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 All agreed to county wide collaboration. 

Smaller /remote districts can’t do it on their own – Frustrations with Perkins – just walk away. 

There is a need and interest – communications – how to channel to make sure each district gets what 
they need. 

Some districts are in good shape – others not. Part of it gaining a grip on regionalization (i.e., advisory 
committees, skill gap analysis, etc.)  Concern to generate enough funds to hire someone – so  cost is not 
an additional burden to districts. 

101 region – 123, 171, 105 – 4 bodies in ESDs. 
Not that ESDs don’t want to serve because its incredibly challenging – each district that has to share 
data not a single data sharing agreement.  Time delay to get data.  OSPI data shows has who has what 
classes-and who teaches.  Without data sharing agreement can’t help.   Don’t know who has right to 
give data access. 
 

Idaho, director – districts were in Perkins 4 – it was challenging.  They did .25 release time in three 
districts.  -worked well.  Perkins 5 is more challenging.  Go for it – great things happened in smaller 
school districts. They had a rural contract to be interlinked. 

We’re interested! 

All at different points on a continuum.  Some partnership discussions. 

This may just be partnerships or coordination of work.  Hearing that we should proceed forward with 
ideas.  Develop a steering committee. Meet. Determine next steps. 

 

 

 

 

 

 



  
 


