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English Mastery Council 
Teaching English as a Second Language (TESL) Subcommittee 

Meeting Minutes 

Tuesday October 2, 2018 
9:00 AM 

Meeting Locations:  
Video Conference  

OFFICE LOCATION ROOM 

Department of Education 9890 South Maryland Parkway, Las Vegas, NV Bristlecone Conference  Room 

Department of Education 700 East Fifth Street, Carson City, NV Silver Ore Conference Room 

Call to Order 
Blakely Hume with the Nevada Department of Education called to order, from Las Vegas, the meeting of the English 
Mastery Council TESL subcommittee, at 9:00 AM on Tuesday, October 2, 2018. 

Roll Call  
Mindy Montoya conducted a roll call.   Quorum was established (three members present). 
  
Committee Members present in Las Vegas:  Dr. Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola 
Committee Members present in Carson City:   Diane Barone, Barbara Harris 
 
NDE staff present in Las Vegas:  Mindy Montoya 
NDE staff present in Carson City:  Blakely Hume 

Pledge of Allegiance 
Blakely Hume led the Pledge of Allegiance. 

Public Comments #1  
There were no public comments from Carson City or Las Vegas. 

Approval of April 25, 2018 Minutes  
Blakely Hume asked for a motion to approve the April 25, 2018 meeting minutes. 

Motion: Sharolyn Durodola motioned to approve the April 25, 2018 meeting minutes. Diane Barone seconded the motion. 
Motion carried and the meeting minutes from April 25, 2018 were approved. 

Approval of Flexible Agenda 
Blakely Hume asked for a motion to approve a flexible Agenda.  

Motion: Sharolyn Durodola motioned to approve a flexible Agenda. Barbara Harris seconded the motion. Motion carried 
and a flexible Agenda was approved. 
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Election of Subcommittee Chair for 2018-19  
Blakely Hume reminded the members that Chair positions for the English Mastery Council and its subcommittees are one-
year positions and the duties and tasks involve running the subcommittees, including preparation for meetings, contact 
with NDE, and running the actual meetings.  Mr. Hume asked if there were nominations for the Chair for the TESL 
subcommittee. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated that though Lori Navarrete was not at the meeting, but had expressed interest in being 
considered for Chair for this year.  Blakely Hume stated that nominees do not have to be present to be nominated. There 
were no other nominations.  A vote was taken to have Lori Navarrete take over as the Chair of the TESL subcommittee.  All 
voted in favor.  Lori Navarrete was elected as the new Chair for the TESL subcommittee.   

Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year 
Blakely Hume produced a list of seven potential items that they had discussed or have brought up in the English Mastery 
Council. Mr. Hume reminded the members that it is unclear at this point whether the English Mastery Council and the 
subcommittees will continue past 2019.  Mr. Hume stated that there is a BDR that has said that they will extend English 
Mastery Council, and it has been passed by the Legislative Committee on Education.  He stated that it will now move 
forward to the new Governor to determine if the English Mastery Council will continue or not, which potentially could 
mean this would be the last year for the English Mastery Council.  Mr. Hume stated that there’s a lot of work that EMC 
wants to accomplish, so he thought it might be good to have a discussion based on what they’ve brought up at the English 
Mastery Council and what they discussed last spring in the TESL subcommittee.   

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola suggested several items they should discuss.  The first was the NEPF standards and indicators 
and how they specifically impact learning for EL’s.  Dr. Durodola stated that there should be a discussion around the tools 
that they might collaborate with the Nevada Department of Education to develop and show how WIDA and TESL standards 
are aligned with certain aspects of the NEPF.  She stated that another discussion item should be about how teachers can 
demonstrate their ability to adjust instruction based upon culture or language and what an administrator should be looking 
for.  She stated that teachers may not know how to do that and maybe administrators may not know what to look for.  
Previously they had a discussion around that particular item developing some type of tool that maybe could be inserted 
into the teacher training material so that there’s a more nuanced understanding of what those best practices might look 
like.  In terms of moving forward, they had thought of collaborating with Kat Collins to develop some information that could 
be put into that NDPF training.   

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated that for Standard 2, Indicator 4 there’s a range from “The teacher models and 
demonstrates high expectations that all students can learn at high levels regardless of family background, socioeconomic 
status or ability” down to, “The teacher demonstrates minimal expectations that children can learn at high levels.” It’s 
getting around teacher expectations to what EL children can actually accomplish and asking how do they know that 
teachers actually understand how to provide the instruction that is mentioned in this standard and how do school 
administrators know what to look for in terms of teacher behaviors that are aligned with what this standard and indicator 
are trying to get at. Dr. Durodola stated that instruction can be differentiated in ways that show that the teacher has high 
expectations for children who are EL’s or speakers of a non-English language.   

Blakely Hume asked Dr. Durodola if this was something that the subcommittee would want to set up with Kat Collins and 
have as part of a meeting or might this be almost a training exercise where they could invite her or is this something that 
they would want to coordinate with another subcommittee. 
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated she did not want to coordinate with another subcommittee and she did not want another 
meeting for another discussion. She stated that they’ve already discussed everything in depth, and it’s been noted in the 
minutes, and members have given ideas in terms of how it might look moving forward.  She stated that they need to decide 
if they’re on board to develop a tool aligned with NEPF, ELAD, and WIDA standards.  

Diane Barone asked if there was any thought about also including the ELA state standards so that they’re all in one place.  
She stated that would help teachers when they’re doing their planning on how to address the state standards and how that 
would correlate or relate to the WIDA standards or the TESL standards.  

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola thanked Ms. Barone for her question and stated that the ELL framework specifically focuses on 
ELA state standards and how they are aligned and supported by WIDA and TESL.  She stated that the NEPF standards and 
accompanying presentation is a separate professional development opportunity that the state will be providing for 
teachers.  It specifically focuses on how teachers are going to be evaluated across content instruction.  The NEPF standards 
tries to get at the idea that teachers should have high expectations for all children, specifically for those who come from 
other cultures, who speak other languages, and who may require some differentiation of instruction. The concern was if 
teachers know what that looks like and could they provide school administrators a more nuanced understanding of what 
that should look like and what exactly does the teaching behavior look like for a teacher of an ELL child who’s not English 
proficient.   

Barbara Harris wondered if instead of it being a separate document if it should instead be within the NEPF.  

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola said integrating it into something that already exists would be ideal and preferred. The 
presentation developed by the state around the NEPF standards uses videos as exemplar practices for professional 
development around the NEPF.  Dr. Durodola asked if they should meet with Kat Collins and ask her where in any document 
that they have already developed can they insert some information as opposed to developing something that’s separate. 
Dr. Durodola said she would rather have something that’s integrated into whatever script, video or professional 
development practice that they’ve already developed.  

Blakely Hume clarified if he was hearing the committee talk about getting together with Kat Collins and trying to integrate 
some of these ideas about the NEPF and teacher practices in terms of English language development and integrating that 
into documents that are already existing rather than creating brand new documents or videos for PD, focusing on standards 
and indicators for English language development.  He asked if that was a goal for the subcommittee and how to they want 
to structure it. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola thought it would be best to have a working meeting.  She stated that the focus is not on the 
entire NEPF; it’s on the specific standard and indicator that looks at teachers providing high quality instruction for all 
children regardless of their background or language ability.  It wouldn’t mean redeveloping anything; it could be that they 
develop some information that could be inserted for a specific domain or indicator that could be included in the 
professional development model.  It should be targeted to sections that they think would have the most impact in terms of 
developing new knowledge 

Blakely Hume stated it would behoove the Department of Education to reach out to Kat Collins to schedule a focused work 
session and then determine what will be the finished product of that work group day.  This would be an item to discuss with 
the Mastery Council on November 8th to determine if this is the direction they want to go, see if there’s any other input, 
and then have that focused group meeting in January or February.  
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated that she appreciated the summary and the timelines, but the bigger issue was deciding as 
a subcommittee if they want to focus on this and task an issue that could impact practices in the classroom and provide 
support for administrators.  They need to decide if they want to focus on this before they bring it up to the EMC.   

Blakely Hume agreed with Dr. Durodola and stated that he would add this topic to the list of possible action items, and they 
could determine two or three for the subcommittee to focus on. Those could be the priorities for the meetings in February 
and March in terms of getting work done.   

Diane Barone asked if item numbers 6 and 8 were related.  She stated that number 6 is Best Practices for EL’s, Improving 
School Supports for Administrators, and if that’s related to the topic that they’ve been talking about, they could be 
absorbed into one. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola thanked Ms. Barone for recognizing that numbers 6 and 8 are aligned and complimentary for the 
focus on support of school administrators.  She stated that if the subcommittee could identify a standard or indicator that 
they think would have high impact on teacher practice and student learning, and the state department has already 
developed training for teachers and the training for school administrators, that’s an ideal setting and space in which they 
can integrate information.   

Barbara Harris started a discussion about item number 4, Developmental Delay and Special Ed and asked if they need to 
focus on that area.  Dr. Durodola stated that there were concerns around EL’s and Special Education practices.  One of them 
was the developmental delay issue related to language and the overidentification of EL’s in Special Ed.  Many states have 
moved towards a longer identification process because research has shown that when children initially are identified for a 
language delay, they actually just need more time to mature.  If the identification process needs to be changed to focus 
more on being aligned with other states, it would have to be voted on in the legislative session.  

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola brought up item number 1, Senator Cortez Masto’s Reaching English Language Learners Act and 
stated that she didn’t think it was really a TESL subcommittee driven act.  She stated that it’s initiating a funding stream for 
institutions to work around developing best practices, but it’s not an initiative that’s going to impact course offerings or 
course development at institutions.  She stated that it’s an opportunity for collaborative work between institutions and 
local educational agencies to be provided monies around developing best practices. 

Blakely Hume stated he would forward the breakdown of all the information about the Reaching English Language Learners 
Act to all EMC Members. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated the EMC really needed to address myths around EL’s and their learning, which impact 
instruction and asked how they could integrate language into NEPF standards to dispel myths around EL’s and their abilities. 

Diane Barone asked if they could craft a separate document, rather than embedding it to make it a stand-alone, with 
something like a list of ten top myths about EL learners that could be placed on the state website for maximum visibility.  

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola asked if this could this be embedded in the ELL framework and if they could come up with a 
composite list and then think of ways it could be integrated into some existing professional development practices for 
teachers and school administrators.  

Diane Barone suggested that they utilize already existing position statements and materials from the International Literacy 
Association, which covers literacy leadership, characteristics in culturally sustaining and academically rigorous classrooms 
and second language learners’ vocabulary and oral language development as well as equity and literacy education. 
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola thought this was a great idea, and stated that they should use materials developed by 
organizations that have already researched the topic and have some teacher-friendly kind of policies or position statements 
that would be beneficial.  She stated that they could compile a bank of resource materials around myths related to EL’s, 
something that puts all of this information together to be disseminated in multiple ways. 

Diane Barone stated they should look at the state of the state and what’s happening in districts to identify children for 
GATE programs and ask are children who speak a language other than English being marginalized.  

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated that some states have recommended assessments at the state level that school districts 
can use for varied purposes; however, Nevada doesn’t have those.  She asked how can the Nevada Department of 
Education provide some support beyond large school districts in terms of meeting the needs of EL’s who could be gifted and 
talented and could the state department conduct some research to understand what is going on in school districts to meet 
the needs of EL’s who could benefit from gifted and talented programs.  She asked could they share what resources could 
be available for rural areas and for small school districts that don’t have many resources.   

Diane Barone stated that maybe it’s just having the state identify what the available materials are and providing the 
teachers training to use them, but first they need to ascertain what districts are doing or not doing. 

Blakely Hume stated that there were three action items that could be voted on: 1) invite Kat Collins to the spring TESL 
meetings to do a work group; 2) create the document surrounding potential EL myths; and 3)research further the topic 
regarding developmental delay and SPED.  Mr. Hume asked if the subcommittee saw anything differently.  Mr. Hume stated 
that they could make a motion to the effect of that the Department of Education on behalf of the TESL subcommittee invite 
Kat Collins to the spring TESL subcommittee meeting to facilitate a meeting to work on alignments between NEPF standards 
and ELP standards. 

Motion:  Diane Barone made a motion that the Department of Education in conjunction with or on behalf of the TESL 
subcommittee contact Kat Collins to invite her to the next TESL subcommittee meeting in the spring for a potential 
discussion and work group session to identify NEPF standards and indicators where they might align with ELD standards. Dr. 
Durodola seconded the motion. Motion carried.  

A discussion followed about the merits of the remaining items on the possible action list. It was decided that the 
developmental delay item, although very important, is more involved than the subcommittee can tackle in one year.  Mr. 
Hume stated that it would involve research and getting to understand the issue and more meetings with the Department of 
Education.  He stated that there would have to be some kind of vote or agreement in terms of changing the language 
around developmental delay in terms of legislation. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated that it would take them too long to focus on the developmental delay issue and if it is a 
concern that can only be remediated by going through the state legislature, there’s not going to be sufficient time to get it 
on the voting space for the state legislature.  Dr. Durodola stated that it’s probably a two-year process and not something 
that can be feasibly accomplished within their limited time.  Given that they don’t really know what the future of the EMC is 
going to be, she didn’t think their energy should be focused on the developmental delay issue. 

Blakely Hume agreed and stated that part of the problem with the developmental delay issue is that there are multiple 
groups involved and that extends the process in terms of meetings, legislation, and decision-making.  Mr. Hume stated he 
thought the assessment issue was something that the state would have to take on to understand resources around EL’s 
with gifted and talented needs.  He reminded members that by the end of the legislation session they would have a 
definitive answer about what’s going to happen with the EMC, and at that time, the EMC can determine future items to 
tackle. 
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Diane Barone agreed and stated that the whole issue with over representation of children with developmental language 
delays is a complex topic with many stakeholders at the table and a clear message about what it is.  She suggested that they 
move their second action to the myths document and stated that she thought that might really play out with teachers and 
principals and superintendents as well because it’s something they can use, as long as they make sure the language within 
that document is accessible to all, and it’s not an academic university kind of document. 

The discussion turned to the crafting of a document about myths around EL curriculum and equity. 

Blakely Hume stated that if the myth document was something that the subcommittee is agreeing on, it would be a 
document that would need to be researched, pulled together and then presented at the subcommittee either the first 
meeting in January or the second meeting, whichever the subcommittee determined.  He continued that moving forward 
after that, would be the action item in terms of where it would go and how it would be disseminated.  Mr. Hume stated it 
was a two-prong process:  the research process first and then how that would be disseminated throughout the state for use 
in the schools. He stated that because it’s an action item that the subcommittee is dictating to and in conjunction with NDE, 
it would need to be a voting item.  He stated he would entertain a motion.   

Motion: Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola made a motion to develop a resource addressing the myths related to EL’s throughout 
the state of Nevada and then decide how that resource can be disseminated to support teachers throughout the state. Ms. 
Barone seconded the motion.  Motion was approved. 

Diane Barone asked if they would be emailing each other documents related to the task and how information would be 
collected.  Dr. Durodola stated in the past, they have sent everything to Mr. Hume who then compiles a packet for everyone 
to use in a working session. 

Blakely Hume stated the Department of Education would be happy to support the effort and by the springtime documents 
will have been sent in and some kind of working document in terms of articles, summative research could be presented at 
the subcommittee that in turn can then be revised in the work group, and then they can decide how it will be finalized and 
sent out. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated she thought the next steps would be for members to send their information to Mr. Hume 
by the end of October.  Mr. Hume could then put together a package for everyone to study before the next subcommittee 
meeting.  Members should have read all the materials and already be thinking of generating ideas about how they’re going 
to unify the information and disseminate it.  

Blakely Hume stated they had the month of October to accumulate data and he can craft the packet after his baby is born in 
November, so they will have about a month in December before the holidays to finalize and exchange emails to determine 
where everything’s going.  He continued that they can create some kind of working document in terms of all the research 
and then revise. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola stated the only thing the members really needed now was to have access to the documents.  
They’re not deciding right now what the outcome or the tool is going to look like.  They just need to start to read through 
the position statements so that they can begin to generate some ideas and come ready to discuss.  Dr. Durodola stated that 
they’re not expecting the state to provide summary statements.  These statements are written in teacher friendly language, 
and members just need to read through each other’s information. 

Diane Barone stated she was in complete agreement with Dr. Durodola and whatever the finished document looks like, 
they can provide links to the information or the references.  The document should show it was thoughtful and based on 
solid research.  
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Blakely Hume stated NDE would be happy to do anything that’s needed and reiterated that the Department of Education 
will gather the resources, make sure those are disseminated to the members of the subcommittee so when the committee 
meets for the work group in the spring, they can discuss literacy myths in addition to the Kat Collins’ discussion and work 
group, that will move forward to a document that will then be designed.   

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola suggested that when the subcommittee chairs meet with the EMC Chair, those links might be 
shared because everyone is looking at ways to focus on these myths through their own subcommittee priority task. 

Blakely Hume stated they’ve made motions and voted on two items in terms of the next EMC and asked if there was a third 
item.   

Diane Barone stated she thought the two items were a lot all on their own, so they should stick to two. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola said she would like to make it a priority item that the Nevada Department of Education 
investigates the issue of assessment resources and lack of resources.  She stated that if the subcommittee and EMC have 
that information, then they can think about what recommendations they can make for the state to support areas with 
limited or no resources.   

Blakely Hume stated he understood and he item would need to be a motion and voted on as it’s an action being requested 
of the Department of Education by the subcommittee. 

Motion: Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola made a motion that the Nevada Department of Education investigate assessment 
resources for English language learners who might be identified as gifted and talented to understand what resources might 
be available to all school districts.   

Diane Barone asked if they were just looking at what were the assessment practices for all children to qualify for a GATE 
program and then looking at those practices to determine if they’re appropriate for children learning English as a new 
language.  Dr. Durodola asked if that now should be the motion.  

Blakely Hume stated that following the rules of order, they would have to withdraw the first motion. 

Motion Withdrawn:  Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola withdrew the first motion. 

Blakely Hume asked if he was correct in in saying the second issue was having the state department investigate assessment 
practices and opportunities for English learners across the state with regard to gifted and talented opportunities. 

Diane Barone stated they were just looking at the assessment practices for children to qualify for GATE programs at this 
point, not opportunities, such as how does a child qualify for a GATE program. 

Sharolyn Pollard-Durodola agreed and stated the previous conversation that they had was that some school districts don’t 
have assessment practices in place because they don’t have access to appropriate resources.  She asked Ms. Barone how to 
formulate language around appropriate or inappropriate assessment practices across the state related to the identification 
of EL’s for GATE. 

Diane Barone stated they were stepping ahead of themselves and that the state department hasn’t investigated what the 
practices are.  She continued that before the committee could say appropriate or inappropriate they would need to know 
what the state of assessment is for children to qualify for GATE.  Mr. Hume concurred. 

Motion:  Diane Barone made a motion that the State Department of Education investigates the assessment practices for 
students to qualify for GATE programs.  Ms. Harris seconded the motion. The motion carried. 
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Subcommittee Discussion: Work Items 2018-2019 Year (continued) 
Blakely Hume summarized the three action items:  

1. Department of Education in conjunction with or on behalf of the TESL subcommittee contact Kat Collins to invite her to 
the next TESL subcommittee meeting in the spring for a potential discussion and work group session to identify NEPF 
standards and indicators where they might align with ELD standards. 

2.  A development of resources which various subcommittees will provide to the Department of Education and the 
Department of Education will collate and provide as an email document to disseminate to the subcommittee so everyone 
can do research so that at the next meeting they will have another work group session in terms of leading to a document 
about these myths.   

3.  Department of Education will do research on assessment practices for students for GATE programs across the state and 
that information will be presented at the next subcommittee meeting.   

There was no further discussion on this Agenda item. 

Proposed Future Subcommittee Dates for 2018-2019  
Members discussed various options for meeting dates and no date decision was reached.  Mr. Hume stated he would send 
out an email with possible dates to consider and then they’ll set up their meeting.   

Public Comments #2  
There were no public comments from Las Vegas or Carson City. 

Adjournment  
After thanking Barbara Harris for her service as chair last year and everyone else for their participation at the meeting, 
Blakely Hume adjourned the meeting at 11:03 a.m. 
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