operations, personnel, and resources strategically may be
part of the process and discussion. Multiple measures should be adjusted and be
appropriate per the role of the leader in the process (assistant superintendent, principal,
department chair, etc.).

To ensure participants focus the discussion and feedback on the desired practice rather than a
rating outcome, Single Point Competencies will be preferred. This will allow for the promotion
of clear, research-based expectations while ensuring a tie to standards

Current rubrics may be used as talking points for feedback and deepening reflection on
practice — but are encouraged to be framed or converted as single points for increased
clarity. PDEC will be responsible for developing or adopting external, state, or national
standards-based models for district use.

The district will establish a clearly articulated vision of highly effective instruction and
educational practice focusing on growth.

Best practice should allow for Goals and standards to be consistent with the goals of the district.
Clear alignment between district, school, and certified staff goals (departments, grade-level
teams, or collaborations). Coherence improves the collective effectiveness of practice.



P4115(e)

Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support

Process: (continued)

This will encourage individual educators and leaders to reflect on how they are
contributing to the goals, mission, and vision of the district, whether developing
individual, departmental, or grade-level team-based goals.

The goals-setting process should encourage consideration of the growth of the whole
child — considering growth indicators in a variety of areas critical to the overall well-
being of students.

Goal-Setting Process

Requirements for Goal Setting — Educators

The goal-setting process must follow the timelines and frameworks created by the PDEC
consistent with the standards established during this process.

Goals and feedback must be based on evidence, observations, and artifacts of
professional practice as aligned to the lens of the agreed-upon standards.

Educators and their evaluators must mutually agree upon a one, two, or three-year goal
and develop a plan for professional development and support consistent with the
educator’s professional status and goals. All educators must be assigned a primary
evaluator, who holds a #092 certificate.

The district’s PDEC shall determine protocols for each level of educator (novice,
provisional, professional, transfers to the district, part-time or partial year, educator or
leader in need of support, etc.)

(For consideration of best practices)

Goals setting may allow for differentiated timelines (1, 2, or 3 years) and differentiated
partnerships (perhaps in teams or collaboration with another educator) depending upon
the role of the educator and aligned with a plan for professional learning and growth.

The plan allows for discussion and exploration of how goals may/should be aligned with
district-wide and individual professional development, professional learning
communities, and other integrated efforts to support the goals, mission, and vision
established within the district.



P4115(f)

Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support (continued)
Requirements for Goal Setting Process — Leaders

e The goal-setting process shall follow the timelines and frameworks created by the PDEC
consistent with the standards established during this process.

e Goals and feedback shall be based on evidence, observations and artifacts of professional
practice as aligned to the lens of the agreed upon standards.

e Mutually agree upon a one, two, or three-year goal and develop a plan for professional
development and support that is consistent with the leader’s professional status and goals.
All leaders shall be assigned a primary evaluator who holds either a #092 or #093
certificate.

e The district PDEC shall determine protocols for each level of leader (level of experience,
role, transfers to the district, part-time or partial year, leader in need of support, etc.)

(For consideration of best practices)

e Goal setting may allow for differentiated timelines (1, 2, or 3 years) and differentiated
partnerships (perhaps in teams or collaboration with another leader) depending upon the
role of the leaders and aligned with a plan for professional learning and growth.

e There may be discussion and exploration of how goals may/should be aligned with
district-wide and individual professional development, a theory of action, PLC work, and
other integrated efforts to support the goals, mission, and vision established within the
district.

Professional Practice and Educator Growth

e Feedback to the educator shall consider multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative
evidence indicators.

e Dialogue through the professional growth process should begin with educator self-
reflection/self-assessment of the impact of professional learning and educator practice on
student growth and identifying the next steps.

e Within the required process structure, the district’s PDEC may identify a minimum or
recommend the number of observations aligned with the current professional needs of the
educator (novice, provisional, professional).

o PDEC shall create the district’s plan for the nature and number of observations
and/or reviews of practice and required artifacts.

e There should be multiple pieces of evidence, which may include artifacts, observations of
practice, student feedback, and reflections of the educator on student growth as part of the
educator feedback process.
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Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support (continued)
Professional Practice and Leader Growth

e Feedback to leaders must consider multiple and varied quantitative and qualitative
indicators of evidence.

e Dialogue through the professional growth process should begin with leader self-
reflection/self-assessment of impact of professional learning and leadership practice on
organizational health as well as the identification of next steps.

e Within the required process structure, the district’s PDEC may identify a minimum or
recommend the number of observations aligned with the current professional needs of the
leader (new or experienced).

o PDEC shall create the district’s plan for the nature and number of observations
and/or reviews of practice and required artifacts.

e There should be multiple pieces of evidence, which may include artifacts, observations of
practice, teacher, leader and staff feedback, and reflections of the leader on organizational
growth as part of the leader feedback process.

Evaluator/Observer/Stakeholder Feedback and Engagement

e Feedback, tied to standards, identifies strengths and areas of focus for advancement.

o PDEC will determine clear timelines for both written and verbal feedback.
o PDEC will determine a process for appropriate feedback and how to use informal
and formal feedback from stakeholders.

e In-person beginning-of-the-year, mid-year, and end-of-year check-in is required for all
educators with a timeline determined by PDEC.

e A check-in cycle for the purpose of discussing what is occurring in the classroom/school
or district and to identify additional mutually agreed upon needs is required. It is required
that a balance of written and verbal feedback be provided periodically.

e For the Educator, the cycle of check-ins should provide opportunities for discussion
linking student growth and development with observations of practice and performance.

e For the Leader, the cycle of check-ins should provide opportunities for discussion linking
organizational growth and development with observations of practice and performance.

Process Elements — Educator

e PDEC shall articulate agreed-upon processes for both formal and informal observations.

e At a minimum, initial goal-setting meetings, and mid and end-of-year reflective progress
reviews must be held for all educators.
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Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support
Process Elements — Educator (continued)

e A pattern of persistent lack of growth and reflection or resistance to growth-oriented
feedback should lead to advancing levels of support with a defined process for placing an
educator on a corrective support plan. The corrective support plan must include
indicators of success for transitioning out of the plan.

o PDEC shall establish a clearly articulated corrective support model, which will be
distinct from the typical educator growth model;

o The corrective support model shall include:

= Clear objectives specific to the well-documented area of concern;

= Resources, support, and interventions to address the area of concern;

= Timelines for implementing the resources, support, and interventions; and
= Supportive actions from the evaluator.

e The district PDEC plan should include differentiated supports and be responsive to
educator needs.

o Utilize and document differentiated support prior to movement to a corrective
support plan.

o Ongoing training to ensure all stakeholders understand tiers, supports, and process
(model of a corrective structure with tier 1, 2, and 3 supports should be provided
in the appendix).

e The PDEC agrees upon orientation, training, and support elements for evaluators and
educators on the critical components of success.

In addition to these required elements, PDEC should consider the following best practices as
additional process elements:

e Intermediate support should be in place prior to an educator having to be placed on a
corrective support plan.

e Corrective support should not be initiated without appropriate evidence of concern
e Ensure coaching/mentoring is available for new educators.

e Educators involved in a formal induction process should have an evaluation pathway that
is aligned but separate from their induction process to reduce the work burden on the
beginning educator and support their transition to provisional and professional educator
status.

o The intention of the Educator and Leader Evaluation Plan should be to reduce the
burden of evaluation on beginning educators without compromising the distinct
separation between induction and evaluation.
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Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support

Process Elements — Educator (continued)

o There should be regular check-ins/interactions with evaluators and mentors for
beginning educators.

Establish procedures and guidelines for PDEC operations, which include membership,
quorum, and consensus criteria.

PDEC should create a reflective process through PDEC, survey, etc. that reviews the
TEVAL plan and process and provides for constructive feedback, reflection, assessment,
and revision as needed.

Process Elements — Leader

At a minimum, an initial goal-setting meeting, mid-year, and end-of-year reflective
progress should be held for all leaders.

There should be ongoing, on-site, evidence-driven visits or reviews of practice for each
leader whose purpose/focus is aligned with the leader’s goals in this process. PDEC
should determine the minimum number of visits as appropriate.

PDEC shall agree upon orientation, training, and support elements for evaluators and
leaders on the critical components for success.

A pattern of persistent lack of growth and reflection or resistance to growth-oriented
feedback shall lead to advancing levels of support with a defined process for placing a
leader on a corrective support plan with indicators of success for transitioning out of the
plan.

The corrective support plan shall be developed in consultation with the leader and their
exclusive bargaining unit representative for administrators chosen pursuant to section
C.G.S. §10-153h.

o The district PDEC should establish a clearly articulated corrective support model
that is separate from the normal educator growth model.

o The corrective support model shall include:

= Clear objectives specific to the well documented area of concern;

= Resources, support, and interventions to address the area of concern;

= Timeframes for implementing the resources, support, and interventions;
and

= Supportive actions from the evaluator.
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Personnel — Certified
Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support
Process Elements — Leader (continued)

e The district PDEC plan should include differentiated supports and be responsive to leader
needs.
o Utilize and document differentiated supports prior to movement to a corrective
support plan.

o Ongoing training to ensure all stakeholders understand differentiated supports and
process (model of a corrective structure should be provided in the appendix).

o Support models should always include clear objectives specific to the well
documented area of concern, timeframes, interventions, supportive actions from
the evaluator.

In addition to these required elements, PDEC should consider the following best practices as
additional process elements:

e Coaching and/or mentoring should be strongly considered an option for a new leader.

e Intermediate supports should be in place before placing a leader on a corrective action
plan.

e A support plan should not be initiated without appropriate evidence of concern.

e PDEC should create a reflective process, either through PDEC, survey, etc. that reviews
the TEVAL plan and process and provides for reflection, assessment, and revision as
needed.

e Establish policy or procedures and guidelines for PDEC operations that includes
membership, quorum, and consensus criteria.

Dispute Resolution

e The Board of Education shall, in mutual agreement with the PDEC, include a process for
resolving disputes in cases where the evaluator and educator/leader being evaluated
cannot agree on goals/objectives, the evaluation period, feedback or the professional
development plan.

e Any claims that the district has failed to follow the established procedures of the
educator/leader evaluation and support program shall be subject to the grievance
procedures set forth in the then-current collective bargaining agreements between the
Board of Education and the relevant bargaining unit.
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Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support (continued)

Local and State Reporting

e The superintendent shall report:

o The status of teacher evaluations to the Board of Education on or before June first
of each year; and

o The status of the implementation of the educator/leader evaluation and support
program; including the frequency of evaluations, the number of teachers who
have not been evaluated, and other requirements as determined by the Department
of Education on or before September 15 of each year.

The term “teacher

99 (13

educator” or “leader” shall include each professional employee of the

Board of Education, below the rank of superintendent, who holds a certificate or permit issued
by the State Department of Education.

Appendix: (PDF File)

Connecticut Guidelines for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support 2023

Legal Reference:

Connecticut General Statutes

10-145b Teaching certificates.

10-151a Access of teacher to supervisory records and reports in personnel
file.

10-151b Evaluation by superintendent of certain educational personnel.
(amended by PA 04-137, P.A. 10-111, P.A. 12-116, PA 12-2 (June Special
Session), PA 13-245, PA 15-5 (June Special Session)

10-151c Records of teacher performance and evaluation not public
records.

10-220a(b) In-service training. Professional development. Institutes for
educators. Cooperative and beginning teacher programs, regulations.

PA 11-135 An Act Concerning Implementation Dates for Secondary
School Reform.

PA 12-116 An Act Concerning Education Reform (as amended by PA 13-
145 An Act Concerning Revisions to the Reform Act of 2012.)

Connecticut Guidelines for Educator Evaluation, adopted by the State
Board of Education, June 27, 2012.


https://www.cabe.org/uploaded/Policy/Policy_Update/4115_Connecticut_Guidelines_for_Educator_and_Leader_Evaluation_and_Support_2023.pdf?1698941767327

P4115(])

Personnel — Certified

Policy for Educator and Leader Evaluation and Support (continued)

Legal Reference: Connecticut General Statutes (continued)

Connecticut’s System for Educator Evaluation and Development (SEED)
state model evaluation system.

“Flexibility to Guidelines for Educator Evaluation” adopted by
Connecticut State Board of Education, February 6, 2014

34 C.F.R. 200.55 Federal Regulations.
PL 114-95 — Every Student Succeeds Act §9213

Public Act 23-159 (An Act Concerning Teachers and Paraeducators)

Policy adopted:
cps 10/23

Sample policies are distributed for demonstration purposes only. Unless so noted, contents do not necessarily reflect official policies of the
Connecticut Association of Boards of Education, Inc.



4115(a)

Personnel -- Certified
Evaluation

It is universally accepted that good teaching is the most important element in a sound educational
program. Student learning is directly affected by teacher competence; therefore, teacher
evaluation shall be accomplished using a teacher evaluation plan that demonstrates a clear link
between teacher evaluation, professional development, and improved student learning as
evidenced by student achievement.

Note: “Teacher” or “Administrator” for purposes of evaluation shall include each
professional employee of the Board, below the rank of Superintendent, who holds a
certificate or permit issued by the State Board of Education.

Appraisal of teaching performance should serve three purposes:

1. To raise the quality of instruction and educational services to the children of our
community resulting in improved student learning and achievement.

2. To raise the standards of the teaching profession as a whole.

3. To aid the individual teacher to continue to grow professionally, linking district-wide

teacher evaluation and professional development plans.

Evaluation of teacher performance must be a cooperative, continuing process designed to
improve student learning and the quality of instruction. For the school year commencing July 1,
2013, and each school year thereafter, the Superintendent shall annually evaluate or cause to be
evaluated all certified employees in accordance with the teacher evaluation and support program
developed through mutual agreement with the Professional Development and Evaluation
Committees for the District. The required union representation on such committee shall include
at least one representative from each of the teachers’ and administrators’ unions. The teacher
shares with those who work with the teacher the responsibility for developing effective
evaluation procedures and instruments and for the development and maintenance of professional
standards and attitudes regarding the evaluation process.

The Board of Education shall adopt and implement a teacher evaluation and support program.
Such teacher evaluation and support program shall be developed through mutual agreement with
the District’s professional development and evaluation committees.

The system-wide program for evaluating the instructional process and all certified personnel is
viewed as one means to improve student learning and insure the quality of instruction. The
evaluation plan shall include, but need not be limited to, strengths, areas needing improvement,
strategies for improvement and multiple indicators of student academic growth.

The Superintendent and all certified employees whose administrative and supervisory duties
equal at least 50% of their time shall include a minimum of fifteen hours of training in the
evaluation of teachers pursuant to Section 10-151b, as part of the required professional
development activity during each five year period for reissuance of their professional educator
certificate.




4115(b)

Personnel -- Certified
Evaluation (continued)

The Superintendent shall annually evaluate or cause to be evaluated each teacher and
administrator in accordance with the teacher evaluation and support program and may conduct
additional formative evaluations toward producing an annual summative evaluation.

In the event that a teacher or an administrator does not receive a summative evaluation during the
school year, such individual shall receive a rating of “not rated” for that year.

The Superintendent shall report to the Board by June 1 annually on the status of the evaluations.
In addition, by June 30 annually, the Superintendent shall report to the Commissioner of
Education on the implementation of the teacher evaluation and support program including their
frequency of evaluations, aggregate evaluation ratings, the number of teachers and administrators
not evaluated, and other requirements as determined by the State Department of Education.

Remediation Plans

Teachers rated “below standard” or “developing” shall have an improvement and remediation
plan that:

1. is developed in consultation with the teacher and his/her union representative;

2. identifies resources, support, and other methods to address documented deficiencies;

3. contains a timeline for implementing such measures in the same school year as the plan is
issued; and

4, provides success indicators that include a minimum overall rating of “proficient” at the

end of the improvement and remediation plan.
Evaluation Training

For the school year commencing July 1, 2013, the Board, prior to any evaluation conducted
under the teacher evaluation and support program, shall conduct training programs for all
evaluators and orientation for all District teachers regarding the District’s teacher evaluation and
support program. Such training shall provide instruction to evaluators regarding how to conduct
proper performance evaluations prior to conducting an evaluation under the teacher evaluation
and support program. The orientation for each teacher shall be completed before a teacher
receives an evaluation under the teacher evaluation and support program.

‘ Note: “Teacher” includes all certified employees below the rank of Superintendent.
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Personnel -- Certified

Evaluation (continued)

Audit

The Board, starting July 1, 2014, if selected, will participate as required, in an audit of its
evaluation program, conducted by the State Department of Education.

(cf. - 4131 Staff Development)

Legal Reference:

Policy adopted:
Policy revised:
Policy revised:

Connecticut General Statutes
10-145b Teaching certificates

10-151b Evaluation by superintendent of certain educational personnel.
(as amended by P.A. 95-58 An Act Concerning Teacher Evaluations,
Tenure and Dismissal and P.A. 00-13 An Act Concerning Teacher
Competency and P.A. 10-111, An Act Concerning Education Reform in
Connecticut and P.A. 12-116, An Act Concerning Educational Reform)

10-220a In-service training. Professional development. Institutes for
educators. Cooperative and beginning teacher programs, regulations. (as
amended by PA 15-215)

PA 12-116 An Act Concerning Education Reform (as amended by PA 13-
145 An Act Concerning Revisions to the Reform Act of 2012.)

Connecticut Guidelines for Educator Evaluation, adopted by the State
Board of Education, June 27, 2012.

Connecticut’s System for Educator Evaluation and Development (SEED)
state model evaluation system.

June 1, 2006 NEW FAIRFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
November 21, 2013 New Fairfield, Connecticut
December 17, 2015



9323
Existing bylaw 9323, updated to reflect changes made by P.A. 23-160.
Bylaws of the Board

Construction of the Agenda

The Superintendent in cooperation with the Chairperson of the Board of Education shall prepare an
agenda for each regular meeting. Three members of the Board of Education may contact the
Superintendent and request any item to be placed on the agenda no later than 72 hours prior to the
legally required public posting of the agenda. If three or more members request an item be placed
on the agenda, the Superintendent in consultation with the Board Chair, shall place the item on the
agenda.

Actions by the Board

No action will be taken unless the subject acted upon was listed in the agenda published for that
meeting. However, an item of business not included on the agenda of a regular meeting may be
considered and/or acted upon after a two-thirds vote of the members present and voting to add such
business to the agenda.

Posting of the Agenda

At least 24 hours prior to the time of the regular meeting, the agenda shall be posted in the Board
room of the District, in each school in a place readily available to parents, teachers and the general
public, in the Office of the Town/City Clerk, posted on the District’s Internet website, and shall be
filed in the Superintendent's office.

In addition to posting Board of Education meeting agendas on its website 24 hours prior to the
meeting, any associated documents that may be reviewed by members of the Board at such meeting
will be made available on the Board’s website prior to the meeting.
Legal Reference: Connecticut General Statutes

1-21 Meetings of government agencies to be public.

Public Act 23-160 An Act Concerning Education Mandate Relief and Other

Technical and Assorted Revisions and Additions to the Education and Early
Childhood Education Statutes.

Bylaw adopted by the Board: June 23, 1999 NEW FAIRFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Bylaw revised: May 3, 2007 New Fairfield, Connecticut
Bylaw revised: April 1, 2021

Bylaw revised:
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PoLicy SERVICES
Replace New Fairfield’s current Bylaw #9324 with CABE’s model Bylaw which includes a new

requirement marked with *.
Bylaws of the Board
Advance Delivery of Meeting Materials
The Board meeting materials shall be disseminated as follows:

1. The complete Board of Education agenda and the appropriate materials pertaining thereto
shall be sent to each Board member, Board clerk, and student representatives.

The agenda will be available to the public at the administration building after 3:00 P.M. on
Fridays preceding each regular Board of Education meeting. An agenda will also be
available to each member of the press on Friday afternoons.

*In addition to posting Board of Education meeting agendas on its website 24 hours prior to
the meeting, any associated documents that may be reviewed by members of the Board at
such meeting will be made available on the Board’s website prior to the meeting.

2. Two copies of the agenda shall be sent to each building principal, one copy of which is to be
posted upon the bulletin board in each school office.

3. Copies of the agenda shall be forwarded through school mail to presidents of each
bargaining unit and presidents of PTA/PTO organizations.

(cf. 9323 - Construction/Posting of Agenda)
Legal Reference: Public Act 23-160 An Act Concerning Education Mandate Relief and Other

Technical and Assorted Revisions and Additions to the Education and Early
Childhood Education Statutes

Bylaw adopted by the Board:
rev 9/23

Sample policies are distributed for demonstration purposes only. Unless so noted, contents do not necessarily reflect official policies of the
Connecticut Association of Boards of Education, Inc.
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Bylaws of the Board

Advance Delivery of Meeting Materials

The Board meeting materials shall be disseminated as follows:

1. The complete Board of Education agenda shall be sent to each Board member and student
representatives. All related meeting documents and attachments shall be provided to the
Board of Education at least 24 hours in advance of the meeting.

2. One copy of the agenda shall be sent to the Town Clerk, each Administrative Cabinet
member, the Director of Finance, Presidents of each bargaining unit, PTO Presidents and the
local newspapers.

(cf. 9323 - Construction/Posting of Agenda)

Bylaw adopted by the Board: June 23, 1999 NEW FAIRFIELD PUBLIC SCHOOLS
Bylaw readopted: May 3, 2007 New Fairfield, Connecticut
Bylaw readopted: May 6, 2021
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