


Minutes of the Executive Board, New York State Commission for the Blind
June 16, 2016
Present were:
Executive Board Members
Karen Gourgey - Chair
Carena Colura
Mary Lou Mendez
Julie Phillipson
Carl Jacobsen
Mindy Jacobsen
John Bartimole
Christina Curry

Interpreters
Rachel Cahill and Lisa Mariconti

NYSCB
Brian Daniels
Joe Nye

Guests
Margo Downey (prospective member)

The major thrust of the beginning of the meeting was the approach we would take with the representatives from the State Education Department (SED).  Karen submitted to Brian, and, thereby to the department, five areas on which we might concentrate:
1. The credentialing of TVI’s

2. Early intervention in the area of orientation and mobility is crucial for blind and visually impaired youngsters under the age of three when they become the responsibility of the SED.  Since payment can only be made to licensed professionals, those who specialize in this area cannot be paid.  We would like to ask SED to assist us with linking to the Department of Health to look into some shared financial responsibility for funding this most important service.

3. The accessibility of high stakes testing including Regents TASC, and other state competency tests.  Since, unfortunately, one size does not fit all, braille only makes these exams accessible to a percentage of the disabled population, and simply enlarging the print does not create accessibility for all low vision students, we would like to see some TVI’s included in their adaptations.

4. Our board would recommend that high tech evaluation be commenced at the earliest possible age since the adaptive tools needed by blind and visually impaired students are the vehicle that will lend them parity and enable their full participation in the classroom and extracurricular activities from elementary through high school.  We are given to understand that these evaluations are not taking place for at least the first six years of school.

5. Braille is a critical skill for most blind and visually impaired students as it teaches 

The critical nature of braille to the blind student and any student whose vision is at all unstable. Competence in the reading and writing of braille is the bedrock of literacy for blind individuals.  It allows children to grasp spelling, grammar, and sentence and paragraph formation so that they are able to learn both to understand and to express ideas.  Auditory learning alone simply does not allow this scope of learning to occur and so prevents a significant part of the common core to be realized.
First, we should cover the expanded core curriculum.  Carena had a hand-out that we can distribute to the representatives.  
We might continue with braille literacy as the expanded core makes possible the common core.
We would like to see the continuing Education criterion for braille increased to 9 credits in order to allow for proficiency in math (Nemeth) braille.
We hope that mobility for very young children in particular, might become a high priority.  (To be introduced by Mary Lou)
An article appeared in the Tuesday (June 14th) New York Times that alluded to some exceptions in the number of regents a disabled student would be required to pass in order to get a high school diploma.  We agreed to check the article and discuss it when we had some more information.
The representatives of the SED and Access VR came in and each shook each of our hands before joining us around the table.  They were:
Beth Berlin – Deputy Commissioner State Department of Education
Kevin Smith – Deputy Commissioner Access VR
Sophie McDermott – Office of Special Education, managing some projects for the visually impaired
Joanne Lacrosse – Supervisor Office of Special Education Policy Unit, SED
The SED has a youth disabilities advisory panel nominated by parents, teachers, or self-nominated if over the age of 18, to advise them about issues related to their education, technology and self-advocacy.  The SED would like to develop a second webinar including information from the NYSCB to let students and parents know about their options.  They will evaluate children for technology starting at pre-school age.  They are also evaluating system of disseminating regents exams.

The expanded Core Curriculum
Since Vision accounts for some 80 percent of the knowledge we gain, and the expanded core includes the education of many of these concepts, the board is recommending that it be emphasized.  Examples of the common core are: reading at rates of speed as their sighted peers, activities of daily living, typing, and mobility, to name a few areas. At a very early age, 
SED agrees that braille is literacy and needs to be part of the explicit instruction of teachers.  They are trying to keep them informed, but unless one of their students requires a particular skill, the teacher tends to forget it.
When the board recommended stricter credentialing of TVI’s the SED representatives pointed out that they have a difficult time interesting college students in becoming TVI’s.  We felt that the profession needs to be promoted and publicized widely.  There needs to be a program for the education of TVI’s up-state.  The SED is looking at the area of the inequality of available programs around the state.
The board would like to see orientation and mobility introduced at the toddler stage because children with sensory disabilities need to be taught some skills early in life.  For example, youngsters are being carried up and down stairs for many years too long because no one is helping them to learn how to negotiate steps.
Early Childhood Advisory Council is involved in these issues and SED is represented on it.
Carena handed out copies of the Expanded Core Curriculum. Sed says that many of these skills are part of the curriculum at present.  SED needs some blind and visually impaired people on its youth advisory panel.  
Both our guests and the board look forward to continuing this discussion in the future and have been enlightened by the information we have each presented.
During the afternoon, the Board first focused on the possibility of crafting a bill that would mandate infant vision screening in the State of New York. John Bardimole has agreed to take leadership for this endeavor. He would like people to volunteer to help. John emphasized that we would want to make this as simple and inexpensive as possible, both for practitioners and families. A question arose as to whether such an exam would be covered by insurance companies. The Board agreed that this would need to be researched. We should access the bill that was passed and mandated such screenings with respect to hearing, so that as much as practical, we can use it as a model. We also agreed that we should be contacting legislators during the summer and fall, so that when both houses convene in January, we might actually have some supporters.
The board moved on to a discussion of relationships we seek to build with other State entities. Carena expressed interest in acting as a liaison to the State Ed Department, and Karen agreed to approach SED about this possibility.
Mary Lou is unable to continue to work with the Office for the Aging. There was discussion regarding who might replace her and Julie volunteered. We will need to restart the appointment process to make this happen.
The discussion then turned to our relationship with those supporting the Office of Community Living bill. In particular, we discussed the need for someone to attend the meetings of the Most Integrated Settings Coordinating Council, (MISCC). Subsequent to the meeting, Brian indicated to Karen that the Commission would be able to reimburse someone who traveled to these meetings on behalf of the Board. Margot volunteered to serve in this role. Christina expressed the opinion that we should also have a representative present at the meetings of the State Independent Living Council or NYSILC.  In conversation following the meeting, Brian indicated that since the Commission does not have a seat on the Council, they could not justify the expense and thus would be unable to reimburse for travel to this body.
The meeting concluded with a discussion of next steps and an attempt to schedule the next meeting. It was scheduled for October 27, but subsequently needed to be changed; our fall meeting will now be held on November 10 in Albany 
The meeting adjourned at approximately 2:30pm.
Respectfully Submitted,
[bookmark: _GoBack]Mindy Jacobsen and Karen Gourgey



