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Dear Superintendents, and Leaders of Charter Schools and Collaboratives: 

In this Update I have one announcement and five items recently posted at www.doe.mass.edu for your review. 

Update 

Grants Opportunities Offered by CITI 

CITI (the Commonwealth Information Technology Initiative) is releasing several requests for proposals (RFPs). The RFPs are 
posted on the following websites: 

● http://www.citi.mass.edu/documents/MSCITIRFP121106v.pdf for middle school IT skills infusion in mathematics and 
science curriculum 

● http://www.citi.mass.edu/documents/HSCITIRFP121106.pdf for high and vocational school development of programs 
which lead students into the IT workforce pipeline. 

Schools and districts, institutions of higher education and collaboratives are encouraged to apply. 

Postings at www.doe.mass.edu: 

1. Guidelines for Commonwealth Pilot School Option (Working Draft) 

2. New Competency Determination Requirement Beginning With The Class of 2010 

3. 2007 MCAS/MEPA Administration Workshops 

4. MCAS Alternate Assessment (MCAS-Alt) Portfolios-In-Progress 

5. National Missing Children's Day Poster Contest For 5th Graders 

Sincerely, 

David P. Driscoll 
Commissioner of Education 
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Working Draft  

TO: Superintendents and Other Interested Parties 
FROM: David P. Driscoll, Commissioner of Education 
DATE: December 18, 2006 
RE: Guidelines for Commonwealth Pilot School Option (Working Draft 12-12-06) 

Massachusetts Department of Education 
Guidelines for Commonwealth Pilot Schools Option 

The four schools listed below have each been in underperforming school status for four 
or more years, and during that time have not demonstrated sufficient improvements in 
student performance to exit that status.  The Commissioner, in accordance with M.G.L. c. 
69, sec. 1J, has recommended that these schools be declared to be chronically 
underperforming: 

• English High School, Boston Public Schools 
• Academy Middle School, Fitchburg Public Schools 
• Duggan Middle School, Springfield Public Schools 
• Putnam Vocational-Technical High School, Springfield Public Schools 

The Board of Education has agreed to offer these four schools a choice – to become a 
Commonwealth Pilot School, patterned on the Pilot School model developed and 
implemented within the Boston Public Schools, or to be declared a chronically 
underperforming school, making the school subject to increased state intervention and 
oversight and expanding district and school leadership authority in accordance with state 
law.   This document provides an explanation of the Pilot Schools model that is being 
offered as an option to these four underperforming schools.  

I.  Background on the Pilot Schools Model

What Are Pilot Schools and What Is Their Purpose?
The Commonwealth Pilot School option is patterned largely after the Pilot School model 
that was created within the Boston Public Schools.  The result of a partnership among the 
Boston Mayor, School Committee, Superintendent, and Teachers Union (BTU), the 
Boston Pilot Schools were opened in 1995 to promote increased choice options within the 
school district, largely in response to 1993 state legislation creating charter schools. Pilot 
Schools are unique in the nation in that, by virtue of an innovative teacher union contract, 
they have autonomy over budget, staffing, governance, curriculum/assessment, and the 
school calendar to provide increased flexibility to organize schools and staffing to best 
meet students’ needs, while operating within the economies of scale of a larger public 
school district.  Pilot Schools were explicitly created to be models of educational 
innovation and to serve as research and development sites for effective urban public 
schools.   

The Pilot School model represents an innovative partnership between a public school 
district and its local teacher union.  Each partner agrees to allow approved Pilot Schools 
to be free from constraints in order to be more innovative.  Pilot Schools are subject to 
state and federal laws but are exempt from district policies and mandates.  Teachers who 

jmd 12-12-06 v.2 12:23 1



Working Draft  

work in Pilot Schools are exempt from teacher union contract work rules, while still 
receiving union salary, benefits, and accrual of seniority within the district.  Teachers 
voluntarily choose to work at Pilot Schools; when hired, they sign what is called an 
“election-to-work agreement,” which stipulates the work conditions for the school for the 
coming school year.  This agreement is approved by the school’s governing board, and 
revisited and revised annually with teacher input.  

Pilot Schools’ governing boards have increased authority over traditional school councils.  
The governing boards set the school’s vision, hire and annually evaluate the principal 
(with the superintendent having final authority), determine the annual election-to-work 
terms for teacher union members, and approve the annual budget.  Pilot School governing 
boards consist of the principal, faculty, parents, community members (higher education, 
business, and community agencies), and for high schools, students.  Faculty, parent, and 
student representatives are elected by their peers, while community members are selected 
by the overall governing board. 

What Are The Defining Characteristics of Pilot Schools?
Pilot Schools have the following defining characteristics that enable them to be more 
innovative: 
• Autonomous.  The defining principle of Pilot Schools is that if schools are provided 

maximum control over their resources to be more innovative, in exchange for 
increased accountability, student engagement and performance will improve.  Pilot 
Schools have autonomy over budget, staffing, curriculum/assessment, 
governance/policies, and the schedule.   

• Accountable.  Every school is held to high standards of performance through a 
school quality review process using a set of benchmarks that articulate the criteria for 
high-performing schools. 

• Personalized. Pilot Schools place great emphasis on creating a nurturing school 
culture in which teachers attend closely to each student’s learning needs.   

• Vision-Driven.  Every Pilot School has a vision focused on the fundamental belief 
that, given the right conditions for learning, every child can achieve at high levels.  
The Pilot autonomies enable a school community to unify around its established 
vision, including having the power to hire teachers and staff who support this vision. 

Pilot Schools’ Growth and Outcomes in Boston
Beginning with five Pilot Schools enrolling about 900 students in 1995, there are now 20 
Boston Pilot Schools enrolling approximately 6,400 students, or 11% of the total Boston
Public Schools (BPS) enrollment.  As reported in a January 2006 report by the Center for 
Collaborative Education, a nonprofit organization that provides support to Boston’s Pilot 
Schools, on the whole Pilot Schools have outpaced district averages on multiple 
indicators of student engagement and achievement – higher attendance, lower 
suspensions and transfers, higher graduation and college-going rates, and on the MCAS, 
higher scores in every grade tested in both math and English, and at both the passing and 
advanced/proficient levels. 
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These findings are the result, in part, of how Pilot Schools use their resources differently.  
With a per pupil budget similar to regular BPS schools, Pilot Schools as compared to the 
district average have:  

• Low class sizes: Pilot Schools average 19-20 students per class.   
• Low overall student-teacher loads: In secondary schools, Pilot Schools average 55-

60 students per teacher. 
• Long instructional periods: Longer blocks of learning time enable increased project-

based and hands-on learning. 
• Significant collaborative faculty planning time: Increased common planning time 

focused on improving instruction is a key correlate to increased student achievement.  
• A nurturing culture: Pilot Schools feature a variety of ways of personalization, 

including advisories, learning centers, and student support teams. 
• Graduation by competency or mastery: In most Pilot Schools, in order to graduate 

(from eighth or twelfth grades), students must demonstrate mastery of a defined set of
competencies (skills and content knowledge) through a series of assessments, 
including portfolios and exhibitions.  

II.  Guiding Principles for Commonwealth Pilot Schools

The Commonwealth Pilot School (Co-Pilot) model is framed around the following 
principles: 
• Provide maximum autonomy over resources, in exchange for increased accountability 

for student results 
• Ensure buy-in and ownership of the Commonwealth Pilot School model by the school 

community 
• Ensure that the right conditions are in place for each school to be successful 
• Closely document the progress and process of each school, so that there is ample data 

and feedback to use in mid-course correction and improvement 

III.  The Process of Converting to a Commonwealth Pilot School 

The process for converting a candidate for designation as a chronically underperforming 
school into one or more Commonwealth Pilot Schools begins with a decision by the 
district Superintendent, School Committee, and union leadership to explore the potential 
benefits of this option.  If there is leadership agreement to pursue the Commonwealth 
Pilot School option, the existing school’s faculty and administration will be informed of 
the guiding principles for design of Commonwealth Pilot Schools and will be asked to 
vote in favor or opposition to conversion of the school into one or more Commonwealth 
Pilot Schools based on these design principles. The number of Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools to be formed will depend on the number of students served by the school 
undergoing conversion.  As a general rule, the enrollment per school in a Commonwealth 
Pilot School shall be no fewer than 250 and no more than 450 students.   

If the proposal to convert the school into one or more Commonwealth Priority Schools is 
approved by a two-thirds majority of faculty and administrators presently employed at the 
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school, the Commissioner will defer action until the February 2007 Board of Education 
meeting on the pending motion to declare the school chronically underperforming.  The 
Department will provide district and school leaders and school faculty members with 
time and support, between December and February, for the development of initial design 
proposals for the Commonwealth Pilot School(s) into which the school will be converted.   

The Superintendent, with agreement from the district’s teacher union president, shall 
appoint a design team for each proposed pilot school.  Each design team will be 
composed of district administrators, faculty, parents, students, community members, and 
external partners.  Design team members will collaborate on the development of a 
proposed pilot school design to serve a target enrollment and span of grades specified by 
the Superintendent.

District design teams will receive guidance and assistance from the Center for 
Collaborative Education (CCE) to facilitate the Pilot school proposal development 
process.   Initial design proposals that include proposed work conditions for the first year 
must be approved by the district Superintendent, school committee, and teachers’ union 
leadership before being submitted to the Department of Education for consideration.  A 
district’s proposal to convert an underperforming school into Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools must be supported by evidence that the district has identified an appropriately 
qualified leader to serve as the principal of each school.  The deadline for submission of 
proposals to the Department is February 9, 2007. 

The Commissioner will appoint State Review Panels to consider district proposals to 
convert underperforming schools into Commonwealth Pilot Schools.  If the State Review 
Panel recommends approval of the initial Pilot school proposals presented by the district, 
the Commissioner will request Board action at the February 27, 2007 Board meeting to 
approve the conversion of an underperforming school into Commonwealth Pilot Schools.    

Upon Board approval of their proposed Pilot school designs, district and school leaders 
may begin selecting staff for those schools.  Information about the planned 
Commonwealth Pilot Schools, including details of the work conditions for the Pilot 
school for the coming year, will be shared with staff currently employed at the school 
undergoing conversion.  Teachers currently employed at the school being converted who 
wish to join the faculty of one of the new Commonwealth Pilot Schools will have the 
right to be considered first for those openings.  Teachers who do not wish to be 
considered for employment in one of the district’s new Commonwealth Pilot Schools 
may request reassignment to available positions in other district schools.    

After initial approval of its proposal to convert a school to one or more Commonwealth 
Pilot Schools, district design teams will have additional time, until April 13, 2007, to 
refine their designs and develop implementation plans for new Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools that will open in September 2007.   The Center for Collaborative Education and 
the Department of Education will provide continuing support and assistance during the 
implementation planning and execution stage of the Commonwealth Pilot School 
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conversion process.  Commonwealth Pilot Schools will be eligible to receive 
implementation grant support from the Department.    
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IV.  Guidelines for Adopting the Commonwealth Pilot School Model

District Conditions

Districts that propose to convert an underperforming school into Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools are required to have the following conditions in place: 

1) Local Approval.  The superintendent and local teacher union president must approve 
in writing the school’s conversion into one or more Commonwealth Pilot Schools.  

2) Autonomy.  Agreement must be reached with the local teacher union and the school 
committee to extend to the school’s governing body full autonomy over budget, 
staffing, curriculum/assessment, governance, and schedule, releasing the school from
district mandates and union work rules that would otherwise apply.   

3) School Budgets.  The school committee and superintendent must agree to provide the 
school with a budget appropriation that is equal to or greater than the district average 
per-pupil expenditure for school-based costs times the number of students to be 
enrolled at the pilot school.  The calculation of district per-pupil average cost shall 
include the costs of students in regular education, English Language Learners, 
vocational education, and mild to moderate special education students.  The total 
funds disbursed to a Commonwealth Pilot School per year will be adjusted based on
the actual enrollment of students in the school on October 1 of each year.  In 
calculating and reporting to the district and state their budgets, Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools shall budget the actual salaries of faculty that they hire.  As well, districts 
shall make available to pilot schools central discretionary services, allowing pilot 
schools to either choose to purchase the service or instead have the equivalent per 
pupil funds included in their school budget. 

4) Salaries and Transfers.  Local teacher union members who work at a 
Commonwealth Pilot School shall accrue seniority in the district and shall receive, at 
a minimum, the salary and benefits established in the local teacher union contract.  
Employees shall work in Commonwealth Pilot Schools on a voluntary basis, and may 
excess themselves (or transfer) at the end of the school year.   

5) Companion Voluntary Pilot Schools.  Each district in which a Commonwealth Pilot 
School decides to convert to Pilot status is encouraged to create at least one voluntary 
start-up or conversion Pilot School, to serve as a companion and potential 
“lighthouse” to newly formed Commonwealth Pilot Schools.  

6) Accountability.  Each Commonwealth Pilot School will be held to strong measures 
of accountability.  The Department of Education will annually analyze the school’s 
SIMS, MCAS, and MEPA data, along with supplemental data on school practices 
submitted by each school and publicly report on the school’s progress on multiple 
indicators of student engagement (attendance, suspension, transfers), and 
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achievement (grade retentions, course failures, honor roll, graduation, college-going, 
MCAS).   

The Department will also track and report on school practices being employed to 
improve student performance (e.g., class size and student-teacher loads in core 
academic subjects, length of student and teacher day, amount of professional 
collaborative time, length of instructional periods, average time in advisory groups, 
average time on core academic instruction for teachers and students).   

At the conclusion of two years in Commonwealth Pilot School status, each school 
will undergo a school quality review.  The school will develop a portfolio of evidence 
based on a set of pre-identified benchmarks of performance. The school will host a 
site visit by a team of external practitioners who will collect evidence, rate the school 
against the benchmarks, and report findings and recommendations to the district, 
teacher union, and Department of Education. 

School Conditions

Commonwealth Pilot Schools will be required to have the following conditions in place: 

1) Faculty Buy-In.  The school’s faculty must vote by a minimum of two-thirds to 
convert to Pilot status.   

2) Design Team Formation and Proposal Development.  School administrators and 
faculty will participate with district leaders and external partners on design teams that 
will prepare the school for conversion into one or more Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools.   Design teams will include the principal, faculty representatives, parents, 
community members, and in the case of high schools, students, and may include 
external partners recruited to support the school’s conversion into redesigned pilot 
schools.  The design team will be responsible for crafting a proposal for the new Pilot 
School.  The proposal must meet all of the requirements set out in the Department of 
Education’s Commonwealth Pilot Schools Guidelines and must be presented in the 
application narrative form specified by the Department. Pilot School request for 
proposals. Proposals will be submitted to the superintendent, teacher union president, 
and Department of Education for review and approval.  Schools that do not receive 
approval from the Board of Education for conversion to Commonwealth Pilot 
Schools may be designated Chronically Underperforming schools.  

3) School Size. Schools currently serving over 450 students must propose to downsize 
to a Pilot school serving a maximum of 450 students, or may propose conversion of 
the school into multiple small separate schools sharing a common facility.

4) Principal Hiring.  The selection of a principal to lead a Commonwealth Pilot School 
shall be mutually agreed upon by the district Superintendent and the Commissioner of 
Education.  The school principal’s annual evaluation, while the school remains in 
Commonwealth Pilot School status, shall be the shared responsibility of the 
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Superintendent and the school’s governing board, and shall be subject to oversight by 
the Commissioner’s State Review Panel designee(s).   

5) Annual Work Conditions.  Teachers who work in Commonwealth Pilot Schools are 
exempt from teacher union contract work rules, while still receiving union salary, 
benefits, and accrual of seniority within the district.  Teachers voluntarily choose to 
work at Commonwealth Pilot Schools; as a condition of employment at the school, 
teachers sign what is called an “election-to-work agreement,” which stipulates the 
work conditions for the school for the coming school year. Work conditions should be 
organized to maximize student learning time and provide ample time for teacher 
professional development and collaboration. In the first year, the terms of the teacher 
election-to-work agreement will be developed by the school’s design team and 
approved by the district superintendent and teacher union leadership, consistent with 
the design specifications for a Commonwealth Pilot School set out in the Guidelines 
approved by the Board of Education. Thereafter on an annual basis the school’s 
governing board shall revisit and revise the terms of the agreement with teacher input.  

6) School Practices.  The proposal for each Commonwealth Pilot School must provide 
evidence of the following practices: 
• The school administers school-wide math and English language arts assessments 

that are aligned with the curriculum and state frameworks, 4-6 times per year 
• The school tracks assessment results, and uses this data to inform curriculum, 

instruction, and individual student support 
• The school schedule provides ample time on a daily and weekly basis for 

instruction and individualized student support in math and English language arts 
(for students who are not yet proficient, the recommended amount of time is 90 
minutes per subject per day) 

• The school provides before- and after-school academic support opportunities 
(e.g., tutoring, learning center, peer study groups, homework help) for students 
who need it 

• The school has full-time faculty coaches for both English language arts and math, 
who are responsible for providing faculty with classroom observation and 
feedback on the quality of curriculum delivery, instructional practice, and data use 

• School administrators periodically evaluate faculty, including evaluation of 
content knowledge, tied in part to evidence of effective instruction leading to 
student learning, and commitment to the school’s culture and pilot school model 

• The weekly and annual faculty work schedule provides ample time for regular 
interdisciplinary team, department, and full faculty meetings to discuss 
instructional practice, curriculum, assessment, school-wide improvement, and 
individual student progress.  No less than one hour per week and no fewer than 
five days per year (or the hourly equivalent) should be devoted to collaborative 
work and professional development dedicated to instructional improvement.  

7) Governance.  Each Commonwealth Pilot School will have a governing board that 
includes representatives of the school’s administration, faculty, parents, community 
members, and in the case of high schools, students, and external partners committed 
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to achievement of the school’s mission.  This board is responsible for setting the 
vision, annual budget approval, participating in the annual evaluation of the principal 
(with the superintendent having final authority), and approving the annual work 
conditions for faculty.  Each governing board will establish by-laws for meeting, 
membership, decisions, and communication.  The initial membership of a 
Commonwealth Pilot School’s governing board and initial appointments to board 
leadership roles will be mutually agreed upon by the superintendent and teacher union 
president. 

8) Compliance with State and Federal Laws.  Every approved Commonwealth Pilot 
School must comply with all federal and state laws and regulations and court orders, 
including those relating to diversity of students and teachers, special education, and 
English Language Learners.  The local superintendent and school committee shall 
retain responsibility to ensure the quality of education offered, protect the rights and 
interests of students and staff, and oversee the expenditure of public funds at each 
Commonwealth Pilot School. 

9) Commonwealth Pilot Schools Network.  Commonwealth Pilot School 
administrators and faculty will be part of a statewide network of schools working 
together to improve student learning.  The network will provide professional 
development opportunities and supportive activities in conjunction with the 
Department of Education’s Commonwealth Pilot School initiative partners.    

V.  Timeline
The following timeline has been established for districts with schools that have been 
recommended for a designation of chronic underperformance to apply for conversion of 
those schools into Commonwealth Pilot Schools: 

Date Action 

December 19, 2006 Districts request Board of Education approval to pursue 
Commonwealth Pilot School option 

December 20 Dept. of Education guidelines on Commonwealth Pilot 
School option disseminated to districts and target schools 

December 15 – January 15 Faculty consideration of Commonwealth Pilot School 
conversion option.  Faculty vote to approve or disapprove 
conversion to pilot schools.  

February 6, 2007 For districts without Pilot contract language, parties have 
agreed to new contract language establishing Pilot Schools  

January 29 – February 2 Week-long Commonwealth Pilot School design institute for 
design teams developing pilot school proposals  

February 9 Initial proposals for Commonwealth Pilot Schools, outlining 
the conceptual framework of the school and proposed work 
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conditions, approved locally and submitted to Dept. of 
Education 

February 12-23 State Review Panels review proposals and make 
recommendations to Commissioner and Board 

February 27 State Board of Education votes on approval of 
Commonwealth Pilot School proposals  

February 28 – March 15 Information on design for new Commonwealth Pilot Schools 
shared with faculty.  Election-to-work agreements signed by 
faculty seeking appointment to positions in new pilot schools 

April 13 Final proposal and initial implementation plan for each 
Commonwealth Pilot School submitted to Department. 

April 30 Teacher assignments from conversion school and transfers 
from other district schools completed.  External hiring, as 
needed, begins.  

June 22 Initial membership and leadership roles for governing boards 
established 

VI.  Proposal Submission

Initial proposals for Commonwealth Pilot Schools must be submitted no later than close 
of business on February 9, 2006.   Please submit three copies of each proposal, with
supporting documents, to the Department of Education, attention Juliane Dow, Senior 
Associate Commissioner, Accountability and Targeted Assistance, 350 Main St., 5th floor,  
Malden, MA 02148. 
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New Competency Determination Requirement Beginning 
with the Class of 2010 

To: Superintendents, High School Principals, and Directors of Charter Schools, Approved Private Special Education 
Schools, and Educational Collaboratives 

From: David P. Driscoll, Commissioner of Education 

Date: December 18, 2006 

At its October 24, 2006 meeting, the Board of Education voted to amend the regulation on the Competency Determination (603 
CMR 30.0). The amendment changed the criteria for earning a Competency Determination by requiring that students, beginning 
with the class of 2010, either meet or exceed a scaled score of 240 on both grade 10 MCAS English language arts and 
Mathematics tests, or meet or exceed a scaled score of 220 on both tests and fulfill the requirements of an Educational 
Proficiency Plan. 

The amendment also adds Science and Technology/Engineering to the Competency Determination standard by requiring 
students to earn a scaled score of at least 220 on one of the high schools tests in Biology, Chemistry, Introductory Physics, or 
Technology/Engineering. The addition of Science and Technology/Engineering to the Competency Determination standard will 
also begin with the class of 2010. 

The intent of these changes is to increase the likelihood that graduates of Massachusetts high schools have the knowledge and 
skills needed to succeed in college or today's workforce that requires many of the same skills as college entrants. 

Since the Board amended the regulation, there have been reports in the media that may have led some to believe that the new 
passing standard is 240. While it is true that a student can meet the Competency Determination standard by scoring 240 or 
higher on both grade 10 ELA and Mathematics tests, students may also meet the standard by scoring 220-238, if they complete 
an Educational Proficiency Plan. 

To avoid any further confusion about this matter, I urge you to use the following language when conveying this new policy to 
students, parents, and school staff. 

Beginning with the class of 2010: 

● Students will be required to meet or exceed a scaled score of 240 on both the Grade 10 English language arts and 
mathematics MCAS exams; or 

● Students will be required to meet or exceed a scaled score of 220 on both the Grade 10 English language arts and 
mathematics MCAS exams and fulfill the requirements of an Educational Proficiency Plan (EPP); the EPP shall be 
developed for the subject matter area(s) in which students did not meet or exceed a scaled score of 240. 

Each Educational Proficiency Plan will include, at a minimum: 

1. a review of the student's strengths and weaknesses, based on MCAS and other assessment results, coursework, grades, 
and teacher input; 

2. the courses the student will be required to take and successfully complete in grades 11 and 12; and 
3. a description of the assessments the school will administer on a regular basis to determine if the student is moving 

toward proficiency. 

In the coming months, the Department will provide additional guidance on the Educational Proficiency Plan. If you have 
questions about new Competency Determination requirements or the redesigned Certificate of Mastery, please contact Peg 
Helgaard at 781-338-3524 / mhelgaard@doe.mass.edu. 
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The Massachusetts Department of Education presents 

MCAS Alternate Assessment (MCAS-Alt) 
PORTFOLIOS-IN-PROGRESS 

(Follow-up training on the 2007 MCAS-Alt) 
January 16-19, 2007 

Continental Breakfast 8:00 a.m. – 8:30 a.m. 
Workshop Sessions 8:30 a.m. – 12:30 p.m. 

Educators who are conducting MCAS Alternate Assessments, including 
special educators, general educators, and related service providers from 
school districts, charter schools, educational collaboratives, approved 
private special education schools, and institutional settings may attend.

 Contact Kevin Froton 
at Measured Progress 

866-296-2737 
kfroton@measuredprogress.org 

If you require an ASL interpreter, 
contact Kevin Froton at least two 

weeks in advance. 

  This flyer also available online at: 
www.doe.mass.edu/mcas/alt/ 

resources.html 

Please register early, since attendance at each session is limited. 
Registration is online at www.mcasservicecenter.com. All 
participants must register no later than Friday, January 5, 2007.   

How to Register 

Workshop Sessions (Register for One) 

Workshop 1: Portfolio Discussion Groups 
(Please bring your portfolios and your questions to this session.) 
• Review/discuss your students’ portfolios-in-progress in an informal setting 
• Have your questions answered by expert teachers 
• Share strategies for collecting high-quality evidence and data 

Portfolios-in-Progress sessions 
will take place unless school is 
cancelled in the district in which 
the training is being held. 

In case of inclement 
weather: 

If you have difficulty 
registering online: 

Tuesday 
January 16, 2007 

Marlborough Best Western 

Wednesday 
January 17, 2007 

Springfield Sheraton 

Thursday 
January 18, 2007 

Mansfield Holiday Inn 

Friday 
January 19, 2007 
Peabody Marriott 

Dates and Locations 

Who May Attend? 

Workshop 3: “Electronic Portfolio” Training 
(You must bring a laptop computer to this session) 
• Obtain and install FREE MCAS-Alt electronic portfolio software for 

creating student portfolios on the hard drive of your computer 
• Learn to use and trouble-shoot MCAS-Alt EV  

Workshop 2: MCAS-Alt Overview 
(For teachers who have not already received MCAS-Alt training) 
• Determine which students are appropriate for the MCAS-Alt 
• Learn about portfolio requirements in each content area and grade 
• Write measurable outcomes  
• Collect data and other evidence to measure performance and progress 
• Provide access to the General Curriculum through the use of the 

Resource Guide to the Curriculum Frameworks for Students with    
Disabilities (Fall 2006) (print copies available for participants) 



2007 MCAS Alternate Assessment 
PORTFOLIOS-IN-PROGRESS 

January 16-19, 2007 
DIRECTIONS 

January 16, 2007 – Marlborough Best Western Royal Plaza
181 Boston Post Road (Route 20 West), Marlborough, MA  01752 

Tel: 508/460-0700 


From I-495 North or South: Take Exit 24B (Route 20 West). 

Follow Route 20 West about one mile. 

Hotel entrance is on the right.


January 17, 2007 – Springfield Sheraton
One Boland Way, Springfield, MA 01144 
Tel: 413/781-1010 

From I-90 (Mass Turnpike) East or West: Take Exit 4 (Interstate 91 
South). See directions below from I-91 South. 
From I-91 South: Take Exit 7 (Springfield Center/Columbus Avenue). Take 
the first LEFT onto Boland Way. 
Hotel entrance is on right. Park in hotel parking lot and bring ticket for 
validation. 
From I-91 North: Take Exit 4 toward Broad Street. Take slight LEFT onto 
E. Columbus Ave. Turn RIGHT onto Boland Way/Monarch Place. Hotel 
entrance is on right. Park in hotel parking lot and bring ticket for validation. 

January 18, 2007 – Mansfield Holiday Inn
31 Hampshire Street, Mansfield, MA 02048 
Tel: 508/339-2200 

From I- 495 North or South: Take Exit 12-Route 140 North. Go to fifth set 
of lights and turn left into the Cabot Business Park. Stay in the right lane to 
the end. 
From I-95 North or South: Take Exit 7A. At the second set of lights, take 
right onto Forbes Blvd. The hotel is located at the end of Forbes Road 
(approximately 1 mile). 

January 19, 2007 – Peabody Marriott
8A Centennial Drive, Peabody, MA  01960 

Tel: 978/977-9700 


From Route 1 North or South: Take Route 1 to I-95. 

From Route I-95 North: Take I-95 toward Gloucester. 

At fork for I-95 and Route 128, take the fork onto Route 128 North toward 

Gloucester. 

From Route 128 North or South: Take Exit 28 (Forest Street/Centennial 

Drive) onto Centennial Drive. Stay in the right lane. Turn right at the 

stoplight. Hotel entrance is the first driveway on the right. 
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National Missing Children's Day Poster Contest For 5th 
Graders. 

To: Elementary School Principals 

From: David P. Driscoll, Commissioner of Education 

Date: December 18, 2006 

The U.S. Department of Justice, through the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention's Child Protection Division, 
sponsors this annual contest for 5th grade students to develop the artwork that will represent America's united goal to bring 
missing children home safely. 

The winning artwork from each state will be displayed at the National Missing Children's Day ceremony, to be held on or about 
May 25, 2007. The national winner travels to Washington, DC, along with his/her parents and teacher, to receive an award and 
participate in the ceremony. 

Contest Rules: 

1. Applicant must be in the 5th grade. 
2. 	Artwork should reflect the theme "Bring Our Missing Children Home." This phrase must appear somewhere on the 

poster. 
3. 	The theme must be depicted visually in one or a combination of mediums, such as: acrylics, watercolor, pencil, charcoal, 

magic markers, spray paint, crayons, pastels, etc. 
4. The finished poster must measure 11 x 14 inches. 
5. 	The poster must be submitted with a completed application, that includes a description of the poster and a brief 

biography of the artist (neither to exceed 100 words) either legibly written or typed. 

Judging Criteria: 

1. 	Complete contest rules must be followed for all levels of competition. Incomplete packages and incorrect sized posters 
will not be eligible for further consideration. 

2. Artwork will be judged on: 
1. Originality of design 
2. Reflection of the contest theme 
3. Use of color and materials 

3. Written applications will be judged on: 
1. Level of understanding of the subject expressed 
2. Clarity 
3. Grammar and syntax appropriate to the 5th grade level 

The contest will commence on January 13, 2007, "AMBER Alert Awareness Day." 

The 11x14 poster with completed application must be mailed by March 1, 2007 to: Massachusetts State Police General 
Headquarters 
c/o Tpr. Nicole Morrell 
AMBER Alert Coordinator 
470 Worcester Road 
Framingham, MA. 01702 

Complete information about the contest can be viewed and downloaded at the sites below: 

OJJDP Poster Contest Overview 

Poster Contest information download site 
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