
KERN COUNTY SUBSTANCE ABUSE PREVENTION EDUCATION 
(KCSAPE) CONSORTIUM 

 
ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES 

MAY 2, 1995 
 
Those attending: 
 Cathy Salsman, Tehachapi   Bob Chrisman, Linns Valley-Poso Flat 
 Daniel Day, Lost Hilss   Pam Sanders, Maricopa Unified 
 Don Swearingen, Midway   Rick Pierucci, Norris 
 Jamie Henderson, Rosedale  Carl Delfino, DiGiorgio 
 Kathy Hollis, Beardsley   Bruce Foster, Standard 
 Lyle Mack, Richland-Lerdo  Larry Blaylock, Tehachapi 
 Michael Hulsizer, KCSOS   Steve Hageman, KCSOS 
 Peggy Clemens, Wasco   Carol Perkins, Lamont 
 Richard Eubanks, So. Kern   Rommie Lewis, El Tejon 
 Sherrill Young, McFarland  Chris Frazier, Kernville 
 Tony Monetti, Muroc   Jerelle Davis, El Tejon 
 
Meeting was called to order at 9:05 a.m. by Administrator, Michael Hulsizer. 
 
Michael Husizer stated that the purpose of this meeting today was to go over changes in the consolidated 
application and to answer any questions about it.  Also to discuss if the consortium is meeting the needs of 
the school districts. 
 
The first question discussed was regarding Part I of the consolidated application. and who would sign the 
application.  It was stated that a school district representative must sign off on this page rather than Steve 
Hageman.  Michael Hulsizer said that he would put a call in to Greg Wolf to find out for sure 
 
It was brought up that the same person to sign below should not be the same as the contact person that is 
named above.  If you are not a part of the consortium then agency representative would have to sign. 
 
It was suggested that Steve Hageman sign all the consolidated applications and then obtain each district 
representatives’ initials on the document, but it was decided that Steve could not go from district to district 
to obtain all the needed signatures. 
 
It was discussed was that if you are part of a consortium then that consortium is your advisory committee 
as long as you have a representative in that committee. 
 
There were complaints from several representatives that they receive conflicting information from that of 
Kern County Superintendent of Schools Office because they contact many different sources at the State 
Department.  Michael Hulsizer suggested that the districts let Kern County Superintendent of Schools 
Office be the contact person for all the districts and that Greg Wolf at the State Department will be our 
continous contact person there. 
 
The second item discussed was the Private School Section for Title 4.  In the past this has been separate, 
but now it is the responsibility for each of the districts to call all of the private schools that have filed an 
affidavit with KCSOS if there are six students or more and ask them if they want to remain part of the 
consortium. 
 
Steve Hageman will compile a survey form and he will follow up for you and negotiate with the private 
school for the service that they will be entitled to. 
 
The third item discussed was Page 13, the Survey of Expulsions.  The form says to identify every referral, 
but most keep only records of actual expulsions. 



 
Out of 35 million to be distributed, 70% will be based on ADA; the other 30% or approximately 10 million 
will be distributed to the districts with the highest number of expulsions.  So this form will be used to rate 
the districts.  You may get extra money, but also may take heat for a having a high number of expulsions 
and a way of obtaining your money. 
 
Two issues regarding this are 1) Don’t want you to put referrals on suspensions; only want actual 
suspensions and 2) Some districts may attempt to put referrals under suspensions 
 
If you are in the Kern County Substance Abuse Prevention Education Consortium and are selected to 
receive these monies then KCSAPE will have a separate program for you so that your district will receive 
extra services.  You will have a separate program so that the extra monies that you received will go back 
into your district. 
 
Page 1:  Michael Hulsizer let everyone know to be sure that when checking the programs that you are 
applying for on the consolidated application that you also check the Title 4 if you are applying for your 
own consolidated application.  Also check Eisenhower.  Also be sure to mark Title I. 
 
It was decided after all that the districts would not have to mark Title II, the Eisenhower. 
 
Page 2:  The preliminary plan is the section that most district representatives were concerned about and it 
was decided that Steve will put in the mail on Friday, May 5, 1995, a suggested response to the preliminary 
plan. 
 
Steve will develop a list of activities for you to include in your application and when and who will carry 
out that activity.  The focus is on planning so it will be more detailed. 
 
Page 3:  Regarding question 1, Educational goals refer to Title I and Steve will give you goals and some of 
these goals will also apply to SDFCA and Title I also.  For every goal , there must be an explanation of 
how the goal has been met.  Steve will provide the information for you to use. 
 
Section E:  Steve will give suggested 3-5 activities.  These activities will fit under more than one section. 
 
Several representatives asked for this information to be supplied on disk, but Steve said that time did not 
allow for us to do this. 
 
Other business discussed: 
 
Steve reminded everyone that MOU’s are due May 18, 1995. 
 
CCR is scheduled for CCR 1996-1997.  State is being vague on what it will look like. 
 
The mailing assurances are not available yet and will not be until July or August. 
 
Additional revenues coming in on additional money from Tobacco.  Steve will submit the application for 
the Tobacco monies.  That will not change. 
 
A question was asked what specifically did the TUPE money pay for and what specifically did the DATE 
money pay for. 
 
Michael Hulsizer stated that all monies were used to fund prevention-based programs.  No specific 
programs are funded by specific money.  It is a comprehensive approach program.  All programs include a 
tobacco prevention message in case of an audit. 
 


