
MINUTES 
 

MURFREESBORO CITY BOARD OF EDUCATION 
SPECIAL CALLED BOARD MEETING-- 

POLICY WORK SESSION 
Tuesday, August 13, 2013 

6:00 p.m.—Council Chambers 
 
ATTENDANCE 
 
Board:  Chair Mary Wade, Jared Barrett, Andy Brown, Butch Campbell, Nancy Phillips, 
Nancy Rainier, and Collier Smith.  Absent:  Council Liaison Ron Washington.  
 
Staff:  Director Linda Gilbert, Gary Anderson, Sheri Arnette, Lea Bartch, Caresa Brooks, 
Crystal Farris, Kim Frank, Karen Hawkins, Shavon Davis-Louis, Greg Lyles, Joe Marlin, 
Ralph Ringstaff, Lisa Trail. 
 
Others:  Staff Attorney Kelley Baker, Dan Boshers, Sandy Scheele, and Others. 
 
 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 
 

I. CALL TO ORDER BY BOARD CHAIR 
 
Chair Wade called the meeting to order at approximately 6 p.m. 
 

II. COMMUNICATIONS 
 

Introductions:    Joe Marlin, Special Education Supervisor 
          Shavon Davis-Louis, Coordinator of Instructional  

Effectiveness 
 

III. NAMING THE NEW SCHOOL 
 
Mrs. Baker referenced the Board’s policy regarding naming a school.  She pointed out 
that the Board chose to appoint a committee that would review all names submitted and 
then present at least two but no more than four for the Board to make a final selection and 
then present to Council for their information.  Schools should not be named for living 
persons, except for those who have rendered exemplary service to public education in 
Murfreesboro.  Two schools should not be given the same name or similar names.  
Schools may be named for the area or community in which the school is located, or the 
street on which the school is located, or a street bordering the school site, if that street is 
well known in the community, or presidents, governors or recognized national, state and 
local leaders who have made an outstanding contribution to the field of education.  The 
committee would submit its recommendations with supporting reasons to the Board.   
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Dr. Gilbert stated that committee members were:  Nancy Loucky, Ron Washington, 
Caresa Brooks, Marisela Tapia, and Mary Wade.  Two other members in attendance at 
the meeting were Joani Beckwith and Russell Smith.   
 
Mrs. Wade stated that although it was a privilege to serve on the naming committee, it 
was a not an easy chore.  Committee members voted by ballots.  The names being 
submitted for the new school are:  Overall Creek Elementary and Westside Elementary. 
 
Mrs. Smith stated that she would like to see the school named for a person who has 
contributed so much to the community and would be a role model for children.  She 
asked Mrs. Baker if the Board had to accept the names submitted by the committee.  Mrs. 
Baker replied that the Board clearly chose to appoint a committee to review the names 
and submit their recommendations to the Board.  She noted that if the Board chose not to 
accept the names, they could ask the committee to continue the search, but the purpose of 
the committee was to review the names submitted to the committee.  Mrs. Smith stated 
that the County School Board did overrule Central Magnet School’s recommendation for 
that school.  Mrs. Phillips stated she sees both sides so asked if there might be a 
compromise such as having the committee submit two more names.  Mrs. Baker stated 
that it is the Board’s discretion, but this would require a motion from the Board on which 
direction they wish to take.  Mrs. Baker suggested that one of the committee members 
share the reason behind the selections as required by Board Policy BO 47, Naming a 
School.   
 
Mrs. Wade stated that over 40 names were submitted, which included the names of many 
community members.  The committee deliberated on all suggestions.  Overall Creek is 
located behind the school.  Westside is due to the location of the school.  The committee 
felt these were the two best names for the new school.  Mrs. Phillips asked if there was a 
way to add one name to the list and then vote on these three names, or send it back to the 
committee.  Mrs. Baker stated that the policy stated that the committee would submit the 
names to the Board.  The Board has two names before them that the committee they 
appointed has submitted to them, and the Board must decide if they will choose one of 
those two names or move in a different direction.  Dr. Brown stated that forty names had 
been submitted for this school, and schools in the past are about 50:50 for names or 
regions but does not indicate any trend.  He stated that the Board asked the committee to 
do a very difficult job, the committee deliberated and came back with two very good 
recommendations, and he feels comfortable voting on the two presented.  Mr. Barrett 
agreed with Dr. Brown, and stated that Westside might not be west with the city’s 
continued growth, but believed that Overall Creek would be a good name for the school.  
Mr. Campbell stated that the Board decided the direction they wanted to go when they 
adopted the policy.  Although he did not have a problem with asking the committee to 
review other names, he felt this would start the process all over again.  He felt 
comfortable going with these two names.  Mrs. Rainier stated that she knew distinguished  
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names of community members had been submitted.  She asked if the Board should be 
polled as to whether they should vote now or ask the committee to go back and review 
those names already submitted.  Mrs. Baker stated that she believes the Board is at a 
point where the Board would need to make a motion as to which direction they feel it 
would be best to go.  Mrs. Phillips asked if the Board could ask for two names to be 
added to the list.   
 
Ms. Joani Beckwith, a committee member, addressed the Board stating that the 
committee really worked hard with the suggested names, the frequency of the names 
submitted, but it would be difficult to go back and decide between all the names 
suggested.  She stated that the committee felt Overall Creek was suggested because the 
school will be using the creek as a learning resource.  She would not mind going back, 
but there were many names suggested.  The committee did not have just two names 
submitted but many names.   
 
Mr. Barrett moved that the Board approve Overall Creek Elementary to be the name of 
the new school; Dr. Brown seconded the motion.  On roll call:  Barrett—yes; Brown—
yes; Campbell—yes; Phillips—yes; Rainier—no; Smith—no; Wade—yes.  The motion 
carried.  
 
Mrs. Wade thanked members of the School Naming Committee for their work on this 
assignment, and the Board for taking action.  Dr. Gilbert thanked Mrs. Wade for her 
leadership on the committee, and the serious way the committee handled their selection.  
 

IV. APPROVAL OF TECHNOLOGY PROPOSAL 
 
Dr. Gilbert provided a PowerPoint for the Board as well as other documentation 
supporting the administration’s recommended technology plan.  She pointed out that 
technology is integral in completing tasks in today’s world.  Education must keep up, and 
she is asking the Board to put into the hands of students the tools to be successful.  
Factors in the recommendation include:  Common Core Standards, required electronic 
testing, PARCC, etc.  The Board has researched for about two and a half years what will 
be best for the students to move them ahead, contacting districts in Tennessee and in 
other states, the State Department of Education, vendors, etc.  The four factors driving the 
decision would be:  What would best prepare our children for the future?  What will 
satisfy PARCC?  What will put as many devices as possible into the students’ hands?  
What will be the best use of taxpayers’ money?  The rationale for PC’s was a cost 
difference of over a million dollars, a four-year warranty with Dell, onsite parts, remote 
technical support, and the ability to replace on a regular schedule.  She reviewed the 
document stating what devices would be provided for each grade level, kindergarten 
through sixth grade as well as ELL, SPED, library, speech, and teachers as well as the  
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software available for students and for teachers.  The infrastructure advantages include 
network speed increased 10X, single sign-on, improved system to manage software to 
support the network, and Virus/Spam Filter and all upgrades managed when sign on.  
Teachers will keep their district-issued Apple computer through the end of the year to 
help with the transition.  Professional development will take place throughout the year.  
The total cost, including devices for the new school, totaled $5,206,724.60.  
 
In response to Mr. Campbell’s question, Mrs. Hawkins stated students can access the 
programs from home.  The type-to-learn program would require a keyboard.  Online 
textbooks are already online, and Mr. Brooks and Mr. Cheeves have been instrumental in 
entering student access.  Mrs. Phillips noted that Mr. Claud Vick had been instrumental 
in the beginning of assuring that technology is integral in the classroom and learning is 
taking place.  She asked several questions.  Dr. Gilbert explained that computer labs will 
be on carts so teachers can pair together so instruction can take place in the classroom.   
Teachers will be provided support and professional development.  Mrs. Hawkins added 
that the numbers of computers at the teachers’ fingertips is a definite asset for teachers.   
Dr. Gilbert stated the technology proposal will be presented to Council for funding.  
Chris Lilly, Mr. Lyons and Mr. Crumley have been involved in the process and are aware 
of the proposal and the upcoming request for funding.   
 
In response to Mr. Barrett, Dr. Gilbert stated that other devices were considered, but in 
looking at what the assessment will look like and research with the other devices, the 
laptop is what she believes will be best.  She is not comfortable with students bringing 
their own devices at this time.  She does want to assure that what is presented in this 
technology proposal is equitable across the district.  The district would be happy for 
entities to donate devices to the district.  Mr. Boshers explained that the infrastructure 
piece will cover everything, but the new school’s costs will be included in the 
construction project.  Dr. Gilbert stated that the approach to homework is to assure that 
students have the necessary tools at home to accommodate assignments to be completed 
at home.   
 
In response to Mrs. Smith’s questions, Dr. Gilbert stated that they have looked at districts 
instate and out of state, as well as Mooresville, NC which is known for 1:1, attended 
workshops, and received assistance from Chris Lilly, Information Technology Director 
for the City.  As a result, she believes the laptops will meet what will be demanded of the 
students when looking at Common Core.  Teachers have stated that this will assist them 
in diversifying their instruction.  Mrs. Hawkins stated that they did look at other tablets, 
but were looking for the device that would give them more access to software and the 
ability to manipulate items, and be able to move to advanced applications.  Keyboarding 
is also a consideration.  She wanted to go for the recommended devices that will take the  
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district forward for several years.  Every teacher will have their own cart with their 
devices.  Two classrooms could decide to put them together.  The cart is secure, not 
rolling.  Mr. Boshers stated that a rolling cart is a security risk.   
 
Mrs. Rainier asked if the district will provide support for Apples during the interim 
period where teachers will have their Apple computers.  Mr. Boshers stated that the 
district will continue to maintain them and provide support for the iPad, too.  He 
explained that the infrastructure includes wireless access points, and must be built to 
support the increased number of devices, and additional storage.  Parents can only log 
into one thing so will not have access to anything else.  In response to Mr. Campbell, Dr. 
Gilbert stated concerns have arisen about the students taking the devices home for 
security, etc.  She will be discussing this with Dr. Clark.  
 
Mrs. Rainier moved for approval of the Technology Proposal as presented; Mr. Campbell 
seconded the motion.  On roll call:  Barrett—yes; Brown—yes; Campbell—yes; 
Phillips—yes; Rainier—yes; Smith—yes; Wade—yes.  The motion carried.   Dr. Gilbert 
thanked the Board for their support.     
 

V. APPROVAL OF BUDGET AMENDMENT FOR FY’14 
 
Mr. Anderson explained that the Board is being asked to approve an amendment to the 
budget so that the district can meet the requirement that the amount of local funds put 
into the education program does not drop below the previous year’s amount.  The district 
had decreased the anticipated property tax by $42,000 less than last year.  Based on 
conversations with State Finance officials, they recommended that the district add the 
$42,000 in revenue to the Business tax line, since this past year the district ended up 
collecting more than budgeted in that line.  The Board is being asked to approve adding 
$42,000 in revenue to the overall general purpose budget.  Supporting documents were 
provided.  Dr. Brown moved to approve the recommended budget amendment as 
presented; Mr. Barrett seconded the motion.  The motion carried by acclamation. 
 

VI. APPROVAL OF POSITION TITLED “COORDINATOR OF NUTRITION 
EDUCATION AND TRAINING” FOR THE CHILD NUTRITION  

            PROGRAM 
 
Mrs. Smith provided the Board with copies of the district’s menu for the month.  Mr. 
Campbell asked that on the document titled “Coordinator of Nutrition Education and 
Planning,” second paragraph, “he” be changed to “their”.  Mrs. Phillips moved that this 
item be moved to the August 27 board meeting agenda so that the job description of the 
Supervisor of Child Nutrition could be provided; Mr. Campbell seconded the motion.  
The motion carried by acclamation. 
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VII. BOARD POLICY REVIEW   
 

For Discussion: 
FM 14—Energy Management and Conservation  (Revision) 

 
Mr. Anderson explained that the revisions to this policy are a recommendation from the 
Energy Efficiency Schools Initiative because they found that some districts were creating 
an uncomfortable learning environment in order to assure energy savings.  Line 5 has 
been revised to read:  Maintenance of the learning environment shall always take 
precedence over energy conservation measures.  In addition, lines 19-27 note that 
districts will be in compliance with the recommended American Society of Heating 
Refrigeration Air Conditioning Engineers (ASHRAE) standards as listed.  These 
standards will be placed as attachments to the district’s energy management directive.  
Mr. Barrett moved to approve FM 14 as presented to be brought the Board for approval 
on first reading; Mr. Campbell seconded the motion.  The motion carried by acclamation. 
 

IS 7—Selection of Instructional Materials (Other than Textbooks)  (Revision) 
IS 8—Special Interest Materials  (Revision) 

 
Mrs. Baker stated that there are additional revisions to be made to IS 7 and IS 8 so the 
policies will be brought to the Board at a later meeting. 
 

IS 17—Relations with Education Research and Service Centers  (Revision) 
 
Mrs. Baker stated that she will be adding one additional paragraph to this policy that 
research projects shall comply with the relevant provisions of the Family Education 
Rights and Privacy Act (FERPA) including but not limited to Section 34 CFR Section 
99.31A6 that deals with research projects.  Dr. Gilbert stated that anyone that deals 
directly with students would have to follow the same policy of all volunteers in that 
background checks would be required.  Some research projects would only deal with 
looking at student records.  Mrs. Baker also pointed out MTSU does background checks 
on students who come into our schools to do student teaching.  The revision will be 
paragraph 8 and will basically say that the research project will comply with FERPA.  
Mrs. Phillips moved to approve IS 17 as presented with the additional revision as 
indicated by Mrs. Baker to be brought to the Board for approval on first reading; Mr. 
Barrett seconded the motion.  The motion carried by acclamation.    
 
Mrs. Baker stated that the only changes to be made on STU 13, 14, 15, and 16 are some 
changes to the language regarding the notice of rights and notice for directory 
information that the U. S. Department of Education has issued.  This information was 
included in the district’s Parent handbook, and these policies will be revised to include  
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the revised federally required language.  Mrs. Baker provided three documents from 
which the information will be taken.   The revised policies will be brought to the Board at 
the next policy meeting. 
 

STU 13—Student Records  (Revision) 
STU 14—Student Records Annual Notification Rights  (Revision) 
STU 15—Student Records Inspection & Correction Procedure  (Revision) 
STU 16—Student Records Use of Records  (Revision) 

 
STU 25—Suspension/Expulsion/Remand  (Revision) 

 
Mrs. Baker stated that STU 25 has been revised to include assault on a school bus driver 
or other school personnel (line 30).  Mr. Campbell moved to approve STU 25 with 
revisions as indicated to be brought to the Board for approval on first reading; Mrs. Smith 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried by acclamation. 

 
STU 63—Section 504 Complaint/Grievance Procedures  (New) 

 
Mrs. Baker provided the Board a new policy mandated by the Federal government 
dealing with Section 504 Complaint/Grievance Procedures, which is similar to the 
Americans with Disabilities Act.  Any educational entity that receives Federal funding 
must comply with section 504 and make reasonable accommodations to individuals with 
disabilities for them to participate in those programs.  The Tennessee Department of 
Education Office of Civil Rights has issued a consent decree that the federal government 
wanted all school districts in the State of Tennessee to adopt this particular grievance 
procedure set forth in this policy.  It is a federally mandated procedure that was sent to all 
school districts in the State of Tennessee.  The revision indicates that individuals can 
make oral complaints as well as written complaints.  Debra Savely is the Section 504 
coordinator for MCS, and the state also has an individual that works with Section 504.  
Dr. Brown moved to approve new Board policy titled Section 504 Complaint/Grievance 
Procedure to be brought back to the Board for approval on first reading; Mrs. Phillips 
seconded the motion.  The motion carried by acclamation.     
 

Delete: 
IS 22—Adopt-A-School Program 

 
Mrs. Baker stated that various means are now being used by schools to obtain 
contributions, and the Adopt-A-School Program policy is outdated.  The district did adopt 
a Community Involvement policy that reflected the ability of schools to work with 
community organizations that might wish to contribute to the schools.  Mr. Campbell  
 



Board Meeting Minutes 
Page 8 
August 13, 2013 
 
 
moved to delete IS 22—Adopt-A-School Program; Mrs. Smith seconded the motion.  The 
motion carried by acclamation. 
 

VIII. LIST OF 2013-14 NEW HIRES 
 
Provided for Board information. 
 

IX. DISCUSSION OF EMPLOYEE SUGGESTION PROGRAM   
 
Mr. Barrett stated that he had suggested this program in an effort to provide a means for 
employees to make money-saving recommendations to the administration.  After 
discussion, it was clarified that although the Board cannot compensate an employee for a 
recommendation that was successful in saving the district money, they could be 
recognized in another way.  Mrs. Rainier asked that the purpose of this program be 
clarified that it is not a complaint avenue.  Dr. Gilbert suggested that Mrs. Trail and Mr. 
Anderson be authorized to put this initiative in play.  Dr. Brown suggested this be done 
electronically.  Mrs. Rainier stated that issues can be addressed through the Teacher 
Advisory Council.  Mrs. Smith asked that suggestions received by the administration also 
be sent to Board members.  

 
X. DISCUSSION OF NEED FOR MEETING WITH LEGISLATORS  

 
Mr. Barrett made this suggestion.  If the decision is made to have a joint meeting, Mr. 
Campbell asked that the meeting be conducted in a less formal way, with sharing 
information and asking questions, throwing out ideas, in a conversational style.  
Following discussion, Mr. Campbell stated that he would contact the Rutherford County 
School System and legislators to determine if they wish to pursue a joint meeting and will 
report back to the Board.  Dr. Gilbert pointed out that some legislation still on the floor 
could be discussed so it would be beneficial to have the meeting before the legislature 
reconvenes.  The district would host the meeting. 
 

XI. DISCUSSION OF POSSIBLE POLICY COMMITTEE  
 
Mr. Campbell stated that he had suggested this committee as he had been involved in one 
in the county.  After looking at how this Board handles policies, he believes the Board is 
doing a good job.  Mrs. Trail pointed out that the district has an icon on the website that 
says “Ask MCS” by which the public can ask questions or make suggestions which are 
forwarded to the appropriate personnel.  Mrs. Wade asked that the administration make 
sure the public is aware that they have the ability to access “Ask MCS.”  
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XII. REVIEW OF DRAFT AUGUST 27, 2013 AGENDA 
 
Mr. Smith asked for an update from the people who worked on the partnership with 
China. 
 
Mrs. Phillips asked for a “good news” update on the opening of the school year. 
 
Mrs. Wade reminded the Board and public that the Board will meet in retreat on Friday, 
August 16, and Saturday, August 17, at MTSU in the Business and Aerospace Building. 
 

XIII. ADJOURNMENT 
 
There being no further business, Mrs. Wade adjourned the meeting at approximately 7:50 
p.m. 
 
 
_________________________ 
Director of Schools 
 
 
 
 

MISSION STATEMENT 
 

To assure academic and personal success 
for each child. 

 
 
 
 


