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NEW HOPE-SOLEBURY SCHOOL DISTRICT BOARD 

SPECIAL EDUCATION COMMITTEE 

DISTRICT OFFICE CONFERENCE ROOM 

JANUARY 8,2013 

          DRAFT 

CALL TO ORDER 

Ms. Panzica called the meeting to order at 6:00 P.M. 

ATTENDANCE 

Ms. Panzica, Ms. Kingsley, Ms. Mitchell, Dr. Boccuti, Mr. 

Lieberman, Dr. Huchet, Mr. Kirsch, Ms. Reidy, Ms Tealer, 

Ms. Lawson, Ms. Kirsch, Ms. Rosenberg, Ms. Learmonth, and 

Dr. Lewis.(a number of staff were absent due to a school 

function)  

MINUTES 

Minutes were approved as presented 

OLD BUSINESS 

Mr. Lieberman read the SEC Purpose Statement to the group 

for review.  

Ms. Panzica clarified that “gifted” is considered to be 

under Special Education in the NHSD. Mr. Lieberman 

indicated that Special Education for children with 

disabilities comes under Federal law whereas “gifted” is 

not covered Federal law. Here, the Director of Pupil 

Service is responsible for both areas.  There is a separate 

committee in NHSD for the gifted, but it is not a “Board 

Committee.” Dr. Bocutti clarified the difference between a 

Board committee and an “administrative” committee. 

Mr. Kirsch proposed changing the phrase in the Purpose 

statement from “…effectiveness as possible” to 

“effectively.”  (Approved) 

Mr. Kirsch proposed that “challenges” in the second and 

last paragraphs be changed to “issues.” (Approved). 
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NEW BUSINESS 

Co-Teaching 

Least restrictive environment (and its legal obligations) 

was defined, and where Co-Teaching (hereafter CT) fit in  

the continuum of placement options defined by Federal 

Regulations. 

Among the questions raised were (1) what different models 

of CT existed; (2) what were the “best practices” beyond 

what were being presently offered by the District; (3) what 

are the models of CT that NHSD presently offer and how 

effective are they, and (4) what evidence do we have that 

CT works?  We need data. 

Mr. Lieberman noted the emphasis that the Federal 

government places on educating children with disabilities 

in the least restrictive environment (hereafter LRE) and 

where appropriate, with their non-disabled peers with 

assistance, if necessary.   

He went on to explain that co-teaching is one means of 

implementing LRE for the kids that can profit from 

placement in the regular education classroom with the 

support of a special education certified teacher. 

Ms. Learmonth questioned whether LRE only applied to time 

in the regular classroom.  It was explained that it applies 

to all curricular and co-curricular activities through out 

the day. Any given student may be able to participate in 

the full or partial range of the day on the basis of their 

individual readiness. 

The District was cited by the State Monitoring Team 

regarding its implementation of LRE-indicating the need for 

the District to increase the numbers of students with 

disabilities being educated with their non-disables peers. 

It relates to the percentage of participation in regular 

classroom instruction.  CT is an appropriate means by which 

the District can address State expectations. 

Dr. Huchet and Mr. Lieberman presented a chart of the 

continuum of types of placements ranging from the most to 

least restrictive settings. CT is close to full inclusion 

without support. 
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Ms. Reidy observed that NHHD presents an “all or nothing 

model” without sufficient options between the extremes.  

“You are either regular ed or special ed.” The District is 

“so far behind” in presenting a full continuum. 

Ms. Mitchell stated that CT in the 6
th
 grade was more of a 

“hybrid” and asked how a child with special needs could 

survive in the upper grades when so many tools were not 

provided in the elementary grades. Ms.Reidy stated that CT 

should start in Kindergarten-waiting until later was “a big 

mistake.” 

Ms. Panzica indicated that the teachers and support staff 

need to be trained. Ms.Reidy observed that there are 

teachers (here now) that want to work in a CT program…but 

they are not speaking up. 

Mr. Lieberman indicated the NHSD only offered CT in English 

and Math in grades 6-12.  He asked, “Do we wait until 

people (teachers) are ready? Some will never be ready. CT 

was introduced into the upper grades without any new 

staffing. “Some costs will be incurred to get the program 

going in the elementary grades.” 

Dr. Huchet opined that parents must become aware of their 

rights and informed of the LRE options that exist under the 

law-and than advocate more assertively in IEP meetings. 

Pressure from both parents and teachers is needed. 

Mr. Lieberman observed that there were not a sufficient 

number of teachers available to make CT work. 

Ms. Mitchell stated that, prior to last year, the 5
th
 grade 

used more of a “consulting” CT model as a means of getting 

kids back into the regular classroom, but the consulting 

teacher “left,” was not replaced, and the class” defaulted 

back to a “separation” model. 

Ms. Reidy asked, “Why did it work at the high school but 

not for the LES and UES? 

Ms. Panzica indicated that the administration needs to come 

to the Board with the number of teachers and aides they 

need to meet the needs of the students. “It is based on 

needs.” 

Mr.Kirsch observed that it is the administrations 

responsibility to educate the community on what are the 

possible models.  It is also the parents responsibility to 

seek out information on the options.  “It is a two way 
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street…there are too many times when the parents don’t know 

enough to help make good decisions and to become an 

effective advocate for their child.” 

Mr. Lieberman indicated that it might be more of a 

consulting position as opposed to a co-teaching model. 

Dr. Huchet expressed the need for staff development and 

that it was urgent that this be addressed immediately.  The 

plan needs to be incremental over a 3-4 year period. 

Mr. Lieberman questioned how the demands of the parents 

could be addressed now within the special education budget 

without additional staffing.  It was possible to provide CT 

at the secondary level by re-allocating existing resources. 

Dr.Huchet suggested that if this kind of program is done 

“right” that it could be providing some of the best 

instruction in the system, but it cannot be done “right” 

cheaply.   

The Committee agreed that there were more questions and 

issues that needed to be considered by SEC and that the 

topic would remain on the next agenda.  We were not ready 

to begin considering the Special Education policies. 

 

NEW BUSINESS 

None 

Meeting Notes by Ms. Kingsley and Ms. Panzica 

Written by Dr. Huchet 


