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ENGLISH MASTERY COUNCIL 
Meeting Minutes 

Wednesday, February 14, 2018 
  9:00 A.M. 

Meeting Locations:   
Video Conference 

OFFICE LOCATION ROOM 
Department of Education 9890 South Maryland Pkwy 

Las Vegas, NV 
Board Room 

Department of Education 700 East Fifth Street 
Carson City, NV 

Board Room 

Call to Order 
Sharolyn Durodola, Council Chair, called to order, from Las Vegas, the meeting of the English Mastery Council at 
9:05 AM on Wednesday, February 14th, 2018. 

Roll Call 

Present 
Council interim secretary Mindy Montoya conducted a roll call.  Quorum was established (twelve members 
present) 
Council members present in Carson City: Barbara Harris, Fares Karam, Gladis Diaz, Paula Zona, Laurel Crossman, 
and Margaret Maija Talso. 
 
Council members present in Las Vegas:  Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola, Lori Ann Navarrete, Lorna James-Cervantes, 
Diana Cantu, Nancy Brune, and Duncan Lee. 
 
NDE staff present in Las Vegas:  Sophia Masewicz, Karl Wilson, and Mindy Montoya.  
NDE staff present in Carson City:  Blakely Hume.  
Deputy Attorney General Greg Ott was present in Carson City. 

Absent 
Absent Council Members:  Melissa Esparza, Lynn John and Brett Barley. 

Pledge of Allegiance 
Lead by Council Chair, Sharolyn Durodola. 

Public Comments #1 
Karl Wilson shared information with the English Mastery Council on issues related to services for English learners 
in the state of Nevada that were not specific to the Agenda items. 
Karl Wilson noted the January State Board of Education Meeting facilitated the public hearing for R106-15.  That 
was the proposed regulation that started well over a year-and-a-half ago, but then with the passage of the Every 
Student Succeeds Act and then the legislative session, the Legislative Council Bureau worked on revising the 
language there.  This is the regulation that puts into place the recommendations from the English Mastery 
Council regarding District ELL policies and plans.  The State Board had approved that quite a while ago, and 
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districts have since been worked with.  This is the final step in that approval process, and that did receive Board 
approval.  Karl Wilson continued, in follow-up to direction from the State Board of Education, the Nevada 
Department of Education has been working to identify ZOOM schools that have been doing exceptionally well, 
and also the ZOOM schools that have not yet met state expectations in terms of English learners achieving 
adequate growth percentile as per state expectation.  There was a discussion with the State Board of Education 
in September that included specific language about identifying and working with local school districts for ZOOM 
schools that were identified in the bottom 25th percentile of all schools in Nevada in terms of the percentage of 
English learners achieving adequate growth percentile, or AGP, with the requirement that those schools develop 
a corrective action plan.  In November, based on the fall 2017 NSPF results which included measures of 
academic performance and English language proficiency, the Nevada Department of Education notified both 
Clark County School District and Washoe County School District of schools that were identified in that bottom 
core tile and were asked to do those corrective action plans. Those two districts worked with the schools that 
were ten in Clark County School District and ten in Washoe County School District and submitted those plans the 
end of January 2018.  The team has been reviewing those plans and will be working with the districts in terms of 
some specific requests for revisions, in terms of being more specific in targeting strategies that will help to build 
English language proficiency, and subsequently, academic performance for English learners in those schools.  
This is an effort to continue to raise the expectations and the performance in all schools, but especially those 
schools that receive the ZOOM funding under Senate Bill 390.  Karl Wilson stated, the ZOOM schools were 
created at the same time that the English Mastery Council was organized in 2013 with the 2013 legislative 
session, and currently, the State provides approximately $50 million a year to support primarily Clark and 
Washoe County School Districts, but also provides close to $4 million a year to support schools with higher 
percentages of English learners in the other school districts and charter schools.  There has been opportunity to 
start looking at higher performing ZOOM schools, and based on the assessment and evaluation results for the 
fall of 2017, there were nine ZOOM schools that showed an increase in their star rating on the School 
Performance Framework.  One of the ZOOM schools is now a five-star school; several that have reached a four-
star rating, the others have accomplished a three-star rating or at least one-star increase.  
 
Sharolyn asked is there a state-related report that the public would have access to, to get information regarding 
the general trends in terms of the ZOOM schools.  
 
Karl Wilson responded that a presentation could be shared at the next meeting to provide follow-up information 
on the plans that were proved for the schools that were in corrective action.   
Lorna noted there was a presentation presented with preliminary information the prior fall or summer of the 
State Board outlining where the ZOOM schools as a whole were. 
Blakely added that of the nine schools that raised their star ratings, eight of them are from the very first year of 
ZOOM inception back in 2013.  Also, previously, the Department of Education was able to present the annual 
report first prior to turning it in.  This year, the meeting was held after.  The English Mastery Annual Report was 
turned in February 2nd.  The first eight pages' outline membership, and outlines goals of English Mastery 
Council.  It also discusses each of the five or six legislative requirements that the English Mastery Council has 
been tasked, and it discusses what is back here in each of those sections.  After page eight are appendices and 
extra documents relating to the work that this Council has done. 
 
Sharolyn thanked Blakely for the extensive report made available and noted that a lot of work has been done 
the past year. 
 
Nancy stated that a presentation should be added to the May Agenda, and that a discussion should follow 
regarding corrective action plans and the status.  
 
Sharolyn made a note to add a presentation to the next agenda.   
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Report of Fall 2017 Minutes 
Blakely noted that due to a change in administrative assistance leadership in the last four or five months, the 
minutes are not available for the last November EMC meeting.  The minutes for the November meeting, as well 
as the current meeting, will hopefully be ready by May to be approved. 
 
Maija inquired whether there will be minutes of the phone meeting regarding the exit criteria. 
Blakely advised some research will need to be done to verify whether notes were left and the Council will be 
advised.  Maija recommended adding the data and the results of the exit criteria decision to the May Agenda, 
specifically the fact that it is now a requirement to monitor students for four years following their exit.  There 
are a lot of students on the table to be monitored, and it is the understanding that no districts are allocating ELL 
personnel for that job. It is important to revisit the exit criteria and perhaps make recommendations at the May 
meeting.  Current numbers in Washoe County, about 73% of the students in Washoe County that exited last 
year based on the new criteria, did not achieve a 4.5 in writing, about 25% that exited with writing scores in the 
threes, and there was one student who exited with a writing score in the twos. 
 
Sharolyn stated the recommendation should be a priority for the May meeting. 

Approval of Flexible Agenda 
Chair Sharolyn Durodola asked for a motion to approve a flexible Agenda.   
Motion:  Lorna motioned to approve a flexible Agenda.  Laurel seconded the motion.  Motion carried and a 
flexible Agenda was approved.   

Update on TESL Subcommittee Work 
Barbara Harris, TESL Subcommittee noted the ELAD Endorsement Recommendation 3.1 was presented to the 
State Board in the summer of 2016.  One big part of the TESL Subcommittee since that time has been providing 
support and development for the ELAD endorsement in the state of Nevada.  This fall, the TESL Subcommittee 
had decided to host a webinar highlighting their most frequently asked questions regarding the ELAD 
endorsement.  That was held February 2nd of this month with Dr. Durodola, Blakely Hume, and Karl Wilson in 
attendance. 
 
Sharolyn provided an overview of the webinar stating, the webinar originally was scheduled for the fall.  There 
were some logistics around that so that it had to be rescheduled, affording the opportunity for the small group 
to meet several times to walk through the questions that the State Department of Education had collected in 
terms of implementation of the ELAD endorsement in terms of coursework and practicum concerns.   A 
preliminary document was provided for the webinar on February 2nd which addressed each specific question, 
with exception to one that was too late, and explanations were provided by Blakely and Karl.  The technology 
department of the College of Ed will be sending out an electronic link for the webinar.  It's a YouTube link that 
will be available for all those who participated in the webinar.  That YouTube link eventually will also be 
available on the State Department of Education's website.  Sharolyn feels the webinar went well and thanked 
the English Mastery Council and the TESL Subcommittee for their support and feedback. 

Update on District Policy and Plan Criteria Subcommittee Work 
Laurel Crossman provided an overview of the meeting with the Executive and Board of Directors for the Nevada 
Association of School Boards and noted that an explanation of the work being done by the English Mastery 
Council was provided. The Board was updated on the number of EL learners in the State of Nevada and also the 
components that are now required for their ELL policies. The Board was also reminded that in the spring of 
2017, only four districts were in compliance.  By November, nine districts had submitted revisions and were in 
compliance. An example of the Carson City School District ELL policy and regulation was provided as a reference 
point.  Pershing County, Storey County and the State Charter School Authority still need to update their district 
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policies, but are currently working on that.  On February 3rd, Dottie Meril, [phonetic] the Executive Director of 
NASBE, asked for a brief summary.  An update was provided about the webinar, what TESL has been working on, 
what the different subcommittees have been working on with that.  The District Policy Subcommittee needs to 
look into reviewing the policies again now that they are updated and revisions have been completed. 
 
Sharolyn inquired as to the timeframe of reviewing the annual policies. 
 
Blakely responded the main meeting is roughly two-and-a-half months away. It is the hope that several of the 
subcommittees would get together, and a few dates have been reserved with that mind.  A specific date will be 
sent via email after discussion with the Subcommittee Chairs. 
 
Sharolyn inquired whether any support will be needed by the Subcommittee when in the review process. 
Laurel believes the criteria has already been met, this review will be easier. 
Blakely noted the District policy could use two more members to assist in reviewing. 
 
Sharolyn recommended an email being sent out to follow-up with Members who might be interested. Sharolyn 
asked Laurel what the rural districts were surprised about. 
Laurel answered, the Executive Director of NASBE mentioned that she thought several of the trustees who were 
in attendance were surprised that the number of EL learners across the state is at 16% to 17%, that she thought 
that was surprising for many of the Board Members to realize that it was that high of percentage.  
 
Sharolyn reiterated the need to discuss, and the need to conceptualize support, not just for practitioners and 
not just for school districts, but for school administrators.  That has come up several times, and is something 
that needs to be addressed within the TESL Subcommittee. 
 
Maija asked for clarification whether this is in regards to public school administrators, NSHE administrators, or 
both. 
 
Sharolyn responded the initial discussion was support for school district administrators. 
 
Barbara added that there was discussion regarding looking at the NAPF to see where EL learners fall on that, 
that covered enough. 
 
Sharolyn concurred and noted that Duncan Lee joined the meeting, and advised there is one more report for the 
Standards and Curriculum Committee. 

Update on Standards and Curriculum Subcommittee Work 
Maija stated the Subcommittee has not met since the last EMC meeting.  The direction that the Subcommittee 
gave a couple of years ago was that NDE follow through on creating a guidance document for the standards, 
which is currently in process. Maija recommended the Subcommittee meet when the first draft of that 
document is finished to ensure its meeting the direction that was given to the NDE back when it was first 
approved in 2014 or 2015.  Maija also expressed the need for one more member for the Standards and 
Curriculum Committee. 
 
Blakely recommended adding two more members, having an odd number would be difficult in terms of 
achieving a quorum.  As a follow-up, Sophia Masewicz has taken the lead on this particular Subcommittee work 
in terms of the standards and she's done all the work in gathering this together, which is very appreciated.  
Karl Wilson noted for the record, the development of the English Language Development Standards Framework 
is a project of the Nevada Department of Education, not of the EMC Standards and Curriculum Subcommittee.  
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Although they provide key input and support of the project, it is actually a project of the Nevada Department of 
Education. 
 
Maija clarified, part of our oversight function on the Subcommittee is to make sure that the direction given is 
evident in the draft of the document in a timely fashion so that it doesn't require a bunch of rewrites long after 
the fact. 
 
Sharolyn asked whether there were any particular obstacles noticed in this development process. 
 
Maija responded that it has been very challenging and difficult work.  There have been separate groups working 
on different content areas and it is the belief that once the content areas all start getting together and trying to 
make it look similar across the content areas, there might be some challenges there that need to be faced. 

Update on Nevada’s English Language Development (ELD) Standards Framework 
Workgroups 
Sophia Masewicz thanked the members who participated in the initial development of the discussions around 
the framework and also engaged in those discussions at the work groups.  This initiative is an NDE initiative.  
That discussion occurred several years ago, starting with the ELL team in terms of operationalizing and helping 
teachers understand the WIDA standards.   The WIDA standards would be a theoretical framework, not a 
framework necessarily that is operational for schools without the work of the state and also at the district level.   
The documents that are being prepared and created creating started with the meeting that the Subcommittee 
Members, along with NDE, convened back in August to really think about what this should look like.  That 
generated ideas that went forward to a smaller group that met in terms of thinking about what that should look 
like.  A workshop was held in September that included around 25 experts, EL specialists, content specialists, and 
other specialists in understanding around English language development.  In the first two meetings, much of 
that negotiations and struggle occurred, which was good.  The template itself was developed from the ideas of 
the meeting that were held with the Subcommittee Members.   To summarize what was articulated, this must 
be usable for teachers in the classroom.  This must make sense in terms of how they connect their content area 
with language.  This is a learning document that helps teachers to do their work, to refine their instruction, to 
understand what are some of the teacher actions that are necessary to make the content assessable for English 
learners.  Sophia continued, a small group actually developed the template, and after the template draft was 
developed, feedback and recommendations were received.   The initial draft was revised and presented to the 
subgroups, three different subgroups around the content areas of ELA, math, and science at this given time.  
Sophia presented the NDE English Language Development Framework Initiative Update, and the English 
Language Development Standards K12.  This grade level cluster is two to three ELD standards.  This is a 
document that is illustrative of what the other documents and the structure looks like for all the other 
documents that are in the process of creation at this given time.  This work could not have been done without 
the support of the Division of Educator Effectiveness and Family Engagement.  A Title 2A grant was applied for 
within that division, and they awarded the department, OSS, and smaller team, EL, a grant of $60,000 to support 
travel and other arrangements that were necessary to bring these experts together.   
The vision in the framework was to convene experts in the field, content specialists, EL specialists, and other 
experts with knowledge around English language development.  By convening such a very strong, but yet diverse 
group of individuals, the intent is to really produce a document that would really shed light for content teachers 
and also for EL specialists in the field.  It would also help administrators understand what they need to look for 
when they walk into a classroom.  It will also provide guidance for teachers in terms of what are those language 
moves that they need to make in order to make the content assessable for English learners.   
The second page of the document includes the framework timeline.  The first meeting was held September 27th 
and 28th and discussed the language within the content.  On November 3rd and 4th, work groups convened to 
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develop ELD standards framework, and the framework still to be done.   A meeting was held on December 7th 
and 8th to convene, and again on January 18th and 19th.  On March 6th through March 9th, the ELD science 
group will work to complete their drafts, and will also, later in that month, organize social studies.  In addition, 
during this period, team facilitators will review the documents together and make refinements. 
In April, the Social Studies Committee will continue to work and a pilot will be conducted with a small group of 
teachers.  NDE will be reaching out to Title 3 Directors and asking them if they can put these documents in front 
of teachers and gather some feedback.  Feedback will continue to be collected through May 2018, and then on 
June 14th and 15th, the entire group will convene and make any final adjustments at that time.  In August and 
September, webinars will be conducted throughout the state as an orientation and introduction to the 
documents.  

Update on Nevada’s English Language Development (ELD) Standards Framework 
Workgroups (continued) 
Maija noted concerns regarding the short period that teachers will have between April and May to actually work 
with these documents, that there will not be an opportunity to use them for long-range planning and really have 
time to see how useful they're going to be.  
 
Sharolyn inquired whether there is a plan for piloting this document with a broader group, not just practitioners, 
but also getting some feedback from school administrators and from NSHE faculty. 
 
Sophia concurred that a broader audience would be beneficial, and moved on to explanation of the draft noting 
that math K12 have completed this phase of work in terms of the creation of the document, and Science is 
between 70% to 80% finish which will be completed in March.  Looking at the correspondence guidance 
document, it is not a document but rather the guidance that will be provided to teachers to operationalize the 
template, the framework itself.  It is an example of the grade level cluster two through three ELD standards, and 
the template connects language to disciplinary practices.  The standard for ELA, ELD standards for ELA, Standard 
2 is around communicating information, ideas, concepts necessary for academic success in the content areas of 
language arts.  These are the WIDA standards.  In the first page, you see student moves.  This is what students 
can do at the various proficiency levels.  The first proficiency level that you see is level five through six, which is 
bridging and reaching in our WIDA standards, this is certainly the proficient level.  Levels one and five would be 
considered a proficient level.  The next level is level three and four, which is developing and expanding.  These 
are all can-do statements.  Page 3 ends with entering and emerging, which are levels one and two, that's at the 
beginning levels of English language proficiency.  Starting with Page 5 is where the work groups have developed 
the guidance to teachers.  The key uses of language were used, which would be recount, explain, argue, and 
discuss.  These are WIDAs key uses of academic language.  In ELA, there are six disciplinary practices, the first 
disciplinary practice, EP-1, is to support analysis of a range of grade level complex text. 
Sophia explained the task for the work group was to define what does it look like in language for students to 
recount in this disciplinary practice of to support analysis of a range of grade level text, and then what does it 
look like for students to explain and use language or to argue and use language and discuss.  This task defined is 
located on the right-hand column.  Students will analyze grade level text to identify logical outcomes of endings 
to stories read aloud, and they looked at what does it look like to be proficient to do that, to analyze a range of 
grade level text using recount, explain, argue, and discuss.  The basic template throughout all of the documents 
is in this format, using the key uses of language and an illustrated task along with describing what it looks like to 
be proficient in that language and use of language.  Page 6 contains four key questions regarding teacher moves, 
in terms of how to drive the development and understandings around how language is represented in the 
content areas.  What this section does in teacher moves is to help the teacher understand what steps, what 
actions to take to support English learners.  Question three provides the sentence starters, the sentence stems 
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for the teacher.  The content may change, but what does it look like in the academic language?  How do you 
support the academic language?  Question three is one of the pieces in all of the templates that will be looked at 
to ensure that teachers have an understanding and will be able to provide those language structures to support 
language development for students.  Sophia stated the framework will be a document of around one to two 
pages where teachers will click in.  They will click in and be able to pull pieces of these documents to the 
forefront as they are embedded as hyperlinks within the framework itself. 
 
Maija inquired whether question three is going to look the same across content areas.  Maija stated that is the 
one that is going to look the most different across content areas in terms of what language is used in each 
discipline to make meaning of the content.  I think that is where it differs the most. 
 

Update on Nevada’s English Language Development (ELD) Standards Framework 
Workgroups (continued) 
Sophia concurred and added, that is the section that you will see the sentence stems, and it will be based on the 
content that's being addressed, but there will be sentence stems, sentence structures, language structures in all 
of the documents, and they are typically represented by sentence stems and sentence frames. 
 
Sharolyn inquired whether feedback from Dr. Goolieb [phonetic] from the WIDA organization will continue to be 
provided. 
 
Sophia answered that there are no plans currently being negotiated. WIDA has a standards refresh that they will 
do, a refresh on their standards, and the purpose is really to coordinate various documents that WIDA has and 
also to really bring more clarity to the standards.  Given that it's a consortium, it is a high-level document.  That 
means that it is not necessarily the teacher moves that you see here.  It will not provide that kind of guidance, 
but it will provide, certainly, deeper understandings around academic language development and what that 
looks like.  Some very good feedback has been received thus far by Margo, Cofounder, and while she was 
pleased, she acknowledged that that won't be in the rollout of the refresh for WIDA, and given that it's 
consortium, it would be difficult when you have 39 different states in the consortium. 
 
Maija inquired whether Jonathan Gibson or Yvonne Williams from WIDA would remain involved. 
 
Sophia Masewicz responded that Jonathan is always available to look at the documents.  Yvonne Williams has 
not been involved with this work other than giving support to NDE in that meeting.   She is helping with the 
convening of facilitators of professional development across the state. 
 
Sharolyn inquired whether the funding continues through the summer for travel. 
 
Sophia confirmed and noted the funding is adequate to support this initiative. 
 
Karl Wilson thanked all who have participated under Sophia's leadership, noting that this is a lot of work. 
 
Duncan Lee noted it will be essential to convince the practitioner that this should be used in the classroom. 
 
Lorna James Cervantes concurred and added that the State has a tool teachers use for creating their lesson plans 
and this would be an excellent link to add to the curriculum engine once it's complete.  She also suggested going 
to the ELL Departments to help spread the word and what a resource this can be.  
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Diana Cantu shared that as a teacher herself, she sees how this would be valuable but has concerns that 
emerging level two is listed last. 
 
Sophia admitted this was a previous concern and is willing to change the layout. In addition, Sophia added, one 
of the points of discussion initially was, was it going to be all about English language development or should we 
consider the content disciplinary practices.  I pushed strongly for disciplinary practices to be included.  There's 
another consortium that have their standards along with the disciplinary practices.  People have to see 
themselves in a document.  Teachers must first see themselves in the document, and by using the content 
disciplinary practices, which they use every day, a number of them through every lesson, that they can now 
begin to see how the language can connect to those practices.  
 
Sharolyn stated when the relationship between practice and curriculum is looked at, that practice should inform 
development and that development should inform practice.  Often what happens in development is we come up 
with a document, a framework standard.  We evaluate it, and then we start to use it, but there's never any 
follow-up on it.  It would be really helpful to conceptualize how you can follow up, even in a focus group or a 
piloting of documents.  Sharolyn also commented that the visual is very powerful with teachers.  Some 
publishers, when they've got a curriculum and intervention that they are publishing, there is a link that takes the 
teacher to a visual representation of how this looks as it is actually taught in a classroom, a narrative of words of 
what works or recommendations.  It is really powerful to link the narrative to the teacher seeing it put in action.  
 
Lorna Cervantes also noted that seeing the task in linked video format is helpful and not hard to accomplish. 
 
Duncan Lee concurred that a visual representation is a great idea. 
 
Sharolyn suggested conceptualizing in stages, talking with experts, producing a draft, and piloting because in the 
long run, the end goal is a document that will be embedded in teaching practices and in administrative 
evaluation practices, and in teacher prep practices, and so it could be that your timeline needs to be extended. 
 
Maija agreed and suggested a rollout for May of 2019 rather than October 2018. 

Proposed EMC Schedule for Spring 2018 
Blakely noted the last EMC meeting is scheduled for Wednesday, May 9th, at 9:00 AM.  An attempt is being 
made to book additional rooms for one Subcommittee meeting per Subcommittee in between that time.  
 
Sophia stated as a point of clarification, the ideas talked about in terms of extending the timeline are really good 
ideas in terms of making sure that we get the feedback that will be generative, that is, to continue in the 
development of these documents.  The approval process, however, is the conceptual idea for the approval from 
the State Board of Education.  This rolls forward, and one of the ideas and the reason for the facilitators that are 
developing across the state is that once this in place, then it can start to roll that out through the state, through 
the facilitators who we are certainly in agreement about what should it look like.  That's part of the training and 
part of the conceptual understandings about what should happen in Nevada for English learners, and that is that 
every teacher is a teacher of language. 
 
Sharolyn thanked Sophia for her clarification and asked Blakey in regards to the number of meetings, what 
process will be used. 
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Blakely responded the potential dates are March 14, April 11 and April 25 prior to the May 9 meeting. Follow-up 
will be conducted via email to the subcommittees about when the dates will be. 
 
Maija noted that herself, Nancy, and Lorna will be in Las Vegas for four days and suggested meeting Friday, 
March 9th. 
 
Blakely made note of the request. 
 
Sharolyn asked if there was any more discussion regarding the meetings. 
 
Blakely stated she will speak with the Subcommittee Chairs following the meeting. 

Public Comments #2 
There was no public comment in Carson City or in Las Vegas.  

Adjournment 
  English Mastery Council Chair, Sharolyn Durodola, adjourned the meeting at 10:06 a.m. 
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