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ENGLISH MASTERY COUNCIL 

Meeting Minutes 

Thursday, November 8, 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 

*NOTE:  Due to technical difficulties, the meeting was not recorded until 47 minutes after the meeting 
started; therefore, the minutes for those 47 minutes reflect only high-level notes that were taken during that 
time frame. 

Call to Order 
Council Chair Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola called to order, from Las Vegas, the English Mastery Council meeting at 
9:02 a.m. on Thursday, November 8, 2018. 

Roll Call 
Present  
Mindy Montoya conducted roll call.  Quorum was established. 
  
Council members present in Carson City:  Laurel Crossman, Gladis Diaz, Barbara Harris (telephonically), and 
Maija Talso.   
Council members present in Las Vegas:  Nancy Brune (telephonically), Diana Cantu, Lorna James-Cervantes, 
Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola, Melissa Esparza, and Duncan Lee.  
 
NDE staff present in Las Vegas:  Karl Wilson, and Mindy Montoya.   
NDE staff present in Carson City:  Blakely Hume.  
Chief Deputy Attorney General Greg Ott was present in Carson City.  

Absent  
Council Members:  Diane Barone, Lynn Manning-John, Lori Navarrete and Paula Zona. 

Pledge of Allegiance 
The Pledge of Allegiance was led by Council Chair Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola. 

Public Comments #1 
There were no public comments in Carson City or Las Vegas. 
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Approval of September 12, 2018 Meeting Minutes 
Chair Durodola asked the members to take a few minutes to review the meeting minutes. 
 
Laurel Crossman asked to correct the last paragraph on page 16 from “this is not a fun, common question” to 
“this is not an uncommon question.” 
 
Motion:  Lorna James-Cervantes motioned to approve the September 12, 2018 Minutes with amendments as 
noted.  Diana Cantu seconded the motion.  Motion carried and the Minutes were approved with the corrections 
noted. 

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

Update on Subcommittee Work 
Chair Durodola asked that the subcommittee chairs provide an update of their subcommittee’s work with a 
summary of their priorities. 

Chair Durodola stated that Lori Navarrete was elected as the new TESL subcommittee chair and that she would 
be providing an update on the TESL subcommittee’s work in Dr. Navarrete’s absence. 

Chair Durodola stated that identification of developmental delay in English learners would not be an area of 
focus in the coming year.  She stated that one of the priorities of the TESL subcommittee for the 2018-2019 year 
is to identify screening and eligibility for the Gifted and Talented programs with support from the state in 
identifying assessment practices.  She stated that the second priority is to identify what effective instruction for 
English learners looks like for administrators, especially around language development, and using NEPF training 
materials to identify those areas in standards where additional resources could be included related to EL 
instruction.   

Chair Durodola stated that the third priority should be developing a debunking myths document for 
dissemination to Nevada to promote equity and consider organization statements that help clarify the myths 
that stand in the way of best practices.  There was discussion on the topic of theory versus practice from Chair 
Durodola, Lorna James-Cervantes, Barbara Harris, and Laurel Crossman.  Ms. Cervantes stated that a big push in 
their district right now is equity of students in all areas including GATE, AP and Honors classes and making sure 
that they are giving all students equitable opportunities across the district.  She stated that she thinks any 
information that they can gather and take on will be good and that some of the best practices that are already 
happening could be shared.  For example, at all of their Title I schools, they automatically screen all second 
graders for GATE, and then any kids who come out on that GATE assessment higher are given the 
comprehensive assessment to see if they qualify for GATE. 

Duncan Lee stated that this was especially applicable to Asian students who have limited English skills but could 
qualify for Math and Science GATE opportunities if given the opportunity. 
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Maija Talso stated she agreed with the idea that equity was important, but she didn’t want to lose sight of the 
fact that in addition to the Gifted and Talented there is the issue of over-identification in the Special Education 
area.  She asked if they should also include the Special Education in some way to collaborate with them as well if 
they’re going to have a presentation on GATE. 

Chair Durodola concurred and stated that they had a presentation at the TESL subcommittee in April from the 
Director of the Special Education Department in Nevada and it was noted that this was something that they 
really wanted to follow up on in terms of the current IEP practices.  She stated that they brought up the Special 
Education assessment and over-identification context at the TESL subcommittee meeting, and they stated that 
they couldn’t accomplish it all.  She asked if it would be helpful if the Director of Special Education for the state 
addresses the EMC committee around assessment practices around EL’s in the state.   

Maija Talso stated they were talking about students in most cases that have not yet been identified.  She stated 
that in her district, it’s the psychologists who make decisions rather than the Special Education folks because 
once the Special Education folks are brought in that student has already been identified.  She asked if maybe 
there was another department who should be responsible for screening. 

Chair Durodola agreed and stated that the identification process should be through a multi-disciplinary team so 
there should be several different kinds of people on the team who are making that decision.  She stated that if 
they’re looking at assessment practices, especially around SPED, then it would include a school psychologist and 
understanding their practices. 

Lorna James-Cervantes stated that a common practice is that the expectation is that not only are the parents 
receiving interpretation services at meetings, but any students who are second language students should have 
at least a minimum of a screener in their native language being done before any assessments for Special 
Education Services.  She stated that way it can be determined if it is a language development concern in English 
or if the student truly struggling in their native language as well.  She stated that also, it should be decided if a 
child has more strength in their native language, then they should be tested in that native language rather than 
in English as much as possible.   She stated that it’s important to make sure that they have some of those 
common practices in place across the state to make sure those types of screeners are being done even prior to 
an assessment given by a school psychologist because they should be determining that student’s strength in 
both English and their native language before that battery of tests is given. 

Maija Talso agreed and stated that there’s frustration among a lot of their EL teachers.  They are trying to focus 
on the student asset model and what students bring to them in terms of their primary language or languages 
and yet there’s no way to really assess what their knowledge is, either content or language knowledge, in their 
primary language.  Even for Spanish, and even though they have the AP test which the foreign language 
departments use, there’s a $20 fee to take that AP test and there’s nobody to pay for that. 
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Lorna James-Cervantes stated that they used to use the IPT test in Spanish or English to determine the student’s 
strength in their native language or in English. 

Melissa Esparza said it’s important to remember that some students have not been exposed to reading 
instruction in their native language so even if they were tested in their native language, they still wouldn’t be 
successful because they haven’t been taught how to properly read.  Teachers may think students should be in a 
SPED program and that’s not necessarily the case.  

Lorna James-Cervantes stated that the practice in most of her schools is that if you do have a child not showing 
strength in the native language over English, then you would use English as the test that you would check their 
skills in.  She stated the real focus is going to be put on English as the instructional language for those children 
who don’t have that native language skill.  If they’re looking at children who are coming in at an older age who 
have been well educated in their native language, then for those children it’s really better to do the work in their 
native language, so it’s really dependent on each individual child.  She stated that you do have to give the 
children time to acquire the English language before actually expecting them to be proficient in it, so that’s why 
a lot of times schools hold off on testing a child for Special Education services because they want to make sure 
that it’s not a matter that they just haven’t had the time to acquire the language before placing them in Special 
Education.   

Maija Talso stated that’s also their practice in Washoe.   

Laurel Crossman reminded everyone that when they did review the over-identification of SPED EL’s they tended 
to see it in the secondary school level.  In most districts, the numbers increased as the students moved up into 
secondary school. 

Maija Talso clarified that in Washoe, the students in secondary who are Special Ed were not identified in 
secondary.  They were actually identified when they were elementary students, and they’ve never been able to 
exit EL services based on the ACCESS test.  There’s been conversation around another option for Special Ed 
students who might have disabilities that prevent them from exiting via the ELPA due to their disability.  That is 
part of the issue.  There are definitely kids in secondary who are dual certified. 

Chair Durodola asked what a next step would look like.  She stated that one piece of the puzzle is understanding 
across the state what these practices look like; a second piece of the puzzle is looking at current practices in a 
school district around identification of EL’s with Special Educational needs that seem to work.  A third piece of 
the puzzle seems to be targeting questions that they may have from subcommittees that they want to have 
answered.   

Chair Durodola stated that she thinks there are two steps that come out of this.  First step is that subcommittees 
come up with some specific questions that they would like to have a deeper understanding of.  Second step 
would be someone who could come in for a detailed presentation that would be another opportunity to address 
the entire EMC.  This issue of assessment seems to cut across subcommittee work and a discussion would be 
better in a full committee session as opposed to a subcommittee session.  She stated that she hopes they can 
find a time to talk about some collaborative task, especially since the Deputy Attorney General stated it was 
okay to meet.   
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Chair Durodola stated they couldn’t vote on anything or make decisions, but they could have a discussion so that 
they know how to move forward.  It could be a discussion around some initial questions that they want to have 
addressed and figure out who could give them a presentation so that they understand what takes place at the 
state level.  She stated that the third step would be trying to understand what the degrees of freedom are in 
terms of what they can do.  In Special Education, there are Federal guidelines that have to be met, and if those 
guidelines aren’t being met, she asked what is it that they can do to build capacity so that there are more 
equitable practices.  In terms of following up, the first step will be to have a conversation with the committee 
chairs to come up with some questions that they would like to have answered moving forward.  The second step 
would be using one of the EMC meetings to focus on assessment issues.  

Barbara Harris suggested maybe another step might be contacting the Director for Special Education and ask if 
he has somebody who may be able to talk to them about EL and assessments. 

Chair Durodola thought that was an excellent suggestion and stated that they know what the best practices are, 
but are they being practiced, and asked how do they know if best practices are being practiced.  Chair Durodola 
asked Karl Wilson how many other subcommittee sessions had Mr. Hume planned. 

Karl Wilson stated that Mr. Hume had looked to schedule three total subcommittee meetings for each 
subcommittee throughout the year, and several of the subcommittees have already had their first meeting, so 
between now and the end of the school year, they had set aside two more times for subcommittees to meet.  
Chair Durodola asked that they not use the word “meet” but instead use “working session.”   

Chair Durodola asked Ms. Crossman what she thought the top three preliminary ideas and goals would be. 

Laurel Crossman stated that she couldn’t speak for the whole subcommittee, but her thoughts that of the five 
that they came up with, several of them dealt with deficiencies in the English Learner Plans, and they’re rather 
easy recommendations.  She stated that the curriculum development and the building of educator capacity 
overlap with TESL, so in her opinion, the top three would be the assessment, the curriculum and the educator 
capacity.  She stated that while the other two dealing with English Learner Plans are important, they’re very 
simple and don’t require as much work other than a recommendation.   

Duncan Lee thought this was a great plan.   

Maija Talso asked Ms. Crossman to elaborate a little bit more on the number two topic, the list of approved 
curricula.   

Laurel Crossman stated that when they met and reviewed the English Learner Plans, several of the plans lacked 
specificity in what curriculum they were using and if the curriculum was actually aligned with the Nevada 
Academic Content Standards.  Some of the plans lacked information about the models of instruction or 
instructional delivery.  As a subcommittee, they said if the Department of Education could give a list of the 
approved curriculum and supplemental sources that would support it, that would be helpful for them to say 
here’s the model of instruction planned and the curriculum is aligned with the standards.   

Gladis Diaz added that equity comes into play; everyone being able to have access to the same curriculum and 
course alignment.  That was really important. 
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Chair Durodola stated that she didn’t think there was a current list of approved curricula because this issue 
comes up within their UNLV courses and working with teachers in the field.   

Maija Talso asked if they are talking about curricula for all courses, all content areas, or are they talking about 
curricula specifically for English language development. 

Laurel Crossman stated that she thought it was what they were using for English Learner language development. 

Lorna James-Cervantes stated that it’s important to make a clarification that the curriculum is actually the 
Nevada Academic Content Standards, and if they are thinking about the curriculum materials used to teach 
those standards, they have to be really clear in that message.  She stated there are certain textbooks that have 
been adopted at the state level that are allowed to be used by school districts, and then it’s up to the individual 
districts to adopt the texts based on that approved list. 

Karl Wilson stated that they do have an organization within the Nevada Department of Education that actually 
does what Ms. James-Cervantes described.  He stated that they go through and look at curriculum materials to 
ensure that they align with the state standards.  Under the Every Student Succeeds Act, one of their guiding 
principles is to look to see that those curriculum materials, as they align or don’t align with the State Academic 
Content Standards, are also evidence-based and proven effective resources to support that instruction.  He 
added that as they take a look at some of the materials that have been approved in the past, they might find 
that some of them would not meet those new criteria that are defined under the Every Student Succeeds Act as 
evidence-based.  

Chair Durodola wondered if school districts had an understanding of what the best practices are that should be 
evident in curricula products or best practices that should be evident that impact EL learning, specifically 
language development through content learning.   

Maija Talso stated that with WIDA and language acquisition through content, stand-alone ELD curricula is not 
best practice, and what they’re looking for is content area curriculum that includes language acquisition and 
academic language.  She stated that it really is a matter of looking at the General Education curricula and 
figuring out how they’re going to work with those and evaluate in terms of what they hope to see.   

Sophia Masewicz stated that the focus is on the Tier I instruction and the adopted curricula used for that, and 
the issue moving forward would be to really look at those curricula with the eye of EL because companies will 
put in pictures, faces, a few strategies, but they are not deep enough, and even the well-known curriculum 
materials can be lacking for EL needs.  She stated that in terms of supplemental, there is another evaluation to 
consider in terms of evidence-based criteria for even those interventions, and there’s not much on the approved 
list in the state at this given time.  She stated that interventions are typically gap fillers and they really don’t 
push what kids really know.  She stated that it is fine for some instruction around that, but the larger concern is 
really exposing and giving kids opportunities for that standards-based instruction. 

Maija Talso stated that they need to be clear that curriculum is not the same as instructional models or 
instructional practices, and you can have a great curriculum, but if you’re using terrible practices it doesn’t 
matter, and vice-versa.   
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Ms. Talso stated that in terms of recommendations, maybe they should focus on the instructional models and 
some of those practices around oral language. 

Chair Durodola stated curricula or curriculum can refer to different things, such as standards, a pedagogical 
framework that guides development of something, such as the EL framework.  She stated it can also refer to 
materials, textbooks, supplementary materials, so they have to make sure they’re talking about the same thing.  
Chair Durodola stated that some states have a list of state adopted texts and they’re supposed to embed 
empirically based strategies and content and so districts can look there when they’re getting ready to adopt a 
textbook to make some decisions.  She asked if Nevada has a list like that. 

Karl Wilson confirmed yes and stated that is what he was trying to describe previously.  He stated there is a 
process for reviewing and approving textbooks as that curriculum support, and that’s where historically it was 
the focus on aligning to the state standards without the close look at whether it is evidence-based in terms of is 
it effective.  That’s the new enhanced focus. 

Chair Durodola stated that it’s an intriguing dilemma and it is crucial for when they talk about equity for EL’s, 
that EL’s have access to quality materials, quality frameworks, quality practices, and they all work together.  

Laurel Crossman stated that when they were going through this in their subcommittee work, they were talking 
about the second type of curriculum, the materials.  If a school identified what materials and textbooks they 
were using, it would be helpful to know if the materials are approved or aligned, and it’s the same with the 
models of instruction and the instructional delivery methods.  She asked if there’s an approved list and best 
practices of instruction.  She stated that that type of thing would be helpful as they’re reviewing plans.  Ms. 
Crossman stated that she understands that each district submits their own material textbook approval that is 
approved, and the Department of Education makes sure before they approve it that that matches.  She asked if 
NDE provide guidance to the districts on which ones are better and stated that it seems like each district is on 
their own finding the textbooks and reviewing them. 

Duncan Lee stated that in their review of all the school districts, there’s probably four or five that have less than 
10 EL students, and those districts may not have the resources to review and understand this complex issue.  In 
the draft recommendation they will be looking for NDE’s direction and suggestions for resources to help those 
smaller districts.  

Chair Durodola thanked Mr. Lee for clarifying that it’s the smaller districts, and asked if they understand what to 
look for.  She stated that it’s a huge task, but a necessary one to figure out how to help school districts 
understand which curriculum materials are more effective and more appropriate for EL’s.   

Chair Durodola moved on to the Standards and Curriculum Committee. 

Maija Talso provided a summary of the priorities of work coming out of their committee for this year.  She 
stated they had a telephonic meeting the week before and got an update from Sophia Masewicz regarding the 
standards framework project.  She stated that they and the English Mastery Council will still serve in an advisory 
capacity with regard to that project, and focus groups are being developed across the state to take a look at the 
initial documents and see how those work.   
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Ms. Talso stated that the goal is to pilot some of the materials in January and February of next year, and they did 
express a little bit of concern that that is also the ACCESS testing window, so they’re hoping those two things 
won’t conflict too much.   

Ms. Talso stated that the first recommendation from the subcommittee is to develop (perhaps in conjunction 
with the other subcommittees) some sort of criteria for evidence-based practices for Tier I instruction.  If 
students are receiving quality Tier I instruction where they have access to both the content and to academic 
language development, chances are much lower that they will be headed down the path toward identification 
for Special Ed.   

Ms. Talso stated that the second recommendation was really focusing on changing attitudes with regard to the 
assets-based orientation versus the deficit model orientation throughout the state with regard to English 
learners.  Instead of focusing on what they can’t do, they should be focusing on what students can do and what 
they bring with them.  She stated that there was consensus that this process has to start with administrators, 
and there has to be talk about this at a district level in terms of English learners and assets.  She stated that their 
final recommendation is to really focus a lot of these efforts on educating the higher administrators throughout 
the state.   

Chair Durodola thanked Ms. Talso for a summary of those priorities.  She stated that there are several places for 
collaboration across the subcommittees.  She stated that when she talked about changing attitudes, that is part 
of debunking myths around EL’s, and when she talked about developing criteria for Tier I evidenced based 
practices, she was correct in that if everyone has a better understanding of how to provide stronger Tier I 
instruction there won’t be a need for identification for more specialized services and supports.   

Chair Durodola asked when will the data be collected and examined in regards to the pilot for the EL standards 
framework and the focus groups.   

Sophia Masewicz stated the focus groups were actually going to take place between today and the end of 
December, before winter break, and the purpose of that is to really put the documents in front of teachers to 
look at the usability of the documents and how helpful the documents are to planning lessons.  What they have 
in place right now is a facilitator guide, so those that are leading focus groups will use a PowerPoint to walk 
through that.  She stated that they developed a survey to collect data from their feedback on the documents, on 
the elements of the documents, so both of those things are in place.  She stated a number of individuals from 
their ELD framework group will lead that in various places, extensively in Clark County and also in Washoe, Elko, 
and Churchill.  She stated that Ms. Talso will take on Nye, and Dr. Diane Walker from RDPD will work with 
teachers in some of the smaller districts.  She continued that after the data is collected and the surveys are 
examined, they will do refinements.  They don’t anticipate that they will have a lot of work to do with that 
because they had experts in the room in development of the work.  Ms. Masewicz acknowledged the committee 
members that did very rigorous work with the work groups, specifically Lorna James-Cervantes, Maija Talso and 
Dr. Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola.   She stated there were 28 people, specialists in EL district, people from RDPD, 
and also content teachers which was really critical as they engaged in that work.  She stated the plan is to do 
those refinements in the spring and to put the documents in front of the State Board of Education for approval.  
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Update on Subcommittee Work (continued) 
Sophia Masewicz continued stating that the set date was in June, but she asked if March would be better so that 
they could move to the next stage of development which will be around the resources so they can get those 
approved.  Then they want to move to what they think about in teacher capacity would be around building the 
capacity to address effective instruction for EL’s, those resources.  They gathered up some resources in this 
work, but really professional learning is the next stage along with the resources is the next development.   

Chair Durodola thanked Ms. Masewicz for the update of the framework. There’s a thing called “social validity” 
where you look at the social acceptability of a practice.  They need to look at how feasible is the practice to the 
teacher, what is her perception on how acceptable this is because what they’ve learned is that if teachers view 
something positively and it seems acceptable, then it’s a good fit for their children, and so they’re more apt to 
buy into it and really engage in the process.   

Lorna Cervantes had some comments about asset orientation. In her experience, especially at the secondary 
level, students coming in who are new to the country get placement testing in their native language, especially 
in the sciences and math to see if those students would already be able to test out of some of the credit classes 
like Algebra 1, Geometry, Biology, etc. That assists those students in being able to graduate and increases their 
opportunities to develop their English language literacy skills and spoken language skills.  Maybe they could 
consider looking into that as a policy across the state.   

Chair Durodola said those are important questions for students coming in at the high school level who might not 
be English proficient, but they may have a strong content background. 

Chair Durodola told the Council that there’s a brand new Nevada TESOL Association.  The first meeting takes 
place on December the 5th from 4:30 to 6:30 at the Yard House at Town Square in Las Vegas.  A membership 
email was sent out and Chair Durodola encouraged everyone to join and show support. 

Chair Durodola had another item on her list to discuss.  In their September discussion they talked about the 
ELAD courses that teachers across the state are interested in taking, and there were concerns around the costs 
involved.  Were there state funds that could be used as stipends?  

Karl Wilson said this subject was not on his radar and Chair Durodola said she would investigate herself. 

Public Comments #2 
There were no public comments in Carson City or Las Vegas. 
 
An unidentified speaker asked when the next meeting for the English Mastery Council was, and Karl Wilson 
responded Wednesday, January 30 is the next scheduled meeting of the full English Mastery Council, 
Wednesday, May 8 is the later one in the spring, and the next TESL subcommittee meeting is scheduled for 
January 23. 

There was an involved discussion about possible presentation topics, possible presenters, possible dates, and 
coordination amongst various subcommittees.  
 
Karl Wilson, after the discussion, said based on their recommendations his office will look at scheduling 
presentations and inviting presenters to assist with the topics for the January full EMC meeting.   
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Another discussion concerned a time when all the Chairs could get together.  It was determined they would 
meet December 6, from 1:00-2:00.   

Adjournment 
English Mastery Council Chair, Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola, adjourned the meeting at 10:48 a.m.  
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