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Reports

Chair's Report

Presenter: Brenda Gullett

Commissioner's Report

Presenter: Dr. Tom Kimbrell

Update on Common Core State Standards, PARCC and School Improvement

This information is provided to keep the State Board of Education apprised of the Department's work activities
associated with college and career readiness and school improvement.

Presenter: Dr. Megan Witonski

Consent Agenda
Minutes - July 8, 2013

Presenter: Deborah Coffman

Commitment to Principles of Desegregation Settlement Agreement: Report on the
Execution of the Implementation Plan

By the Court Order of December 1, 1993, the Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) is required to file a monthly
Project Management Tool (PMT) to the court and the parties to assure its commitment to the Desegregation Plan. This
report describes the progress the ADE has made since March 15, 1994, in complying with the provisions of the
Implementation Plan (Plan) and itemizes the ADE's progress against the timelines presented in the Plan. The August
report summarizes the PMT for July.

Presenter: John Hoy and Willie Morris
New Hires, Promotions and Separtions

The applicant data from this information is used to compile the Applicant Flow Chart forms for the Affirmative Action
Report, which demonstrates the composition of applicants through the selecting, hiring, promoting and terminating
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process.

Presenter: Dr. Karen Walters and Clemetta Hood

Review of Loan and Bond Applications

Pursuant to Arkansas Code Annotated § 6-20-805 and § 6-20-1205, the State Board of Education must approve all
Revolving Loan Fund and Commercial Bond applications, with the exception of non-voted refunding of commercial
bond issues that meet the minimum savings as required by the Rules and Regulations Governing Loan and Bond
Applications, Section 9.02. It is recommended that the State Board of Education review the following Commercial
Bonds:

9 Second Lien — Recommend Approval

15 Voted — Recommend Approval

Presenter: Cindy Hollowell and Amy Woody

Report on Waivers to School Districts for Teachers Teaching Out of Area for
Longer than Thirty (30) Days, Ark. Code Ann. §6-17-309.

Arkansas Code Annotated §6-17-309 requires local school districts to secure a waiver when classrooms are staffed
with unlicensed teachers for longer than 30 days. Requests were received from 22 school districts covering a total of
35 waivers. None of these requests were from a district in academic distress. These requests have been reviewed, and
either approved or denied by Department Staff, and are consistent with program guidelines.

Presenter: Dr. Karen Walters

Consideration of Voluntary Surrender of Arkansas Educator’s License — Seth
Parsons — PLSB Case 13-032

Seth Parsons surrendered his teaching license as evidenced by his signed consent form. Arkansas law does not
provide for the mere surrender of a license. As a result, the Board’s acceptance of the surrender of his license will

result in its permanent revocation.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration of Voluntary Surrender of Arkansas Educator’s License — Stephanie
Bradshaw — PLSB Case 13-135

Stephanie Bradshaw surrendered her teaching license as evidenced by her signed consent form. Arkansas law does
not provide for the mere surrender of a license. As a result, the Board’s acceptance of the surrender of his license will

result in its permanent revocation.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration of Voluntary Surrender of Arkansas Educator’s License — Brent
Gunnels — PLSB Case 13-134

Brent Gunnels surrendered his teaching license as evidenced by his signed consent form. Arkansas law does not
provide for the mere surrender of a license. As a result, the Board’s acceptance of the surrender of his license will

result in its permanent revocation.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration of the Recommendation of the Professional Licensure Standards
Board for Probation of Educator License for One (1) Year and a Fine of $75 for
Case #13-099 — Lori Michelle Butler.

The Professional Licensure Standards Board’s Subcommittee on Ethics is recommending probation of the educator
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license of Lori Butler for one (1) year and a fine of $75 for violation of Standard 1: An educator maintains a professional
relationship with each student, both in and outside the classroom. Ms. Butler was notified of the Professional Licensure
Standards Board’s recommendation by certified and regular mail dated, May 21, 2013, and accepted the
recommendation of the Ethics Subcommittee.

Presenter: Michael Smith

Action Agenda

Consideration of Arkansas Better Chance 2013-2014 Grants

Pursuant to the authority granted to the State Board of Education, the Division of Child Care and Early Childhood
Education respectfully requests the approval of funding recommendations for the 2013-2014 Arkansas Better Chance
Program.

Presenter: Paige Cox

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Aldridge

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Sabrina Aldridge filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice applications of J. Aldridge and M. Aldridge.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Pipkin

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Wade and Robin Pipkin filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice application of M. Pipkin.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Anderson

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Leslie Anderson filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice applications of S. Anderson and K. Anderson.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Miller

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Melissa Miller filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School District
to deny the school choice application of S. Miller.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Mefford

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Shara Mefford filed an appeal of the decision of the Wynne School District to deny her
child’s school choice application.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Barnett
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Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Marvin and Monica Barnett filed an appeal of the decision of the Wynne School District to
deny the school choice application of M. Barnett.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — O’Neal

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Amanda O’Neal filed an appeal of the decision of the White Hall School District to deny
the school choice application of T. O’Neal.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — McCarroll

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Carole McCarroll filed an appeal of the decision of the White Hall School District to deny
the school choice applications of A. McCarroll (7), A. McCarroll (10) and A. McCarroll (13).

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Shirley

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Jill Shirley filed an appeal of the decision of the Lonoke School District to deny the
school choice application of H. Shirley and A. Bearden.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Hale

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. LaShonda Hale filed an appeal of the decision of the Marion School District to deny the
school choice application of J. Williams.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Ezelle

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Mr. Stephen Ezelle filed an appeal of the decision of the Lakeside (Garland County) School
District to deny the school choice application of B. Ezelle. Because the Lakeside School District is located in Garland
County, the district is subject to a desegregation order in the case of Davis et al., v. Hot Springs School District, et

al. The desegregation order in the Davis case requires school choice transfers in Garland County to be administered
under the Arkansas Public School Choice Act of 1989. Accordingly, this appeal will be conducted pursuant to the
procedures contained in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206 (repealed).

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Farmer

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Darlene Farmer filed an appeal of the decision of the Lakeside (Garland County)
School District to deny the school choice application of C. Farmer. Because the Lakeside School District is located in
Garland County, the district is subject to a desegregation order in the case of Davis et al., v. Hot Springs School
District, et al. The desegregation order in the Davis case requires school choice transfers in Garland County to be
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administered under the Arkansas Public School Choice Act of 1989. Accordingly, this appeal will be conducted
pursuant to the procedures contained in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206 (repealed).

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Rayburn-
Moore

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public
School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Tracy Rayburn-Moore filed an appeal of the decision of the Cabot School District to
deny the school choice application of D. Rayburn.

Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teacher’s License — LeKeysha Rakell Blackmon

LeKeysha Rakell Blackman has requested a waiver of the grounds for denial of her application for a provisional
teaching license. The State Board shall not issue a first-time license nor renew an existing license and shall revoke
any existing license not up for renewal of a person who has pled guilty or nolo contendere to or has been found guilty
of a disqualifying offense listed in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-17-410(c). Ms. Blackman was found guilty of felony theft of
property in 1994. Ms. Blackman represents herself.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Hearing on Revocation of Teaching License — Lance Delbert Campbell

Lance Delbert Campbell is a licensed educator. The state board shall not issue a first-time license nor renew an
existing license and shall revoke any existing license not up for renewal of a person who has pled guilty or nolo
contendere to or has been found guilty of a disqualifying offense listed in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-17-410(c). April 1, 2013
Mr. Campbell pled guilty and was found guilty of the following two (2) felony offenses: sexual assault in the first degree,
and pandering or possessing visual or print medium depicting sexually explicit conduct involving a child. Mr. Campbell
was notified June 24, 2013 that the Department will seek a revocation of his license. The time period for requesting a
hearing has expired and Mr. Campbell has not requested a hearing to waive the offenses.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teaching License — Deanna Gwen Griffey

Deanna Gwen Giriffey is a licensed educator. She requested a waiver of the grounds for revocation of her standard
teaching license. The State Board shall not issue a first-time license nor renew an existing license and shall revoke
any existing license not up for renewal of a person who has pled guilty or nolo contendere to or has been found guilty
of a disqualifying offense listed in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-17-410(c). Ms. Griffey was found guilty of a felony violation of the
Uniform Controlled Substances Act in 1989. Ms. Griffey is represented by her attorney, Elizabeth Danielson.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teaching License — James Wagner

James Wagner is a licensed educator. He requested a waiver of the grounds for revocation of his standard teaching
license. The State Board shall not issue a first-time license nor renew an existing license and shall revoke any existing
license not up for renewal of a person who has a true report on the Child Maltreatment Central Registry. Ark. Code
Ann. § 6-17-410(c). Mr. Wagner’s name was placed on the Child Maltreatment Central Registry in 2012. Mr. Wagner
is represented by his attorney, Greg Alagood.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration for Public Comment: Proposed Rules Governing Background
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Checks and Licensure Revocation

The Department recommends changes to the Rules Governing Background Checks and Licensure Revocation to
implement Act 455 of the 2013 Regular Session of the Arkansas General Assembly and to update other provisions.
Accordingly, Department staff respectfully requests the State Board approve the proposed rules for public comment.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration for Public Comment: Proposed Rules Governing Nontraditional
Licensure Programs

The Department recommends changes to the Rules Governing Nontraditional Licensure Programs to implement Acts
413 and 454 of the 2013 Regular Session of the Arkansas General Assembly and to update other provisions.
Accordingly, Department staff respectfully requests the State Board approve the proposed rules for public comment.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration for Public Comment: Proposed Rules Governing Professional
Development

The Department recommends changes to the Rules Governing Professional Development to implement Act 969 of the
2013 Regular Session of the Arkansas General Assembly and to update other provisions. Accordingly, Department
staff respectfully requests the State Board approve the proposed rules for public comment.

Presenter: Cheryl Reinhart

Consideration for Final Approval: Revisions to Arkansas Department of Education
Rules Governing Public Charter Schools

Act 509 of 2013 amended Arkansas law related to public charter schools. The current Arkansas Department of
Education rules should be updated in accordance with Act 509 of 2013. June 10, 2013, the State Board of Education
approved the proposed revisions for a public comment period. A public hearing was held June 27, 2013 and the public
comment period expired July 15, 2013. No public comments were received. Department staff respectfully requests the
State Board give its final approval to the proposed revisions.

Presenter: Mary Perry and Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration for Emergency Adoption: Arkansas Department of Education Rules
Governing Public Charter Schools

Act 509 of 2013 amended Arkansas law related to public charter schools. In part, Act 509 of 2013 requires the
Arkansas Department of Education to become a charter school authorizer. Act 509 of 2013 takes effect on August 16,
2013. Accordingly, Department staff respectfully requests that the State Board grant emergency adoption to the revised

rules.

Presenter: Mary Perry and Jeremy Lasiter

Consideration for Final Approval: Open-Enroliment Public Charter School New
Application

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-23-301 requires the State Board to adopt an application form for those wishing to apply to open an
open-enrollment public charter school. June 10, 2013, the State Board of Education approved the proposed application
for a public comment period. A public hearing was held June 27, 2013 and the public comment period expired July 15,
2013. Department staff received one public comment. No revisions to the application were made based upon the
comment. Department staff respectfully requests the State Board give its final approval to the proposed application.

Presenter: Mary Perry and Jeremy Lasiter



Minutes
State Board of Education Meeting
Monday, July 8, 2013

The State Board of Education met Monday, July 8, 2013, in the auditorium of the
Department of Education building. Brenda Gullett, Chair, called the meeting to
order at 9 a.m.

Present: Brenda Gullett, Chair; Sam Ledbetter, Vice-Chairman; Dr. Jay Barth;
Joe Black; Mireya Reith; Vicki Saviers; Toyce Newton; Diane Zook; Dr. Tom
Kimbrell, Commissioner; and Alexia Weimer, Teacher of the Year

Absent: Alice Mahony

Reports
Chair’s Report

Ms. Gullett introduced Diane Zook of Melbourne, new board member. Ms.
Gullett welcomed Ali Weimer, Teacher of the Year.

Commissioner's Report

Commissioner Kimbrell introduced Deborah Coffman, Chief of Staff; Dr. Megan
Witonski, Assistant Commissioner of the Division of Learning Services; and Mike
Hernandez, Assistant Commissioner of Finance and Administrative Services.
Commissioner Kimbrell also welcomed Ms. Diane Zook and Ms. Ali Weimer.

Ms. Reith was delayed in traffic and will join the Board soon.

Informational Update on Common Core State Standards, PARCC and
School Improvement

Assistant Commissioner Dr. Megan Witonski said ADE is seeking to fill the
position vacated by Deborah Coffman. She also said Commissioner Kimbrell
and Melody Morgan, Director of Student Assessment, attended PARCC’s
governing Bmeeting June 26, 2013. The governing board approved the release
of grade level and content specific descriptors for ELA and Math and the first
edition accessibility/accommodation manual. PARCC field-testing with be
administered Spring 2014, with schools to be selected Summer 2013. PARCC
will notify Arkansas schools. Most students participating in the field-testing will
take only a portion of the test. PARCC will administer the full test Spring 2015.



Consent Agenda

Dr. Barth moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the content agenda. The
motion carried unanimously.

Items included in the Content Agenda:
*  Minutes of the June 10, 2013, Board Meeting
e Commitment to Principles of Desegregation Settlement Agreement:
Report on the Execution of the Implementation Plan
* Newly Employed, Promotions and Separations
* Sanctions for Teachers as Recommended by the Professional Licensure
Standards Board
Sandra Leigh Broberg (Lee)
Anita Cooper
Jerry Louis Thompson
Ronnie Joe Stratmoen
Jerry Louis Thompson
Rosie L. Slaughter
Renee Jean Elliott
Paula Sue Pate-Muncy
Elizabeth Diana Newlun
LaSonya Denise Clary
Timothy Lee Fulks
Renee Jean Elliott
Jason Scott Shepherd
Heidi Leigh Brewington
Lori Janee Rice
Dean Richard Livingston
Mary Beth Stivers
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Ms. Reith joined the Board meeting in progress.

Action Agenda
(Complete records of the hearings are available in the State Board office.)

Consideration of Approval of Arkansas Better Chance Grants

Paige Cox, Administrator of the Arkansas Better Chance (State Pre-K) and
Professional Development/Program Support of the Division of Child Care and
Early Childhood Education at the Arkansas Department of Human Services,
presented 2013-2014 Arkansas Better Chance Grants of $1,992.090.00 for
approval.

Mr. Black moved, seconded by Ms. Saviers, to approve the 2013-2014 grants.
The motion carried unanimously.



Consideration of Petition for Detachment — Jacksonville Community Group

Pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1501 et seq., members of the Jacksonville
Community seek permission from the State Board of Education to create a new
school district by detaching territory from the Pulaski County Special School
District.

Mr. Patrick Wilson, representing the Jacksonville Community Group, requested
the Board declare the petition valid. Mr. Wilson presented the voter signatures to
the Board reporter.

Ms. Saviers moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to declare the petition valid. The
motion carried unanimously.

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application —
Goodall (A-3), Moffett (A-6), ad White (A-8)

The Board agreed to consider action items A-3, A-6 and A-8 together.

Mr. George Rozzell, attorney for the clients, asked the Board to appeal the denial
of school choice applications for Goodall (A-3), Moffett (A-6), and White (A-8).

John Estes, Superintendent of Palestine Wheatley, said Palestine-Wheatley
School District denied the school choice applications because the Forrest City
School district has filed an exemption based on a desegregation order.

Sam Jones, attorney for the Forrest City School District, asked the Board to deny
the school choice applications. He stated Forrest City School District has filed an
exemption based on a desegregation order.

Ms. Goodall shared testimony about her children and their experiences at
Palestine Wheatley School District. She moved into the Forrest City School
District but wants her children to continue to attend Palestine-Wheatley School
District.

Ms. Moffett, parent of one student requesting school choice, shared testimony
about her child. Ms. Moffett’s other son is grandfathered into the Palestine
Wheatley School District under a previous school choice application.

Ms. White, parent of one student requesting school choice, shared testimony
about her child. Ms. White’s other child is grandfathered into the Palestine-
Wheatley School District under a previous school choice application.



Board members voiced concerns about meeting the needs of students within the
law.

A-3 Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application —
Goodall

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, Mr. George
Rozzell, on behalf of the Goodall Family, filed an appeal of the decision of the
Palestine-Wheatley School District to deny the school choice applications of A.
Goodall (5); E. Goodall (8); A. Goodall (9); and A. Goodall (11).

Dr. Barth moved, seconded by Ms. Reith, to deny the request for appeal from
denial of school choice application — Goodall (A-3). Ms. Zook opposed. The
motion carried.

A-6 Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application —
Moffett

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Amanda
Moffett filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School District
to deny the school choice application of J. Moffett.

Mr. Ledbetter moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to deny the request for appeal
from denial of school choice application — Moffett (A-6). Ms. Zook opposed. The
motion carried.

A-8 Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application —
White

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, Ms.
Stephanie White filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice application of J. White.

Mr. Ledbetter moved, seconded by Ms. Reith, to deny the request for appeal
from denial of school choice application — White (A-8). Ms. Zook opposed. The
motion carried.

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Harbin

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, John and
Carrie Harbin filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School



District to deny the school choice application of T. Harbin and S. Harbin.

John Harbin, parent, asked the Board to consider an appeal from denial of school
choice application.

John Estes, Superintendent of Palestine-Wheatley, said Palestine-Wheatley
School District denied the school choice applications because the Forrest City
School district has filed an exemption based on a desegregation order.

Sam Jones, attorney for the Forrest City School District, asked the Board to deny
the school choice applications. He stated Forrest City School District has filed an
exemption based on a desegregation order.

Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Mr. Ledbetter, to deny the request for appeal
from denial of school choice application - Harbin. The motion carried
unanimously.

Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application —
Jackson

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, Cody and
Cory Jackson filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice application of T. Jackson.

Cody and Cory Jackson, parents, asked the Board to consider an appeal from
denial of school choice application.

John Estes, Superintendent of Palestine-Wheatley, said Palestine-Wheatley
School District denied the school choice applications because the Forrest City
School district has filed an exemption based on a desegregation order.

Sam Jones, attorney for the Forrest City School District, asked the board to deny
the school choice applications. He stated Forrest City School District has filed an
exemption based on a desegregation order.

Ms. Reith moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to deny the request for appeal from
denial of school choice application - Jackson. The motion carried unanimously.
Consideration of Appeal from Denial of School Choice Application — Scaife-

Hardin

Pursuant to Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013, Ms. Tonja



Scaife-Hardin filed an appeal of the decision of the Palestine-Wheatley School
District to deny the school choice application of E. Wilkins.

Tonja Scaife-Hardin, parent, asked the Board to consider an appeal from denial
of school choice application.

John Estes, Superintendent of Palestine-Wheatley, said Palestine-Wheatley
School District denied the school choice applications because the Forrest City
School district has filed an exemption based on a desegregation order.

Sam Jones, attorney for the Forrest City School District, asked the Board to deny
the school choice applications. He stated Forrest City School District has filed an
exemption based on a desegregation order.

Ms. Reith moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to deny the request for appeal from
denial of school choice application — Scaife-Hardin. The motion carried
unanimously.

Hearing on Written Reprimand and $50 Fine for Teacher’s License — Cynda
Bellamy

Cynda Bellamy is a licensed educator. The Professional Licensure Standards
Board’s Subcommittee on Ethics recommended a written reprimand and a fine of
fifty dollars ($50.00) for violation of Standard 1: An educator maintains a
professional relationship with each student, both in and outside the classroom;
and Standard 6: An educator keeps in confidence information about students and
colleagues obtained in the course of professional service, including secure
standardized test materials and results, unless disclosure serves a professional
purpose or is allowed or required by law. Ms. Bellamy was notified of the
Professional Licensure Standards Board’s recommendation by certified mail and
regular mail dated November 16, 2012. Ms. Bellamy made a timely request and
on January 11, 2013, received an evidentiary hearing before the Subcommittee
on Ethics. On February 18, 2013, Ms. Bellamy requested a hearing before the
State Board.

Professional Licensure Standards Board (PLSB) Attorney Cheryl Reinhart
reviewed the recommendation of the Professional Licensure Standards Board.

Mr. Gilliam, attorney representing Ms. Bellamy, alleged the student was
attempting to defraud the school and state and Ms. Bellamy is a whistle blower.
He stated his client and the student did not have an inappropriate relationship.
He stated communication with another adult on the IEP team was appropriate.

Ms. Reinhart clarified this case is about failing to maintain a professional
relationship, not an inappropriate relationship. She stated the Whistleblower Act



does not apply to this case. Ms. Reinhart asked Ms. Tara Amuimuia, PLBS
investigator, to read email/text communications between Ms. Bellamy and other
adults.

Mr. Gilliam objected to all testimony outside of the actual reading of the email/text
communications. Mr. Gilliam questioned Ms. Amuimuia.

Ms. Reinhart and Mr. Gilliam questioned Ms. Bellamy. Ms. Bellamy stated she
did email/text other adults regarding the student.

Courtney Salas-Ford, attorney for the Special Education Unit of the Arkansas
Department of Education, said the Department does provide training to teachers
regarding Special Education and IEP requirements. Ms. Amuimuia stated Ms.
Bellamy attended ethics training from the School for the Blind.

Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the recommendation of
the Professional Licensure Standards Board (PLSB) for a Written Reprimand and
a $50 fine for Case # 13-007 — Cynda Bellamy. The motion carried unanimously.

PLBS Hearing — Request for Consolidated Hearing for Case 12-145 — Veda
Ann Struble and Case 12-146 — Teresa Dee Keiter for a Written Reprimand
and Fine of $50

Valerie Bailey, ADE attorney, stated that these two cases have been
consolidated at the consent of the educators and their attorneys. Mike Bearden is
representing Dee Keiter and James Harris is representing Veda Struble. The
PLSB Ethics Subcommittee conducted an evidentiary hearing and subsequently
recommended reprimands and a $50 fine to each educator for violations of
Standards 1 and 3.

Jeremy Lasiter presented the settlement agreement to the Board.

The Attorney’s Office advised the Board that based on a thorough review of the
record, the Subcommittee’s Findings and Recommendations appeared to be
based on a significant misunderstanding or mistake of fact. For that reason, the
Attorney’s Office, in consultation with the PLSB Attorney Cheryl Reinhart, and the
attorneys for the educators, a Settlement Agreement and Release were
negotiated.

The Agreement dismissed all Findings and Recommendations as to Standard 1
and Standard 3 against Veda Struble, including the reprimand and $50 fine, and
agreed to take no disciplinary action against the license of Veda Struble.

The Agreement also dismissed the Findings and Recommendations against
Teresa Keiter as to Standard 3. As to Standard 1, the Agreement modified the



Subcommittee’s decision in regard to Teresa Keiter, and states a Letter of
Caution will be issued instead of the reprimand and $50 fine. A Letter of Caution
is not a disciplinary action.

Finally, the Agreement contains a release by each educator as to any and all
future claims, appeals or actions against the SBE, including attorney’s fees.

Ms. Zook moved, seconded by Mr. Ledbetter, to accept the settlement
agreement for Case 12-145 — Veda Ann Struble and Case 12-146 — Teresa Dee
Keiter, taken together as PLSB Case No. 12-146. The motion carried
unanimously.

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teacher’s License — Robert Jason Camden

Ms. Reinhart stated that Robert Jason Camden has requested a waiver of the
grounds for denial of his application for a teaching license. The State Board shall
not issue a first-time license nor renew an existing license and shall revoke any
existing license not up for renewal of a person who has pled guilty or nolo
contendere to or has been found guilty of a disqualifying offense listed in Ark.
Code Ann. § 6-17-410(c). Mr. Camden was convicted of felony theft of property
in Arkansas in 2000.

Mr. Camden shared his background regarding the disqualifying offense. He
asked the Board to waive the grounds for denial of his application for a teaching
license.

Mr. Ledbetter moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the waiver request
for Teacher’s License with a two (2) year probation for Robert Jason Camden.
The motion carried unanimously.

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teacher’s License — John Fitzgerald
Madlock

Ms. Reinhart stated that John Fitzgerald Madlock has requested a waiver of the
grounds for denial of his application for a teaching license. The State Board shall
not issue a first-time license nor renew an existing license and shall revoke any
existing license not up for renewal of a person who has pled guilty or nolo
contendere to or has been found guilty of a disqualifying offense listed in Ark.
Code Ann. § 6-17-410(c). In 1982 and 1983, Mr. Madlock was convicted in
Wisconsin of robbery-strong arm and robbery-party to a crime, both felonies in
Wisconsin, and both similar to offenses enumerated under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-
17-410(c)(30) and (26), respectively. Mr. Madlock represented himself.

Mr. Madlock shared his background regarding the disqualifying offense. He said



the offense listed should be corrected to be one offense, not two. He asked the
Board to waive the grounds for denial of his application for a teaching license.

Ms. Saviers moved, seconded by Mr. Black, to approve the waiver request for
Teacher’s License with a two (2) year probation for John Fitzgerald Madlock. The
motion carried unanimously.

Consideration of the Recommendation of the Professional Licensure
Standards Board for Suspension of License for Nonpayment of Fine A-13,
A-14, A-15

The Board agreed to consider action items A-13, A-14 and A-15 together.

A-13 Consideration of the Recommendation of the Professional Licensure
Standards Board for Suspension of License for Nonpayment of Fine in
Case # T12-011, Debra Ann Cowart

Debra Ann Cowart is a licensed educator. On October 8, 2012, the State Board
placed Debra Ann Cowart’s license on probation for one (1) year and assessed a
fine of $50 in this case. The Professional Licensure Standards Board’s Ethics
Subcommittee is recommending the suspension of the teaching license of Debra
Ann Cowart for failure to pay the $50 fine assessed against her. The State Board
may suspend an educator’s license for nonpayment of a fine or failure to comply
with sanctions imposed as the result of a violation of the Code of Ethics for
Arkansas Educators until the educator has complied in full with all applicable
sanctions imposed, under the authority of the Arkansas Administrative
Procedures Act, Ark. Code Ann. § 25-15-217(d), and the Rules Governing the
Code of Ethics for Arkansas Educators. Ms. Cowart was first notified of the fine
on October 9, 2012. On May 24, 2013, Ms. Cowart was notified by certified mail
and regular mail that the fine remained unpaid and the Professional Licensure
Standards Board would recommend her license be suspended and not renewed
until the fine is paid. Ms. Cowart has not responded or paid the fine.

Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the suspension of license
for nonpayment of fine in Case #T12-011, Debra Ann Cowart. The motion carried
unanimously.

A-14 Consideration of the Recommendation of the Professional Licensure
Standards Board for Suspension of License for Nonpayment of Fine in
Case # 12-051, Kevin Wayne Moore

Kevin Wayne Moore is a licensed educator. On October 8, 2012, the State Board
issued a written reprimand to Kevin Wayne Moore, and assessed a fine of $50 in
this case. The Professional Licensure Standards Board’s Ethics Subcommittee is
recommending the suspension of the teaching license of Kevin Wayne Moore for



failure to pay the $50 fine assessed against him. The State Board may suspend
an educator’s license for nonpayment of a fine or failure to comply with sanctions
imposed as the result of a violation of the Code of Ethics for Arkansas Educators
until the educator has complied in full with all applicable sanctions imposed,
under the authority of the Arkansas Administrative Procedures Act, Ark. Code
Ann. § 25-15-217(d), and the Rules Governing the Code of Ethics for Arkansas
Educators. Mr. Moore was first notified of the fine October 9, 2012. On May 24,
2013, Mr. Moore was notified by certified mail and regular mail that the
Professional Licensure Standards Board would recommend his license be
suspended and not renewed until the fine is paid. Mr. Moore has not responded
or paid the fine.

Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the suspension of license
for nonpayment of fine in Case #12-051, Kevin Wayne Moore. The motion
carried unanimously.

A-15 Consideration of the Recommendation of the Professional Licensure
Standards Board for Suspension of License for Nonpayment of Fine in
Case # 12-072, Kim Patrick Garner

Kim Patrick Garner is a licensed educator. On January 14, 2013, the State Board
placed Kim Patrick Garner’s teaching license on probation for one (1) year and
assessed a fine of $75 in this case. The Professional Licensure Standards
Board’s Ethics Subcommittee is recommending the suspension of the teaching
license of Kevin Patrick Garner for failure to pay the $75 fine assessed against
him. The State Board may suspend an educator’s license for nonpayment of a
fine or failure to comply with sanctions imposed as the result of a violation of the
Code of Ethics for Arkansas Educators until the educator has complied in full with
all applicable sanctions imposed, under the authority of the Arkansas
Administrative Procedures Act, Ark. Code Ann. § 25-15-217(d), and the Rules
Governing the Code of Ethics for Arkansas Educators.

Mr. Garner was first notified of the fine January 15, 2013. On May 24, 2013, Mr.
Garner was notified by certified mail and regular mail that the Professional
Licensure Standards Board would recommend his license be suspended and not
renewed until the fine is paid. Mr. Garner has not responded or paid the fine.

Ms. Newton moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the suspension of license
for nonpayment of fine in Case #12-072, Kim Patrick Garner. The motion carried
unanimously.

Consideration for Approval: New Contracts for Charter Schools

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-23-104 requires a charter for a public charter school to be in
the form of a written contract signed by the Commissioner of Education and the
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chief operating officer of the public charter school. Consideration of approval of
revised contracts for open enrollment and district conversion public charter
schools is requested.

Mr. Black moved, seconded by Ms. Zook, to approve the revised contracts for
open-enrollment and district conversion public charter schools. The motion
carried unanimously.

Consider Recommendation for Praxis Test Updates on Middle School
Subjects, Elementary Education Multiple Subjects Tests, Secondary
English, Secondary Math and Secondary Pedagogy Tests

Michael Rowland presented the recommendation of new Praxis assessments
and appropriate cut scores as follows:

1) Praxis |l Middle School Multiple Subjects Tests will be replaced with the
following individual tests:
a. Praxis Il Middle School English Language Arts (56047) with a
recommended cut score of 164 and an effective date of September 1,
2013.
b. Praxis || Middle School Mathematics (5169) with a recommended cut
score of 165 and an effective date of September 1, 2013.
c. Praxis Il Middle School Science (0439) with a recommended cut score
of 146 an effective date of September 1, 2013.
d. Praxis Il Middle School Social Studies (5089) with a cut score of 149
and an effective date of September 1, 2013.
2) Praxis Il Early Childhood: Content Knowledge #0522 will be replaced with an
Elementary Education Multiple Subjects Test (0531) with the following subtests:
a. Reading and Language Arts (5032) with a cut score of 165.
b. Mathematics (5033) with a cut score of 164.
c. Social Studies (5034) with a cut score of 155.
d. Science (5035) with a cut score of 159.
The effective date for this multi-subject test is September 1, 2013.

3) Principles of Learning and Teaching (PLT): Grades K-6 (0622/5622) with a cut
score of 160 and an effective date of September 1, 2013. There is no current
Principles of Learning and Teaching (PLT) for Grades K-6.

4) Praxis |l English Language, Literature and Composition: Content and Analysis
#0044/5044 will be replaced with Praxis Il English Language Arts: Content and
Analysis (5039) with a recommended cut score of 168 and an effective date of
September 1, 2014.

5) Praxis || Mathematics: Content Knowledge #0061/5061 will be replaced with
Praxis Il Mathematics: Content Knowledge (5161) with a cut score of 160 and an
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effective date of September 1, 2014.

6) Principles of Learning and Teaching (PLT): Grades 7-12 (0624/5624) that is
currently available with a cut score of 157 and an effective date of September 1,
2013 will replace the pedagogy tests in English Language, Literature and
Composition: Pedagogy #0043; Life Science: Pedagogy #0234; Mathematics:
Pedagogy #0065; and Physical Science: Pedagogy #0483 that are being
discontinued.

Department staff recommends adopting the above Praxis tests and the effective
dates as listed above.

Dr. Barth moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the adoption of the Praxis
tests and the effective dates as presented. The motion carried unanimously.

Consideration for Public Comment A-18, A-19, A-21, and A-22
The board agreed to consider action items A-18, A-19, A-21 and A-22 together.

A-18 Consideration for Public Comment: Proposed Revision of the
Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing Special Education and
Related Services

On February 14, 2013, amendments to § 300.154(d) of the federal regulations
implementing the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA) were
published in the Federal Register. These amendments, which became effective
March 18, 2013, impose new and different requirements regarding consent and
notice when billing Medicaid for health services provided to students with
disabilities by a local education agency (LEA). Amendment to the Arkansas
Department of Education (ADE) rules is necessary to achieve compliance with
the new federal requirements. ADE staff respectfully requested the State Board
approve the proposed rule for public comment.

Mr. Ledbetter, moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the proposed
revision of the Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing Special
Education and Related Services for public comment. The motion carried
unanimously.

A-19 Consideration for Approval for Public Comment: Proposed District
Conversion and Limited Public Charter School New Application

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-23-201 requires the State Board to adopt an application form
for those wishing to apply to open a district conversion or limited public charter
school. Consideration of approval of this application form for public comment was
requested.
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Mr. Ledbetter, moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the proposed district
conversion and limited public charter new school application for public comment.
The motion carried unanimously.

A-21 Consideration for Public Comment: Revisions to the Arkansas
Department of Education Rules Governing School District Educational
Excellence Trust Funds

Acts 1138 and 1278 of 2013 amended Arkansas law related to Educational
Excellence Trust Funds. Additionally, the current version of the Arkansas
Department of Education Rules Governing School District Educational
Excellence Trust Funds has not been revised since 1996. Accordingly,
Department staff respectfully requested the State Board approve the proposed
rules for public comment.

Mr. Ledbetter, moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the proposed
revision of the Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing School
District Educational Excellence Trust Funds for public comment. The motion
carried unanimously.

A-22 Consideration for Public Comment: Proposed Rules Governing
Educator Licensure

The Department recommends changes to the Rules Governing Educator
Licensure to implement Acts 413, 454, 455, 969, and 1073 of the 2013 Regular
Session of the Arkansas General Assembly, to update the sections concerning
mentoring, and make corrections to Appendix A — Levels and Areas of Licensure.
Accordingly, Department staff respectfully requested the State Board approve the
proposed rules for public comment.

Mr. Ledbetter, moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the proposed Rules
Governing Educator Licensure for public comment. The motion carried
unanimously.

Consideration for Emergency Approval: District Conversion and Limited
Public Charter School New Application

Ark. Code Ann. § 6-23-201 requires the State Board to adopt an application form
for those wishing to apply to open a conversion public charter school. According
to the schedule previously adopted by the State Board, letters of intent to apply
are due August 31 and applications for conversion charter schools are due
October 31. Because of the short amount of time until the due dates and
changes to the application form, consideration of this application form on an
emergency basis wass requested.
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Ms. Saviers moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approve the district conversion
and limited public charter school new application. The motion carried
unanimously.

Consideration for Final Approval: Proposed Rules Governing the Code of
Ethics for Arkansas Educators

The Professional Licensure Standards Board has adopted and recommends a
reduction in the fee to receive a standard license from $100 to $75 as reflected in
the fee table in Appendix B. The fee table was also revised to eliminate the three-
year initial license and the advanced license, which are no longer issued by the
Department. No other substantive changes were made. The State Board
released the proposed rules for public comment April 8, 2013. A public hearing
was held May 8, 3013. The public comment period expired May 13, 2013.
Department staff received public comments on the proposed rules and after
careful consideration of the public comments, made no revision to the proposed
rules. The Department staff respectfully requested the State Board give its final
approval to the proposed rules.

Dr. Barth moved, seconded by Ms. Newton, to approved the proposed Rules
Governing the Code of Ethics for Arkansas Educators. The motion carried
unanimously.

Consideration for Final Approval: Arkansas Department of Education Rules
Governing the Arkansas Opportunity Public School Choice Act

Acts 600, 1227 and 1429 of 2013 significantly amended Arkansas law
concerning Opportunity School Choice. Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-227 authorizes
the State Board of Education to promulgate rules to administer the requirements
of the Opportunity Public School Choice Act. The current rules should be
replaced to be in accordance with more recent enactments of the Arkansas
General Assembly. The State Board of Education approved the proposed rules
for public comment May 13, 2013. A public hearing occurred on May 30, 2013.
The public comment period expired June 21, 2013. The Arkansas Department of
Education received public comments regarding these proposed rules and
amended the proposed rules accordingly. Arkansas Department of Education
staff respectfully requested the State Board of Education grant final approval to
the proposed rules as revised.

Mr. Ledbetter moved, seconded by Ms. Saviers, to approve the Arkansas

Department of Education Rules Governing the Arkansas Opportunity Public
Choice Act. The motion carried unanimously.
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Consideration for Final Approval A-25, A-26, and A-27
The board agreed to group action items A-25, A-26, and A-27 together.

A-25 Consideration for Final Approval: Arkansas Department of Education
Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013

Act 1227 of 2013 repealed Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206 and replaced it with the
Public School Choice Act of 2013. Act 1227 of 2013 authorizes the State Board
of Education to promulgate rules to administer the requirements of the Act. The
State Board of Education approved the proposed rules for public comment May
13, 2013. A public hearing occurred May 30, 2013. The public comment period
expired June 21, 2013. The Arkansas Department of Education received no
public comments regarding these proposed rules. Accordingly, Arkansas
Department of Education staff respectfully requested the State Board of
Education grant final approval to the proposed rules.

Mr. Black moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the Arkansas Department of
Education Rules Governing the Public Choice Act of 2013. The motion carried
unanimously.

A-26 Consideration for Final Approval: Repeal of the Arkansas Department
of Education Rules Governing the Guidelines, Procedures and
Enforcement of the Arkansas Opportunity Public School Choice Act
(December 12, 2011 version)

Acts 600, 1227 and 1429 of 2013 significantly amended Arkansas law
concerning Opportunity School Choice. Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-227 authorizes
the State Board of Education to promulgate rules to administer the requirements
of the Opportunity Public School Choice Act. The current rules should be
replaced to be in accordance with more recent enactments of the Arkansas
General Assembly. The State Board of Education approved the proposed repeal
for public comment May 13, 2013. A public hearing occurred on May 30, 2013.
The public comment period expired June 21, 2013. The Arkansas Department of
Education received no public comments regarding these proposed repeal.
Accordingly, Arkansas Department of Education staff respectfully requested the
State Board of Education grant final approval to the proposed repeal.

Mr. Black moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the repeal of the Arkansas
Department of Education Rules Governing the Guidelines, Procedures and
Enforcement of the Arkansas Opportunity Public School Choice Act (December
12, 2011 version). The motion carried unanimously.

A-27 Consideration for Final Approval: Repeal of the Arkansas Department
of Education Rules Governing the Guidelines, Procedures, and
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Enforcement of the Arkansas Public School Choice Act (October 2007
Version)

Act 1227 of 2013 repealed Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206 and replaced it with the
Public School Choice Act of 2013. Act 1227 of 2013 authorizes the State Board
of Education to promulgate rules to administer the requirements of the Act.
Arkansas Department of Education staff respectfully requested the State Board
of Education repeal the current rules because those rules were promulgated to
implement a law (Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206) that has been repealed by the
Arkansas General Assembly. The State Board of Education approved the
proposed repeal for public comment May 13, 2013. A public hearing occurred
May 30, 2013. The public comment period expired June 21, 2013. The Arkansas
Department of Education received no public comments regarding these proposed
repeal. Accordingly, Arkansas Department of Education staff respectfully
requested the State Board of Education grant final approval to the proposed
repeal.

Mr. Black moved, seconded by Dr. Barth, to approve the repeal of the Arkansas
Department of Education Rules Governing the Guidelines, Procedures, and

Enforcement of the Arkansas Public School Choice Act (October 2007 Version).
The motion carried unanimously.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 4:03 p.m.

These minutes were recorded by Deborah Coffman.
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ADE’S PROJECT MANAGEMENT TOOL EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
JULY 31, 2013

This document summarizes the progress that ADE has made in complying with the provisions of the
Implementation Plan during the month of July 2013.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE ACTIVITY

L Financial Obligations

A. As of June 30, 2013, State Foundation Funding payments paid for FY 12/13
totaled $60,870,386 to LRSD, $34,310,988 to NLRSD, and $42,447,890 to PCSSD.

B. As of May 31, 2013, the Magnet Operational Charge paid for FY 12/13 totaled
$14,296,899. The allotment for FY 12/13 was $14,296,899.

C. As of May 31, 2013, the M-to-M incentive checks paid for FY 12/13 totaled
$4,037,091 to LRSD, $4,118,488 to NLRSD, and $10,606,954 to PCSSD.

D. ADE pays districts three equal installments each year for their transportation budgets.

1. In November 2012, General Finance made the last one-third payment to the
Districts for their FY 11/12 transportation budgets. As of December 31, 2012,
transportation payments for FY 11/12 totaled $4,623,452.01 to LRSD,
$1,161,173.60 to NLRSD, and $2,878,275.70 to PCSSD.

2. In November 2012, General Finance made the first one-third payment to the
Districts for their FY 12/13 transportation budgets. As of December 31, 2012,
transportation payments for FY 12/13 totaled $1,530,000.00 to LRSD,
$401,121.35 to NLRSD, and $1,151,841.67 to PCSSD.

3. In March 2013, General Finance made the second one-third payment to the
Districts for their FY 12/13 transportation budgets. As of March 31, 2013,
transportation payments for FY 12/13 totaled $1,530,000.00 to LRSD,
$401,121.35 to NLRSD, and $1,151,841.67 to PCSSD.

E. On June 6, 2013, the bid for sixteen (16) new Magnet and M to M buses was awarded by

the Office of State Procurement to Diamond State Bus Sales in Conway, AR.
The cost of the buses is broken down below:

Four (4) 47 passenger buses - $69,314.00 each = $277,256.00.
Twelve (12) 65 passenger buses - $71,073.00 each = $852,876.00

The grand total for purchasing sixteen (16) new buses for the Magnet and M to M
program is $1,130,132.00.

The buses should be delivered sometime in the early Fall.
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V.

VI

Financial Obligations (Continued)

F. In July 2012, Finance paid the Magnet Review Committee $92,500. This was the total
amount due for FY12/13.

G. In July 2012, Finance paid the Office of Desegregation Monitoring $200,000. This was
the total amount due for FY 12/13.

Monitoring Compensatory Education

On July 11, 2013, the ADE Implementation Phase Working Group met to review the
Implementation Phase activities from the previous quarter. Mr. Willie Morris, ADE Lead Planner
for Desegregation, updated the group on all relevant desegregation issues. Mr. Jeremy Lasiter,
ADE General Counsel, provided an update concerning the desegregation issues currently before
the federal court. A two-week hearing is set for December 9-20, 2013, regarding the state’s
motion to be relieved from the 1989 settlement agreement. ADE will continue to provide
assistance to PCSSD regarding desegregation issues in becoming unitary in all areas and that the
members of the Implementation Phase Working Group are vital to those efforts. The next
Implementation Phase Working Group Meeting is scheduled for October 3, 2013 at 1:30 p.m. in
the ADE Auditorium.

A Petition for Election for LRSD will be Supported Should a Millage be Required
Ongoing. All court pleadings are monitored monthly.
Repeal Statutes and Regulations that Impede Desegregation

In June 2011, the ADE sent letters to the school districts in Pulaski County asking if there were
any new laws or regulations that may impede desegregation. The districts were asked to review
laws passed during the 88th Legislative Session, and any new ADE rules or regulations.

Commitment to Principles

On July 8, 2013, the Arkansas State Board of Education reviewed and approved the PMT and its
Executive Summary for the month of June.

Remediation - Evaluate the impact of the use of resources for technical assistance

On February 7, 2013, Susan Gray and Questar Assessment, Inc., conducted a webinar of District
Test Coordinator for the Online Algebra I Retest. The webinar provided training for the
administration of the Algebra I online retest. Little Rock School District, North Little Rock
School District and Pulaski County Special School District participated.

On February 13, 2013, Susan Gray, Suzanne Knowles, Sheree Baird and Questar Assessment,
Inc., provided District Test Coordinator Training. It was training for the administration of the
mandated spring tests. The training took place at the Arkansas River Service Cooperative
(ARESC) in Pine Bluff, AR. Little Rock School District, North Little Rock School District and
Pulaski County Special School District participated.



VII.

VIII.

Test Validation

The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) has, for over fifteen (15) years, implemented a
rigorous, statistically sound and nationally recognized process for developing questions for its
state standardized assessments. This process continues on an ongoing basis.

Before a question appears on a state standardized exam to measure student achievement, the
question must survive a strict review process that lasts at least two (2) years. The process
includes a review of each draft question by an internal team of ADE content specialists, a Content
Committee, a Bias Review Committee and a Committee of Practitioners. The ADE also relies
upon trained psychometricians, a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC), and the federal peer
review process to conduct ongoing evaluations of the ADE’s standardized testing procedures to
ensure that those procedures are reliable, valid and controlled for bias.

Part of the two-year review process includes a review of each draft test question by the Bias
Review Committee. The committee specifically reviews each draft test question for bias or lack
of cultural sensitivity. The Bias Review Committee consists of approximately ten (10) educators,
program specialists and administrators from throughout Arkansas. This committee is responsible
for reviewing all reading passages, test questions, and writing prompts to make certain that the
questions are controlled for bias and are not insensitive to specific groups or individuals. Once
each draft question is field tested, the Bias Review Committee meets again to review the results
using student data disaggregated by demographic group to review indications of possible bias
with regard to a particular question. The Bias Review Committee has the power to reject a draft
question altogether or require the draft question to be revised. If the Bias Review Committee
orders a draft question to be revised, the entire two-year review process begins anew.

Only a draft question that has been found acceptable at every stage of the bias review process
may be placed on an operational test to measure student achievement.

In-Service Training

On May 29, 2013, ADE conducted professional development at the Arkansas Department of
Education Auditorium. Training of trainers’ professional development workshop Building the
Bridge: Connecting Social Studies and the Common Core for English Language Arts (ELA) for
Social Studies Teachers and District Curriculum Coordinators to examine a new website with
online modules created to build capacity for Social Studies Teachers teaching the Social Studies
framework as well as Common Core Literacy Standards. This workshop is also designed to assist
those in attendance with offering additional training and professional development within their
districts and educational cooperatives. American Institutes for Research (AIR), Library of
Congress (LOC), Great Lakes, Midwest, Central, and South Central Comprehensive Centers have
all worked together on the Building the Bridge: Connecting Social Studies and the Common Core
for (ELA) site. The presenters were Beth Ratway, American Institutes for Research (AIR); and
Margaret Herrick, ADE Curriculum and Instruction, Social Studies. The audience consisted of
K-12 Social Studies Teachers, District Curriculum Coordinators and South Central
Comprehensive Center personnel.

On June 3, 2013, UALR Science Technology Engineering and Mathematics (STEM) Center
Science Specialist provided professional development at Pike View Elementary School in the
North Little Rock School District. It was the Arkansas STEM Coalition Commitment to
Excellence in STEM Grant Science Equipment and Technology Training. The presenter was
Keith Harris, UALR STEM Center Science Specialist. The audience consisted of teachers,
instructional facilitators and administrators.



VIIL.

In-Service Training (Continued)

On June 5, 2013, ADE conducted a meeting at the Pulaski County Special School District
Administrative Office to discuss working with the Response to Intervention (Rtl) Committee for
PCSSD to discuss working with them to develop a district-wide RtI Plan. The presenters were
Jennifer Gonzales, Positive Behavior Support Coordinator for State Improvement/Personnel
Development Grant (SPDG) and Dr. Howie Knoff, State Improvement/Personnel Development
Grant (SPDG) Director. The audience consisted of Nickey Nichols, Rtl Coordinator; Nancy Hall,
Program Administrator; Sherman Whitfield, Pupil Services Director; Debbie Young, Special
Education Coordinator; Renee Dawson, Professional Development Program Coordinator; John
McCraney, Multicultural Education Coordinator; Yolaundra Williams, Tiffany Davis and
Jennifer Nichols, Program Advisors.

On June 10, 2013, ADE provided professional development at the Hot Springs Convention
Center in Hot Springs, Arkansas. ADE Specialists and Wilbur D. Mills High School Teacher
provided professional development on the topics of Literacy Design Collaborative (LDC),
Understanding by Design (UbD), and Formative Assessment during the Arkansas for Supervision
and Curriculum Development (AASCD). The presenters were Samantha Newkirk, Wilbur D.
Mills High School Teacher; Sherri Thorne, ADE English Language Arts (ELA) Specialist,
Curriculum and Instruction; and Suzanne Knowles, ADE Assessment Specialist. The audience
consisted of (AASCD) Conference attendees: educators from across the state of Arkansas.

On June 17,2013, ADE provided professional development at the Holiday Inn West in Little
Rock, Arkansas regarding Introduction to INDISTAR, an on-line tool for school planning.
Schools identified as Priority and Focus status were invited to participate in an overview training
of an on-line tool to assist in developing and monitoring an in-depth school improvement plan.
Priority Schools currently are required to utilize the tool while this tool is an option for Focus
Schools. Karyl Bearden, ADE Professional Development Specialist worked with the team from
the assigned Focus School, Murrell Taylor Elementary School in the Pulaski County Special
School District. The presenter was Stephanie Benedict, INDISTAR Representative. The audience
consisted of district and building level administrators, school leadership team members and
external providers.

On June 17-20, 2013, ADE staff provided professional development at Roberts Elementary
School in the Little Rock School District regarding Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI) Year 2.
A teacher professional development program based on research that allows teachers to explore a
framework for how elementary school children learn concepts of number, operations, and early
algebra. The presenters were Carolyn Blome and Katrina Long, Gibbs Elementary School
Teachers. The audience consisted of teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 18, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Maumelle Middle School in the
Pulaski County Special School District regarding Maumelle Middle School Summer Institute.
Teachers of English Language Arts (ELA), Science, Social Studies, and instructional facilitators
participated in professional development to learn methods for integrating technology that
supports instruction and parent communication as well as tools, resources, and guided support to
develop cross-curricular units of instruction. The presenters were Djuna Dudeck and Susan
Fletcher, PCSSD Administrators; Rafael Marlow, Asst. Principal; and Karyl Bearden, ADE
Professional Development Specialist. The audience consisted of teachers, instructional facilitators
and administrators.
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In-Service Training (Continued)

On June 18-20, 2013, ADE staff provided professional development at Roberts Elementary
School in the Little Rock School District regarding Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI) Year 3.
A teacher professional development program based on research that allows teachers to explore a
framework for how elementary school children learn concepts of number, operations, and early
algebra. The presenter was Tanya Blais, Teacher Development Group. The audience consisted of
teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 18-21, 2013, ADE provided professional development at the Hilton Garden Inn in North
Little Rock, Arkansas for the Science Standards Review Committee. Forty-five (45) educators
from around the state met to review the Next Generation Science Standards to consider them for a
recommendation to the State Board of Education to adopt these standards in place of the current
science content standards. The presenters were the following ADE personnel: Dr. Tracy Tucker,
Director of Curriculum and Instruction Unit; Michele Snyder, Science Curriculum Specialist;
Margaret Herrick, Curriculum and Instruction Social Studies Specialist; Thomas Coy, Math
Specialist; Don Kaminar, Foreign Language Advisor; Lana Hallmark, Fine Arts Curriculum
Advisor; and Janie Hickman, Science Specialist. The audience consisted of K-16 Science
Educators.

On June 19, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Maumelle Middle School in the
Pulaski County Special School District regarding Maumelle Middle School Summer Institute.
Teachers of English Language Arts (ELA), Science, Social Studies, and instructional facilitators
participated in professional development to learn methods for integrating technology that
supports instruction and parent communication as well as tools, resources, and guided support
with explicit feedback from Karyl Bearden, ADE Professional Development Specialist to further
develop cross-curricular units of instruction. PCSSD Administrator presented state test data
results for school years 2011-2012 and 2012-2013. Teachers analyzed data to consider
instructional implications, as well as how teachers in each discipline should serve as a support for
struggling students and as a support to extend learning for students meeting and exceeding grade
level standards. The presenters were Djuna Dudeck and Susan Fletcher, PCSSD Administrators;
Rafael Marlow, Asst. Principal; and Karyl Bearden, ADE Professional Development Specialist.
The audience consisted of teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 19-21, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Roberts Elementary School in
the Little Rock School District regarding Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI) Year 1. A teacher
professional development program based on research that allows teachers to explore a framework
for how elementary school children learn concepts of number, operations, and early algebra. The
presenter was Melissa Soto, Teacher Development Group. The audience consisted of teachers,
instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 24-27, 2013, ADE staff provided professional development at Roberts Elementary
School in the Little Rock School District regarding Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI) Year 2.
A teacher professional development program based on research that allows teachers to explore a
framework for how elementary school children learn concepts of number, operations, and early
algebra. The presenter was Lesley Wagner, Teacher Development Group. The audience consisted
of teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.
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In-Service Training (Continued)

On June 24-27, 2013, ADE staff provided Professional Development at Roberts Elementary in
the Little Rock School District regarding Extending Children’s Math (ECM) 2. Like Cognitively
Guided Instruction (CGI), ECM professional development is designed to enhance teachers’
ability to teach math for understanding by increasing teachers’ understanding of students’
mathematical extending. The content focus is Operations and Algebraic Thinking, Number and
Operations in Base Ten, Number and Operations — Fractions, The Number System, and
Expressions and Equations as described in the Third through Sixth Grade Common Core State
Standards for School Mathematics (CCSSM). Through a focus on students’ thinking, teachers
improve their ability to enact the Standards for Mathematical Practice described in CCSSM. ECM
professional development develops teachers’ ability to use any curriculum to teach math for
understanding. The presenter was Joan Case, Teacher Development Group. The audience
consisted of teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 24-27, 2013, ADE staff provided Professional Development at Roberts Elementary in
the Little Rock School District regarding Extending Children’s Math (ECM) 1. Like Cognitively
Guided Instruction (CGI), ECM professional development is designed to enhance teachers’
ability to teach math for understanding by increasing teachers’ understanding of students’
mathematical extending. The content focus is Operations and Algebraic Thinking, Number and
Operations in Base Ten, Number and Operations — Fractions, The Number System, and
Expressions and Equations as described in the Third through Sixth Grade Common Core State
Standards for School Mathematics (CCSSM). Through a focus on students’ thinking, teachers
improve their ability to enact the Standards for Mathematical Practice described in CCSSM. ECM
professional development develops teachers’ ability to use any curriculum to teach math for
understanding. The presenter was Lynne Nielsen, Teacher Development Group. The audience
consisted of teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 24-28, 2013, ADE conducted a meeting at the Crowne Plaza in Little Rock, Arkansas
regarding ADE Library Media Curriculum Framework Revision week #1. Thirty-seven (37)
educators met to begin the revision process. Week one (1) work consisted of an overview of the
revision process, review of rules and regulations, legislation, education reports, and other states
and national standards. Committee members gathered information and began the process of
revising the current ADE Library Media Curriculum Framework. The presenters were the
following ADE personnel: Dr. Tracy Tucker, Director Curriculum and Instruction Unit; Shirley
Fetherolf, Library Media Specialist; Thomas Coy, Math Specialist; Sherri Thorne, English
Language Arts (ELA) Specialist; and Janie Hickman, Science Specialist. The audience consisted
of K-12 Teachers, instructional facilitators, university personnel, and ADE personnel.

On June 24-28, 2013, ADE conducted a meeting at the Crowne Plaza in Little Rock, Arkansas
regarding ADE Foreign Language Curriculum Framework Revision week #1. Thirty-one (31)
educators met to begin the revision process. Week one (1) work consisted of an overview of the
revision process, review of rules and regulations, legislation, education reports, and other states
and national standards. Committee members gathered information and began the process of
revising the current ADE Foreign Language Curriculum Framework. The presenters were the
following ADE personnel: Dr. Tracy Tucker, Director Curriculum and Instruction Unit; John
Kaminar, Foreign Language Specialist; Thomas Coy, Math Specialist; Margaret Herrick, Social
Studies Specialist; Lana Hallmark, Fine Arts Specialist; Anthony Owen, Math Specialist; John
Jarboe, Music Specialist; and Michele Snyder, Science Specialist. The audience consisted of
K-12 Teachers, instructional facilitators, university personnel: Raquel Castro, University of
Arkansas Fayetteville; Dr. Anthony Hobbs, University of Arkansas Pine Bluff; Claudia Devich,
University of Arkansas Fort Smith, and ADE personnel.
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In-Service Training (Continued)

On June 25-28, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Roberts Elementary School in
the Little Rock School District regarding Cognitively Guided Instruction (CGI) Year 1. A teacher
professional development program based on research that allows teachers to explore a framework
for how elementary school children learn concepts of number, operations, and early algebra. The
presenter was Dyanne Van Den Heuvel, Teacher Development Group. The audience consisted of
teachers, instructional facilitators and administrators.

On June 26, 2013, ADE provided professional development at the Holiday Inn West in Little
Rock, Arkansas regarding Introduction to INDISTAR, an on-line tool for school planning.
Schools identified as Priority and Focus status were invited to participate in an overview training
of an on-line tool to assist in developing and monitoring an in-depth school improvement plan.
Priority Schools are currently required to utilize the tool while this tool is an option for Focus
Schools. Karyl Bearden, ADE Professional Development Specialist worked with the team from
the assigned Focus School, Fuller Middle School in the Pulaski County Special School District.
The presenter was Stephanie Benedict, INDISTAR Representative. The audience consisted of
district and building level administrators, school leadership team members and external providers.

On June 28, 2013, ADE conducted a meeting at the Pulaski County Special School District
Administration Office. ADE met with PCSSD Response to Intervention (RtI) team to discuss Rtl
Implementation Guidebook and action plan. The presenters were Jennifer Gonzales, ADE
Positive Behavior Support Coordinator for State Improvement/Personnel Development Grant
(SPDG) and Dr. Howie Knoff, State Improvement/Personnel Development Grant (SPDG)
Director. The audience consisted of Nickey Nichols, Rtl Coordinator; Tiffany Davis, Program
Advisor; Sherman Whitfield, Pupil Services Director; LaJuana Green, Director of Counseling;
Dr. Robert Clowers, Education Accountability; and Terri Rogers, Coordinator for Equity
Initiatives.

On July 9-10, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Wilbur Mills Co-op in Beebe,
Arkansas regarding Literacy Design Collaborative (LDC). In this three (3) day workshop
participants will develop a deeper understanding of the Common Core State Standards for literacy
and math that also is specific to English language arts, social studies, science and elective/career
and technical disciplines. ADE and Co-op Specialists will support and collaborate with teachers
throughout the process. Explore templates for writhing tasks. Understand the difference between
a reading and writing assignment that deepens students’ ability to read complex materials and to
prepare written statements on those materials. Create a two to four week module that will be used
with students that aligns to standards specific to a discipline area. The presenters were Greg
Moore, Wilbur D. Mills Co-op Literacy Specialist, Ben Carrigan, Harding University STEM
Center Science Specialist; Jane Dearworth, ADE Literacy Specialist; Karyl Bearden and Pearce
Peacock, ADE Professional Development Specialists. The audience consisted of High School
English, Social Studies/History and Science Teachers, administrators and instructional
facilitators.

On July 9-11, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Wilbur Mills Co-op in Beebe,
Arkansas regarding Math Design Collaborative (MDC). In this three (3) day workshop
participants will develop a deeper understanding of the Common Core State Standards for
Mathematics (CCSSM), the basic principles of formative assessment, implementation of
formative assessment lessons and creating units of instruction. The presenters were Nanette
Nichols, Science Specialist, Wilbur Mills Co-op; Tim Brister, Math Specialist Harding University
STEM Center; and Heather Hardin, ADE Public School Program Advisor. The audience
consisted of High School Math Teachers, administrators and instructional facilitators.
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In-Service Training (Continued)

On July 11, 2013, ADE provided professional development at Wilbur Mills Co-op in Beebe,
Arkansas regarding Literacy Design Collaborative (LDC). In this three (3) day workshop
participants will develop a deeper understanding of the Common Core State Standards for literacy
and math that also is specific to English language arts, social studies, science and elective/career
and technical disciplines. ADE and Co-op Specialists will support and collaborate with teachers
throughout the process. Explore templates for writhing tasks. Understand the difference between
a reading and writing assignment that deepens students’ ability to read complex materials and to
prepare written statements on those materials. Create a two to four week module that will be used
with students that aligns to standards specific to a discipline area. The presenters were Greg
Moore, Wilbur D. Mills Co-op Literacy Specialist, Ben Carrigan, Harding University STEM
Center Science Specialist; Karyl Bearden and Pearce Peacock, ADE Professional Development
Specialists. The audience consisted of High School English, Social Studies/History and Science
Teachers, administrators and instructional facilitators.

On July 12, 2013, a meeting was conducted at the Pulaski County Special School District Office.
They discussed Science Initiative including status of Next Generation Science Standards and
Common Core State Standards in Arkansas; Literacy and Math Design Collaboratives
(LDC/MDC), Teacher Excellence Support System (TESS), STEM Works Initiative, schools
Science Specialist is currently working with through grants. The presenter was Keith Harris,
UALR STEM Center Science Specialist. The audience consisted of Lance Levar, Program
Administrator.

Financial Assistance to Minority Teacher Candidates

On June 26, 2013, the Office of Educator Licensure submitted a listing of the Spring 2013
minority graduates from Arkansas colleges/universities to Little Rock School District, North
Little Rock School District and Pulaski County Special School District.

Financial Assistance to Minority Teacher Candidates

Ms. Lisa Smith of the Arkansas Department of Higher Education reported Minority Scholarships
for Fiscal Year 2011-2012 on April 9, 2013. These included the State Teacher Education
Program (STEP) and the Teacher Opportunity Program (TOP). The scholarship awards are as
follows:

2011-12 STEP Male Male Female Female Total Total
Race Count Award Count Award Count Award Count  Award
Blank 91 3,000 6 3,000 15 3,000 112 9,000
Native Amer 4 4,000 4 4,000
Asian 4 4,000 4 4,000
Black 4 4,000 14 4,000 74 4,000 92 12,000
Hispanic 2 4,000 13 4,000 15 8,000
Other 2 4,000 4,000 1 4,000 3 12,000
Unknown 1 3,000 1 3,000
White 1 3,000 123 415 539 3,000

770 115 Minority
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Financial Assistance to Minority Teacher Candidates (Continued)

2011-12 TOP Male Male Female Female Total Total
Race Count Award Count Award Count Award Count Award
Blank 122 6 28 156

Native Amer 1 10 11

Asian 4 4

Black 5 29 130 164

Hispanic 2 15 17

Other 2 1 2 5

Unknown 1 2 3

White 2 171 648 821

1181 196 Minority

Teacher Opportunity Program (TOP) — the amount awarded will be based on the tuition,
mandatory fees, books, and required supplies paid by the applicant for up to six (6) credit hours
completed.

Minority Recruitment of ADE Staff

The MRC met on July 11, 2013 at the ADE. The 1999 Revised Plan states that the ADE will
work to have a percentage of minority employees that reflects “the population of students served”
in each division of the department and in the department as a whole for employees rated at Grade
21 and above (not including Grade 99°s). Due to the revision in the employee grade system by
the Office of Personnel Management, Grades C121 to C130 were used for the purpose of this
report. A graph was also presented that showed the percentage of black, white and other
employees for the ADE as a whole and by division. During the quarter ending June 30, 2013, one
of the divisions, Accountability exceeded the threshold that was used in the previous plan. The
ADE as a whole was 18.64% Black.

School Construction
This goal is completed. No additional reporting is required.

Assist PCSSD by communicating with local colleges and universities to facilitate lowering the
cost of Black History course offerings to its certified staff

Goal completed as of June 1995.

Scattered Site Housing

This goal is completed. No additional reporting is required.
Standardized Test Selection to Determine Loan Forgiveness
Goal completed as of March 2001.

Monitor School Improvement Plans - Follow-up and assist schools that have difficulty
realizing their school improvement objectives

On August 25, 2011, ADE staff held an ACSIP meeting at NLRSD. The meeting was held in
Kristie Ratliff’s office to discuss ACSIP requirements. Diane Gross discussed priorities,
interventions, and actions and stressed that actions in the ACSIP plan must be very focused and
clear. It was suggested that NLRSD put the budget codes in the action for the Bookkeeper’s
reference when paying out. The Peer Review Process for approving building plans was discussed.
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Monitor School Improvement Plans - Follow-up and assist schools that have difficulty
realizing their school improvement objectives (Continued)

In addition to the ACSIP, discussions were held about Title III and State ELL expenditures and
making sure monies are being spent in a way the ELL students are being served. The need for
spending the dollars in the buildings where the students are located was also pointed out.

Data Collection

The ADE Office of Public School Academic Accountability has released the 2010 Arkansas
School Performance Report (Report Card). The purpose of the Arkansas School Performance
Report is to generally improve public school accountability, to provide benchmarks for measuring
individual school improvement, and to empower parents and guardians of children enrolled in
Arkansas public schools by providing them with the information to judge the quality of their
schools. The Department of Education annually produces a school performance report for each
individual public school in the state.

Work with the Parties and ODM to Develop Proposed Revisions to ADE’s Monitoring and
Reporting Obligations

On June 19, 2013, the ADE participated in a Desegregation Monitoring and Assistance Plan
Meeting. Those in attendance were Margie Powell, John Walker, Joy Springer, Sam Jones, Willie
Morris, Aleta Fletcher, Linda West, Dr. Linda Remele, Sherman Whitfield, John McCraney,
Laura Shirley, Shawn Burgess, Dr. Jerry Guess, Dr. John Tackett, Paul Brewer, Terri Rogers, and
Dr. Janice Warren. The following items were discussed during the meeting:

Section C. Student Assignment — One Race Classrooms and Cognos Reports

Our next monthly meeting has been scheduled for Wednesday, June 26, 2013 at 2:30 p.m. The
group will review Section C. Student Assignment — One Race Classrooms again.



NEWLY EMPLOYED FOR THE PERIOD OF June 15, 2013 — July 19, 2013

Bonnie Casey — Fiscal Support Supervisor, Grade C118, Central Administration, Finance, effective 07/08/13.

*Miguel Hernandez lll - ADE Assistant Commissioner, Grade N912, Division of Fiscal and Administrative
Services, effective 07/01/13.

*Anwan Middleton — Administrative Specialist ll, Grade C109, Division of Learning Services, Federal Programs,
effective 07/08/13.

*Sonya Rasberry — Human Resources Specialist, Grade C113, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Time and
Leave Unit, effective 06/24/13.

Karli Saracini — Public School Program Manager, Grade C126, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Educator
Licensure, effective 06/24/13.

Steve Scoggins — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, School
Improvement, effective 07/08/13.

Cathy Tanner— Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, School Improvement,
effective 07/08/13.

Dr. Megan Witonski — ADE Assistant Commissioner, Grade N912, Division of Learning Services, effective
06/24/13.

PROMOTIONS/DEMOTION/LATERALTRANSFERS FOR THE PERIOD OF June 15, 2013 — July 19, 2013

Christina Billingsley from an Administrative Specialist lll, Grade C112, Division of Research and Technology,
Technical Support, to a Fiscal Support Analyst, Grade C115, Central Administration, Finance, effective 07/08/13.
Promotion

Deborah Coffman from a Public School Program Manager, Grade C126, Division of Learning Services,
Professional Development, to the ADE Director of Communications, Grade N904, Central Administration,
effective 06/18/13. Promotion

Tammy Rickert from an Administrative Specialist Il, Grade C109, Division of Learning Services, Federal

Programs, to an Administrative Specialist Ill, Grade C112, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services,
Financial Accountability & Reporting, effective 06/21413. Promotion

SEPARATIONS FOR THE PERIOD OF June 15, 2013 — July 19, 2013

Robert Aberthany — Statistical Analysis Manager, Grade C121, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services,
LEA State Funding/Loans and Bonds, effective 06/28/13. 0 Years, 7 months, 15 days. Retirement

Laura Bednar — ADE Assistant Commissioner Learning Services, Grade N912, Learning Services, effective
06/21/13. 3 Years, 2 months, 2 days. 01

Jill Brzozowski — Education Investigator, Grade C121, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Professional
Licensure Standards Board (PLSB), effective 07/19/13. 1 Year, 10 months, 13 days. 01

James Camp, Jr. — School Bus Transportation Inspector, Grade C116, Division of Public School Academic
Facilities and Transportation (DPSAFT), effective 06/28/13. 5 Years, 4 months, 3 days. Retirement

Jared Cleveland —Assistant Commissioner Fiscal and Administrative Services, Grade N912, effective 06/28/13. 0
Years, 11 months, 19 days. 01

*Eneida Cosme - Fiscal Support Analyst, Grade C115, Central Administration, Finance, effective 06/28/13. 27
Years, 3 months, 17 days. Retirement



Sandra Crawley — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, Special Education,
effective 06/28/13. 2 years, 2 months, 10 days. 01

Patrice Gross — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, Charter/Home
Schools, effective 06/28/13. 2 Years, 11 months, 22 days. 01

*Rita Hampton — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Educator
Licensure, effective 06/28/13. 40 Years, 4 months, 12 days. Retirement

June Haynie — ADE OERZ Director, Grade C126, Division of Learning Services, Education Renewal
Zone/Scholastic Audit (OERZ), effective 07/08/13. 1 Year, 9 months, 12 days. 01

Sherry Holliman — Public School Program Coordinator, Grade C123, Division of Learning Services, Special
Education, effective 06/28/13. 1 Year, 0 months, 17 days. 01

Danita Hyrkas — ADE APSCN Applications Manager, Grade C124, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services,
Financial Accountability & Reporting, effective 06/21/13. 20 Years, 0 months, 0 days. Retirement

Brenda Irvin — Fiscal Support Supervisor, Grade C118, Central Administration, Finance, effective 06/28/13. 36
Years, 10 months, 23 days. Retirement

*Alisa Jackson — Administrative Specialist lll, Grade C112, Division of Learning Services, OERZ, effective
07/19/13. 7 Years, 0 months, 23 days. 01

Krista Jackson — Nutritionist Consultant, Grade C121, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services, Child
Nutrition, effective 07/19/13. 2 Years, 7 months, 27 days. 01

Andrea Kelley — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, School
Improvement, effective 06/24/13. 0 Years, 11 months, 19 days. Retirement

Carol Massey — ADE Program Administrator, Grade C124, Division of Learning Services, Professional
Development, effective 06/28/13. 11 Years, 5 months, 21 days. Retirement

*Taniesa Moore — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Public School Accountability, Equity
Assistance, effective 06/28/13. 4 Years, 4 months, 25 days. 01

*Phylistia Stanley — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Public School Accountability,
effective 07/05/13. 0 Years, 11 months, 26 days. 01

*Camille Sterrett — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Office
of Educator Effective, effective 06/28/13. 5 Years, 1month, 3 days. 01

Phyllis Stewart — ADE Assistant to Director/Chief of Staff, Grade C129, Central Administration, effective 06/28/13.
3 Years, Tmonths, 19 days. 01

Karen Taylor — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, Professional
Development, effective 06/28/13. 5 Years, 11 months, 19 days. 01

Ronald Tolson — Public School Program Manager, Grade C126, Division of Human Resources/Licensure,
Educator Licensure, effective 06/21/13. 2 Years, 8 month, 20 days. 01

Jana Villemez — Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Learning Services, Special Education,
effective 06/21/13. 2 Years, 5 months, 3 days. 01

*Minority

AASIS Codes:
01 — Voluntary
Retirement



Section 1
Second Lien Bonds

Arkansas Code Annotated (A. C. A.) § 6-20-1229 (b) states the following:

(b) All second-lien bonds issued by school districts shall have semi-annual
interest payments with the first interest payment due within eight (8) months of
the issuance of the second-lien bond. All second lien bonds shall be repaid on
payment schedules that are either:
(1) Equalized payments in which the annual payments are substantially equal
in amount; or

(2) Decelerated payments in which the annual payments decrease over the
life of the schedule.



STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING
AUGUST 12, 2013
APPLICATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL BONDS

COMMERCIAL BOND APPLICATIONS:

9 2nd Lien $ 36,625,000.00

9 $ 36,625,000.00




SCHOOL DISTRICTS FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS
COMMERCIAL BONDS

2P LIEN
RECOMMEND APPROVAL

DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Bauxite

Saline

1,532.13

$2,840,000

20.17%

$14,315,327

Funding the District's portion of the following
partnership projects: additions to Pine Haven
Elementary School ($1,400,000); building and
equipping a PE facility at the middle school
($500,000); building and equipping a band and choir
facility at the high school ($200,000); replacing the
roof at the high school ($250,000); and purchasing
property ($400,000); and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($90,000). Any
remaining funds will be used for other construction,
renovation and/or equipment purchases.

Bismarck

Hot Spring

1,027.22

$375,000

14.14%

$8,410,000

Providing funds for the District's portion of the
following Federal Emergency Management Agency
and Partnership Program Projects: constructing and
equipping safe rooms at the District's elementary
school and high school for use by the District and
local community ($320,000); upgrades to HVAC
system for the A building (Project #1314-3001-010)
($35,000); cost of issuance and underwriter's
discount allowance ($20,000). Any remaining funds
will be used for other construction, renovations, and
equipment purchases.

Bradford

White

456.79

$530,000

14.00%

$3,620,000

District-wide multi-roof replacement and
constructing and equipping a safe room ($503,980)
and cost of issuance and underwriter's discount
allowance ($26,020). Any remaining funds will be
used for constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities.

Fort Smith

Sebastian

13,965.70

$9,230,000

5.78%

$82,784,718

Constructing, renovating and equipping school
facilities ($9,000,000) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($230,000).




DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Lakeside

Garland

3,169.12

$2,890,000

6.97%

$28,405,000

Renovating the following: Jr. High football locker
room including new HVAC and equipment, science
classrooms, K-4 classrooms, bathrooms (Jr. High &
High School), K-7 security entrance, paving and
parking lot improvements of the Lakeside School
District Campus and technology upgrades for the
primary school and science classrooms ($2,800,000)
and cost of issuance, and underwriter's discount
allowance ($90,000). Any remaining funds will be
used for other construction, renovation and
equipment purchases.

Newport

Jackson

1,326.01

$5,755,000

11.05%

$14,640,000

Funding the District's portion of the following
Partnership projects: upgrade the fire alarm
system, HVAC system and provide new doors for the
high school, junior high, and central office
($3,000,000); funding the following non-partnership
projects: renovations to the gymnasium ($100,000)
and removal of asbestos from the junior high
building ($2,500,000); and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($155,000). Any
remaining funds will be used for other construction,
renovations and equipment purchases.

Russellville

Pope

4,995.69

$12,300,000

8.02%

$65,245,000

Build and equip new gymnasium ($10,000,000);
renovate baseball and softball fields and track
($1,000,000); renovate press box ($1,000,000);
remaining funds will be used for other capital
projects and/or equipment and cost of issuance
($300,000).

Southside

Independence

1,544.14

$2,070,000

20.71%

$12,212,860

Funding the District's portion of the following
partnership project: Constructing and equipping 16
new classrooms at the high school building (project
#1314-3209-002) ($2,000,000) and cost of issuance
and underwriter's discount allowance ($70,000).
Any remaining funds will be used for other
renovations and/or equipment purchases.




AMOUNT OF DEBT TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
DISTRICT COUNTY ADM APPLICATION RATIO APPLICATION PURPOSE
Funding the District's portion of the following
partnership project: completing the construction
and equipment of the District's Fine Arts building
(1112-1602-800) ($350,000); funding the following
Westside Consolidated Craighead 1,661.10 $635,000 12.33% $12,979,066 | non-partnership projects: renovations to the

elementary school ($125,000) and renovations to
classrooms at the high school ($125,000); and cost
of issuance and underwriter's discount allowance
($35,000).




Section 2
Voted Bonds

Arkansas Code Annotated (A. C. A.) § 6-20-1201 states the following:

A school district may borrow money and issue negotiable bonds to
repay borrowed moneys from school funds for: building and
equipping school buildings; making additions and repairs to school
buildings; purchasing sites for school buildings; purchasing new or
used school buses; refurbishing school buses; providing
professional development and training of teachers or other
programs authorized under the federally recognized Qualified Zone
Academy Bond program, 26 U.S.C. § 1397E; and paying off
outstanding postdated warrants, installment contracts, revolving

loans, and lease-purchase agreements, as provided by law.



STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION MEETING
APRIL 8, 2013
APPLICATIONS FOR COMMERCIAL BONDS

COMMERCIAL BOND APPLICATIONS:

15 Voted $ 199,450,000.00

15 $ 199,450,000.00




SCHOOL DISTRICTS FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS

COMMERCIAL BONDS

VOTED

RECOMMEND APPROVAL

DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Bentonville

Benton

14,821.62

$74,720,000

16.70%

$267,350,000

Constructing and equipping a new high school
($73,047,778) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($1,672,222).
Any remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.

Brookland

Craighead

1,842.34

$12,300,000

20.22%

$22,802,717

Construction of a new Pre-K building ($2,575,000);
funding the District's portion of the following
partnership projects: constructing and equipping a
new middle school ($9,100,000) and additions to
the elementary school ($325,000); and cost of
issuance and underwriter's discount allowance
($300,000). Any remaining funds will be used for
other capital projects and equipment purchases.

Danville

Yell

882.14

$2,480,000

9.67%

$3,900,928

Constructing and equipping a new K-12 classroom
addition; constructing and equipping a new
elementary cafeteria/safe room; and installing a
new roof at the elementary campus ($2,402,480)
and cost of issuance and underwriter's discount
allowance ($77,520). Any remaining funds will be
used for constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities.

Dover

Pope

1,396.84

$11,540,000

27.01%

$20,830,000

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated
September 1, 2008 ($1,564,754); renovating the
existing middle school; constructing and equipping
additional middle school classrooms, safe room
areas, and P.E. facility; constructing and equipping
a new multi-purpose activity center (MAC)
($9,692,866) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($282,380). Any
remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.




DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Heber Springs

Cleburne

1,800.54

$20,850,000

8.63%

$22,667,654

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated
October 1, 2010 ($4,826,584); refunding the
outstanding bond issue dated October 1, 2011
($3,035,208); constructing and equipping a high
school fine arts/band facility; enhancing security
measures; constructing and equipping new
occupational and physical therapy rooms;
renovating the high school cafeteria ($12,503,508);
and cost of issuance and underwriter's discount
allowance ($484,700). Any remaining funds will be
used for constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities.

Jackson County

Jackson

827.39

$7,195,000

13.32%

$7,244,985

Refunding the November 1, 2008 bond issue
($4,995,324); constructing and equipping new
facilities; paving; purchase of a school bus; and
constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping of other school facilities ($2,015,386)
and cost of issuance and underwriter's discount
allowance ($184,290).

Lee County

Lee

911.93

$1,275,000

1.22%

$1,430,000

Constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities ($1,226,400) and cost of
issuance and underwriter's discount allowance
($48,600).

Manila

Mississippi

1,021.77

$9,870,000

21.07%

$9,870,000

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated
November 1, 2008 ($3,625,444); constructing a
new high school and other projects ($6,001,416)
and cost of issuance and underwriter's discount
allowance ($243,140). Any remaining funds will be
used for constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities.

Mountainburg

Crawford

703.81

$3,810,000

10.55%

$3,928,451

Refunding the outstanding bond issues dated
December 1, 1997 and November 1, 2010
($2,100,341); replacing and upgrading major
building systems and equipment for existing school
facilities ($1,601,029) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($108,630). Any
remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.




DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Pea Ridge

Benton

1,685.41

$12,890,000

26.23%

$22,168,314

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated
October 1, 2011 ($1,456,196); refunding a portion
of the District's outstanding bond issue dated April
1, 2012 ($8,089,705); constructing and equipping a
new multi-purpose facility which will include an
auditorium, high school classrooms and various
classrooms for band, choir and drama; renovating
and equipping existing band room into classrooms;
and any remaining funds will be used for
constructing, refurbishing, remodeling and
equipping school facilities ($3,005,719) and cost of
issuance and underwriter's discount allowance
($338,380).

Prairie Grove

Washington

1,837.97

$24,715,000

20.83%

$25,645,000

Refunding the October 1, 2010 bond issue and both
of the March 1, 2012 bond issues ($11,556,641);
demolition of a major portion of the existing
primary school; constructing and equipping a
classroom addition and a safe room/multi-purpose
addition to the intermediate school to create a K-4
campus; constructing and equipping a new high
school gym ($12,562,629) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($595,730). Any
remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.

Searcy County

Searcy

898.96

$8,580,000

13.58%

$9,142,108

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated March
1, 2009 ($2,341,188); constructing and equipping
additional classrooms and renovation of existing
classrooms at Marshall Elementary School;
constructing and equipping additional classrooms
and ADA restrooms at Marshall High School;
installation of central heat and air at Leslie
Intermediate School and Marshall High School;
constructing and equipping FFA barn, corral and
fencing; demolition and removal of existing old
school buildings ($6,024,052) and cost of issuance
and underwriter's discount allowance ($214,760).
Any remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.




DISTRICT

COUNTY

ADM

AMOUNT OF
APPLICATION

DEBT
RATIO

TOTAL DEBT W/THIS
APPLICATION

PURPOSE

Valley Springs

Boone

938.61

$2,960,000

6.70%

$3,370,433

Refunding the outstanding bond issue dated
November 1, 2010 ($906,992.50); refunding the
outstanding bond issue dated October 1, 2011
($1,163,110.63); installing air conditioning in
existing gyms; constructing and equipping
additional elementary school classrooms
($800,856.87) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($89,040). Any
remaining funds will be used for constructing,
refurbishing, remodeling and equipping school
facilities.

Watson Chapel

Jefferson

2,955.57

$4,265,000

5.71%

$6,445,000

Purchasing land ($125,000); funding the District's
portion of the following partnership project:
building and equipping a new K-1 building
($4,017,000) and cost of issuance and
underwriter's discount allowance ($123,000). Any
remaining funds will be used for other capital
projects and/or equipment purchases.

West Fork

Washington

1,193.48

$2,000,000

14.12%

$7,915,369

Constructing, renovating and equipping new and
existing school facilities ($1,930,000) and cost of
issuance ($70,000).
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Arkansas Better Chance Grants 2013-2014

Agency Vendor Number Purpose of Grant Amount
Southeast AR Education Svc Coop 100050308 AmeriCorps Grant S 285,000.00
Rutgers The State University 100125811 Longitudinal Study S 213,685.00
TOTAL $ 498,685.00
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ARKANSAS
DEPARTMENT
OF EDUCATION

June 24, 2013

Mr. Brad J. Beavers

Attorney at Law

407 Cleveland Street

Forrest City, AR 72335-3302

Mr. Jon Estes, Superintendent
Palestine-Wheatley School District
P.O.Box 790

Palestine, AR 72372

Ms, Sabrina Aldridge
237 SFC 300
Forrest City, AR 72335

Ms. Joye Hughes, Superintendent
Forrest City School District

845 N. Rosser

Forrest City, AR 72335

Re:  Appeal Under the Public School Choice Act of 2013
Aldridge v. Palestine-Wheatley School District
VIA CERTIFIED AND REGULAR MAIL

Everyone:

On June 21, 2013, Ms. Sabrina Aldridge filed a petition appealing the decision of
the Palestine-Wheatley School District to deny the following applications made
pursuant to the Public School Choice Act of 2013:

o J. Aldridge
e M. Aldridge

This letter is to notify you that the Arkansas State Board of Education is
tentatively scheduled to hear the above-referenced appeal(s) on Monday, August
12, 2013. The meeting will begin at 9:00 a.m. in the Auditorium of the Arch
Ford Education Building, Four Capitol Mall, Little Rock, Arkansas.

Enclosed with this letter you will find a copy of Act 1227 of 2013 and the
Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public School
Choice Act 0of 2013. Any additional materials any party chooses to submit should
be provided to my office no later than 12:00 noon on July 24, 2013.

The above-referenced appeal(s) will be conducted pursuant to the legal authority
and jurisdiction vested in the State Board by Act 1227 0f 2013 and the Arkansas
Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice
Act of 2013.

Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to
contact me at (501) 682-4227 should you require additional information.



School Choice Appeal Hearing Notice
June 24, 2013
Page 2 of 2

Respectfully,

23-,\ KR

Jeremy C. Lasiter
General Counsel

Enclosures

ce: Tom W. Kimbrell, Ed.D., Commissioner of Education
Mr. John Hoy, Asst. Commissioner, Div. of Public School Accountability
State Board of Education Office
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RECEIVED

ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
June 16, 2013
Office of the Commissioner JUN . 2 12013
ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
GENERAL DIVISION

4 Capital Mall
Little Rock, AR 72201
To Whom it May Concern:

My name is Sabrina Aldridge. My husband is Nick Aldridge. My children are Jessi, Maci, and
fax. My school aged children were denied a school transfer to Palestine/Wheatley School District due
to exemptions by School Choice Law placing the Forrest City School District under a desegregation order.
I'm appealing the denial decision because | have done extensive research on the subject and found
evidence that leads me to believe that they are no longer under this order. 1also would like to reguest
a hearing with the appeals board.

| have included the 2011-2012 report cards for Forrest City and Palestine/Wheatley along with
ratings for both school districts. The report shows struggle with the upper grades that Forrest City is
having. As a parent who also works with the school district I'm not willing to sacrifice my children’s
education, safety, or emotional well-being in hopes of the Forrest City School District turning the issues
around before reaching the higher grades.

I am including a copy of a Supreme Court Precedent document, the first page and the page
pertaining to our situation. It states that Forrest City was under a desegregation order at one time but
that order has been lifted. It also lists the districts that are still under the order. | have aiso included a
copy of an article about school choice overhaul. In this article Dr. Tom Kimbrell, the state’s educational
commissioner, states that there is no official list of schools that are under a desegregation order. For
these reasons, | feel the exemption claimed by my home school district is invalid.

I appreciate the time considered over the appeal. | feel like the transfer to the
Palestine/Wheatley is in the best interest of my children. As previously stated, | will be requesting a
hearing to answer any questions regarding the transfer.

Sincerely, '
%ﬂﬁm&a Adhiclge.
Sabrina Aldridge

237 SFC 300

Forrest City, AR 72335

(870} 270-3560
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Maintaining Diversity After Parents Involved:
Supreme Court Precedent Renders Arkansas’s
School Choice Statute Unconstitutional, and
the State Should Respond by Abolishing
School Choice’

I. INTRODUCTION

Arkansas’s school-choice statute allows students to choose
to attend any public school district in the state, but prevents
students from transferring from a residential district to a district
with a higher percentage of the student’s race than attend his
residential district. Parents of children attending the Malvern
School District in Malvern, Arkansas challenged the
constitutionality of the school-choice statute in the fall of 2008.!
The case, Hardy v. Malvern School District, culminated in a
dismissal of the parents’ claims in March 2010.> In granting
Malvern’s motion for summary judgment, the United States
District Court for the Western District of Arkansas held that the
plaintiffs had selected improper defendants in the lawsuit.?

If a challenge to the statute were brought against the proper
defendants, the challenge would likely be successfiil based on a
2007 United States Supreme Court decision, Parents Involved in
Community Schools v. Seattle School District No. I, which
likely renders the law unconstitutional.* The Parents Involved
decision represents the latest and most significant in a long line

" The author thanks Mark Killenbeck, Wylie H. Davis Distinguished Professor of
Law—whose expertise in constitutional law was invaluable to her throughout this
process—for lending his time to this project and for offering consistently helpfil advice
and edits along the way. The author also thanks her Note and Comment Editor, Leah M.
Ward, 1.D. 2010, University of Arkansas School of Law, and Samantha Blassingame
Leflar, J.D. 2010, University of Arkansas School of Law, for their invaluable contributions
on numerous drafts. Finally, the author thanks the Wynne School District for providing her
with the gift of a free, diverse, and public education.

1. Complaint at 2, Hardy v. Malvern Sch. Dist,, Civ. No. 08-6094 (W.D. Ark Oct.
21, 2008).

2. Civ. No. 08-6094, 2010 WL 956696 (W.D. Ark. Mar. 16, 2010).

3. Id at 16, 23, 2010 WL 956696, at *6, 9.

4. 551 U.8, 701 {2007).
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while white students were fleeing to the surrounding North
Little Rock and Pulaski County school dlstrlcts through intra-

district choice policies allowed by the State.’” : In addition 10

the Little Rock School District, other school districts in
Arkansas were sub_]ected to a court order to desegregate before
properly doing so including Camden-Fairview, Cotton Plant,;
Forrest City, Garland County, and Palestine Wheatley.!” Those ]
dlstncts are no longer under the order to desegregate; however, |

_in 2006 eleven school dlstmcts in the state remained under a

court order to desegregate.'® Those districts included Bradley;

, Crawfordsvﬂle, England, Hermitage, Junction City, Little Rock,,

Notth thtle Rock(5 Pulaski County, Thornton, Warren, and.
'Watson Chapel - Additionally, other school districts,
including Hughes, Marked Tree, and Wynne, are -currently
operating -under desegregation plans- instituted by the former
U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare, though none
of these dlstrlcts were ever subjected to a federal-court order to.
desegregate.”®'  Additionally, in 2010, the Little Rock School
District sought relief from the State Board of Education, arguing
that the State’s creation of open—enrollment charter schools led
to further segregation and to an increasing numher of high-
poverty schools in the Little Rock School District.”

In light of Arkansas’s history and the capacious amount of
litigation surrounding the state’s intentional classifications and
segregation by race, a school seeking to defend Arkansas’s
school-choice statute could make a strong case that the statute
exists to remedy the past effects of de jure segregation,

197, Statement of Undisputed Material Facts at 4-6, Hardy v. Malvern Sch. Dist.,
Civ. No. 08-6094 (W.D. Ark. Dec. 18, 2009) (filed by Arkansas Attorney General Dustin
McDaniel on behalf of the State Board of Education) (citing Little Rock Sch. Dist. v,
Pulaski County Special Sch, Dist., 584 F. Supp. 328, 362 (E.D. Ark. 1984)).

198, M at 12,

199. Letter from Farella E. Robinson, Civil Rights Analyst, US, Comm’n on Civil
Rights, to Oliver Diltingham, Equity Ctr. Program Manager, Ark. Dep’t of Educ. (Cct. 30,
20086).

200. Ia.

201. Statement of Undisputed Material Facts, supra note 197, at 12-13.

202. LR School Board OKs Motion to Enforce '8 Seitlement Agreement, ARK,
ONLINE, Mar. 30, 2010, hitp:/fwww.arkansasonline.com/news/2010/mat/30/lr-school-
board-oks-motion-enforce-89-settiement-a/ (referencing a not-yet-filed motion wriiten by
Litle Rock School District attorney Chris Heller, Motion to Enforce 1989 Settlement
Agresment, Little Rock Sch, Dist. v, Pulaski County Special Sch. Dist. No. 1, LR-C-R2-
866 (W.D, Ark.)).



Palestine-Wheatley School District No. 23

P.O. Box 790
Palestine, Arkansas 72372

Dear Parent:

! am sorry, but the application you submitted for \5 CAL ﬂ'\clf ojce has beer
rejected for the following reason.

Q Q Your chiid’s resident district has declared itself exempt from the provisions of the
‘ Schooi Chosce law duetoit bemg under a- desegregation order.

Your chlld’s resident district has reached its limitation cap for ailowabie transfers and ‘
we cannot accept any addztlona! school choace transfers from that district.

Your chlld wou}d require the dastr:ct to add staff, teachers or classrooms.

You have ten days from receipt of this notice in which to appeal this decision to the State Board
of Education.. ‘

Respectfully,

J&V\L La-

Superintendent
Palestine-Wheatley School District



Pa]estine—Wheatley School District No. 23 .

P.O. Box 790
Palestine. Arkansas 72372

Dear Parent:

! am sorry, but the application you submitted for Mr e ’Q\ (lq!”.'c\;q C,. e has been
rejected for the following reason.

X Your child’s resident district has decdlared itself exempt from the provisions of the
Schooi Chmce Law due to it being under a desegregatlon order.

Your ch;id’s resident district has reached its limitation cap for aﬂowabie transfers and
we cannot accept any addltional school chorce transfers from that district. '

Your chz!d would require the dlstnct to add staff teachers or classrooms.,

You have ten days from receipt of this notice in which to appeal this decision to the State Board
of Education.

Respectfuily,

Superintendent
Palestine-Wheatley School District



students eligible for in-state college tu-
ition rates. It failed in the Senate Educa-
tion Committee April 10, It would have
provided those rates to students who
have been attending Arkansas schools
for three years and have an Arkansas
high school diploma or GE.D. In 2005,
Elliott sponsored a similar bill as a staie
representative that passed the House but
fell one vote short in the Senate.
Alexander’s House Bill 1938 would
have placed a moratorium on consolida-
tions based on schools falling below the
current 350-student district minimum
until April 30, 2015. It would have al-

lowed the state to force a reorganization
only if a district is found to be in aca-
demic distress, fiscal distress, or failure
to comply with state accreditation stan-
dards. Attorney General Dustin McDan-
iel and KimbreH testified that removing
the 350-stndent minimum could open
the state up to litigation because the
school funding system is based on that
number. The bill failed in the House,
House Bill 1912 by Rep. Charles
Armstrong (D-Little Rock), would have
created a route-based formula for fund-
ing school transportation costs, Cur-
rent funding is based on the number of

students in a district irrespective of how
much it costs to transport them. The bill
would have meant that about one-third
of the state’s districts would have seen a
drop in state funding.

That led to concerns among op-
ponents, including the Department of
Education, that the bill would affect
adequacy funding. ASBA’s Harder testi-
fied that creating a route-based formula
would be too limiting,

Instead, Harder said the Legislature
should undertake a comprehensive re-

* view of transportation requirements and

funding.

School choice overhaul passes

New law takes race out of
consideration, but provisions
address concerns of return to

state’s segregated past
By Steve Brawner
Editor
School districts across Arkansas will

be able to accept — or lose — students
regardless of residency or race this up-
coming school year, But the state’s new
school choice law will limit transfers
to three percent of a district’s student
population and will sunset in two years
so the state can reconsider if it is leading
to racial resegregation.

- Meanwhile, questions remain about
how the law will be implemented.

Act 1227 by Sen. Johmny Key, R-
Mountain Home, chairinan of the Senate
Education Comumittee, removes the
race-based provisions of the state’s old
school choice law that a district court
found unconstitutional last year, Under
the Arkansas Public School Choice Act
of 1989, nonresident students could not
transfer to a district where there was a
higher percentage of the student’s race.
The provision was meant to prevent
white flight,

When a group of parents in the
Malvem School District sued over that
provision, the district court ruled that
it violated the U.S. Constitution’s 14th
Amendment equal protection guaran-
tee, effectively ending school choice in

Arkansas. The state awaited an appeals
verdict by the Eighth Circuit Court of
Appeals, bat with the next school year
approaching, lawmakers believed a
legislative remedy was needed

Act 1227 no longer takes into account
a student’s race, but, to address concerns
about resegregation, it caps transfers
from a district at three percent of its av-
erage daily student population, Sibfing
groups count as ene unit. It will require
the Department of Education to col-
lect transfer data, and it will expire on
Tuty 1,20135, forcing the Legislature to
revisit the law. It also allows the state’s
16,000 currently transferred nonresident
students to stay in their new districts.

Continued, next page
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Questions remain about how the law
will be implemented. Passed near the
end of the session, a number of details
weren’t resolved, ASBA Policy Director
Ron Harder said May 14 at the annual
Toint Leadexrship Conference for ASBA
and the Arkansas Association of Educa-
tional Administrators that he had spent
the previous two weeks working through
its complexities. “It is convoluted leg-
islation,” he said. “It has many issues
that either contradict, aren’t clear, or are
simply unanswered.”

The law allows exemptions for school
districts that are under a desegrega-
tion order but requires those districts
to declare their exemptions April 1 of
cach year. Because it was not passed
until after the date, the Department of
Education gave districts until May 17.
Twenty-two districts said they were ex-
empt: Arkadelphia, Blytheville, Camden
Fairview, Catter Morning Star, Dollar-
way, El Dorado, Forrest City, Fountain
Lake, Helena-West Helena, Hope, Hot
Springs, Jessieville, Junction City, Lake
Hamilton, Lakeside - Chicot County,
Little Rock, Marvell-Elaine, Mountain
Pine, Pulaski County, South Conway,
Stephens and Texarkana.

However, according to Dr. Tom
Kimbrell, the state’s education commis-
sioner, there’s no official list of schools
that are actually under a desegregation
order, so a lawsuit is required to resolve
a dispute. Families in Blytheville have
already sued.

Kimbrell said districts will struggle
to stay within the three percent limit
because students will be choicing in and
out of a variety of schools at the same
time, meaning districts won't know
exactly where their numbers are day to
day. The legislation requires the resident
district to inform parents that they can
transfer but does not require the receiv-
ing district to be informed. Harder said
ASBA is advising districts to accept new
students only provisionally until they
ensure they are not running afoul of the
limit.

Among the competing proposals was
Act 1334 by Rep. Kim Hammer, R-
Benton, which, unlike Act 1227°s com-
prehensive approach, simply “grandfa-
thered” existing school choice transfer
students into their new districts. Some,

12 June 2013 Report Card

SEN. JOHNNY KEY, R-Mountain Home,
sponsored the hill that became Act 1227.

including the Arkansas Department of
Education, would have preferred that
limited approach until the Eighth Circuit
ruled on the appeal. That was ASBA’s
position, although the association did
not testify in committee.

The Eighth Circuit has requested
legal filings regarding whether or not the
issue is now moot becaunse of the pas-
sage of Act 1227,

Key’s bill originally allowed unfet-
tered school choice options except when
a district was under a desegregation
order. However, apponents argued in
testimony that such an open choice law
would result in rapid resegregation in
parts of Arkansas. Those included Dr,
Bob Watson, superintendent of the El
Dorado School District, and Dr. Jerry
Guess, superintendent of the Pulaski
County Special School District. Watson
said in spoken and written testimony
that race was the most important factor
in student transfers in his majority-
minerity district. Some white parents, he
said, were willing to forego the El Do-
rado Promise providing college scholar-
ships to the district’s students. “You’re
going to have to make that classroom
whiter, or I'm leaving,” one parent told
him.

Another superintendent, Chester
Shannon of Jacksen County, testified in
favor of the bill.

The debate pitted two competing
values — the right of parents to send their
students to the best available school, and
the state’s interest in preventing racial
resegregation. Sen. Alan Clark, R-Lons-
dale, argued that families who can afford
to move to other districts already do so.
A law with strings attached would leave
only poor families unable to transfer
their children to better schools, he said.

The debate also included compet-
ing legal thecries. In testimony before
the Senate Education Committee, Jess
Askew, the attorney for the Malvern
parents, satd that including any kind of
race-based provision in a new school
choice law would land the state back in
court. Askew argued that the state can’t
prevent people from choosing where
to live based on racial considerations
and, likewise, can’t prevent people from
choosing where to send their children to
school. “T will tell you that the Malvern
case was the easiest lawsuit I've ever
had,” he said.

But Alan Robests, an attorney who
filed a friend-of-the-court brief on
behalf of the El Dorado and Camden-
Fairview school districts, disagreed. He
said actions that have the foreseeable
effect of causing segregation make the
state vulnerable to lawsuits even if the
state does not intend for that to happen.
Moreover, he said that the state’s previ-
ous school choice law has been cited as
a pro-integration action in court cases.

Aside from Hammer’s bill, there were
numerous other proposals. For example,
Senate Bill 114 by Sen. Joyce Elliott,
D-Little Rock, would have allowed non-
resident student transfers, but districts
could have opted out of the entire school
choice system if they feared their par-
ticipation would lead to racial resegrega-
tion regardless of whether or not they
were under a desegregation order.

ASBA’s Harder said Key’s willing-
ness to compromise helped ensure Act
1227°s passage.

“He probably could have, at least on
the Senate end, he could have pushed it
through four weeks into the session, and
instead, he did listen, he did address, he
tried to take everybody’s concerns into
consideration and amended his bill in a
way that at a minimum, it made it very
hard to argue against it,” Harder said.
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RS RS 40% (2007
The state average for Math was 82% in 2012,

o% % W%
Sowsg, AR Dept. of Zdusation, 2011.2012

Grade 5
Science

60% (2012
2011

SHRE 20% (Zﬂrf))
The siate average for Science was 60% In 2012,

T (212}

SN 550 (2011)
155 B6% (201
TR 51% (2009)

g RS 4% {20075
The stele average for Literacy was B5% in 2012

[Aath

34% {2012)
S a4 (2011)
RN 60% (2010}

IEHEREG 5% (2000)
i M?w 39% {2008)
SRR RS 34% (2007)
The state average for iMath was 78% in 2012,
4% 5% WB%

Saurge AR Dapt. of 2dusation, 2011-2012

BU% 2012)
3 : W 45% (2011)
- “Wm%"ﬁ&mﬁ% ::%d%&&smmmm 58% (2010}

*“é%z?%@m *’%2%&%’«& “%ﬁ‘k?s%i@ SEER 56% (2007}
The slate average Tor Lileracy was 73% in 2012,

Math

O (2012)
i ;fwmmmfﬁm 1k 59% (2014;

SRR R I 58 (2010}
R R R o7 2009
m»;mm%{%w 53% (2008}
SRR 309 (2007)
rhp siate average for Math was 75% in 2042,

8% 54 100%
Sourde: AR Dapt of Education, 2011-2612

Grade 7
Science

28% {2012}
RS O (2011
REIREIEED 20% (2010)

Data not avallabie for this distrlct (2009}

The slate average for Sclence was 41% in 2012,

Literacy

4% (2012)

o s e
ﬁiﬁ“ﬁ%%%aﬁWeﬁ}mﬁﬁ%%%‘w 57% (2010)
Data not available for this districl (2009)
SRS A 64% (2008
FRETERETRITE 30% (2007)

The siete average for Literacy was 80% in 2012,

Mathy

56% (2012)
SRR TR R 7% {201 1)
ST RS 64 (2010}

Data not avai!dble for this district (2006

SRR e e 559, (2068)
RGBSR %ﬁ%&m«%&%& 48% (2007)

The state average for Math was 77% in 2012,
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! 0% 50% 160E
i Sourcs, AR Dapd, of Educabion. 201 1-2012
! Grade 8

Literacy

W A% (2012
7 £ R 62% (2018
mﬁmmmw*% R 7% (2010)
SRR R REAE, 5% (2000)
%Wmmw REHR RO R 66% (2008)
RS a0 (2007)
The stale average for Literacy was 80% in 2012,

SRR R 45% (201D)
SRR R T €89 (2000}
AR AR 0% (2008)
SRR 18% (2007)

The state average for Math was 83% n 2012

U 56 0%
Saurze: AR Dept. of Edutation, 2011-2012

Grade 11

SRR R R Y 65% (2011)
TR RS 405 (2010

TERNEI R 4% (2000)

R 14% (2008)

iR 32% (2007)

The state average for Literacy was 68% in 2012,

9% i) 0%
Source: AR Dapi. of Edusalion, 2041-2012

Ahout the tosts

* In 2011-212 Arkaneas used the Benchmark Exam to test studants in grades 3 through 8 and 11 in literacy and
grades 3 Ihrough 8 in math,

* The Benchmark Exam i5 a standards-based test, which means 1 imeasures spucitic skills defined for each grade
by the state of Arkansas,

+ The goat is for &l sludents lo score at or above the proficient level, ’

Testing in Arkansas: An Qverview
See Arkansas’ state standardsCompare all elementary, middle ans high schools in {his disteict

Back 10 top >

End of Course Exam Results

Scale: % at or above proficiant
Algebra |

T4% (20125
W@W&@Mﬁ zﬁ&%ﬁﬁm% ‘“%81 6{2()ﬁ)

S @WMW@W “’W’a& 64% {2009)
'mmmm 36% (2009}
IR 2L (2007

The state averages for Algebra | was 30% in 2012

Biolngy

; 2% (2012}
COPUENBARNIIE 2997 (2011)
SRR 30% (2010)

ERETE 14% (2009)
The slate average for Biology was 43% in 2012,

Geomelry

47% (2012)

CHHE 59% (2011
SRS 56% (2010)
,‘ﬁ%&wﬁ%? I 4 1% (2009

TR 24% (2008)

IR 3% {2007

The stale average for Geomelsy was 76% in 2012,

9% G pi=o)- 8
Hotirce: AR Dept. of Sdugation, 2019-2012

Absui the tests
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.

geometry,

of ATkansas.

The goal is for ail students to score af or ahove the proficient level,

Testing in Arksnsas: An Qverview

See Arkansas’ state standardsCompare all high schools in this district

Teachers

Student-Teacher Rativ 113

I 2013-2012 Arkansas used the End of Course Exam to test high school atudents in algebra I, biology, and

The resuits for End of Course Exams administered in spring of each year are displayed on GreatSchools profiles,

The End of Course Exam is 2 standards-based fest, which means it measures specific skilis defined by the state

Back to top >

This District State Averags
Studenis per FYE teacher’ 14 13
Gource: NCES, 20082009
How Important is Class Sige? »
Back totop »
Students

Student Ethaksity (1)

Ethnicity This District State Average
8 White. not Hisparic % 87%

& Black, not Hispanic 28% 22%

8 Hispanic “1% 2%

& American indianfAaskan Native <{% <1%

Buuroer NOES, 20062-2008

Hew important is Cultural Diversity at Your Sthool? >

Student Economis Level \g:\

This District

State Average

Studenls sligible for free or reduced-prce unch program’ 82%

57%

Souvce: 'NCES, 2008-200¢

The Achisvement Gap: is Your School Heiping All Students? >

Spending Per Pupl!

Finance data was nol reported for this district.
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Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School Improvement” status based on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status.

The ADE has notified our administration that Lincoln Middle Academy of Excellence has an
AYP Status for the 2011-2012 school year of Alert.
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Leam morg »
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LEARN ABOUT THIS DiSTRICT'S:

¥Benchmark Exam Resulis
»End of Course Exam Resulis

¥ Students
»Spending Per Pupil

245 Mardh Rosser Grades PR-12 & Compare top-rated schools
Forrest City, AR 72335 ; ungraded . inthis districh:
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View all schools in this
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Benchmark Exam Results

Scale: % at or above proficient
Grade 3

Literacy

57% (2012)
e TS R 50% (2011)
ﬁm%&ymmgvm% 43% [2D10)
5 EREEREEAN 97% (2009
Dala not availabie for thig digtrict (2008)
frtan e e ]
The sizfe average for Literacy was 82% in 2012,

Math
& TO% (2012)
: ST 3% (2011)
et et Mé&ﬁ?&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%“ 5% {2010}
SHRET IR 50% (2000}
Data no! avmiebie for {his district (2008)
R TR 51% (2007
The stale averags for Math was 87% in 2612,

a7 §GFE 5
Source: AR Dept. of Education, 2011-2012

Grade 4

Literacy

& 0% (2012

TR ity i 58% (201 1)
TR M 4% (2010)

PSR Y 47% (2009)

Ciata not available for this district (2008}
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Data not avallable for this disirict (2008)
SRR 52% (2007)
i The stale average for Math was 82% & 2042,

&% 5O nn%
Source: AR Dept. of Education, 20112012
Grade 5

Saience

B TR 21% (2011)
SRR 23% (2010)

TR 109% (2000)

The siale average for Science was 60% in 2012,

Literacy

B8% (2012}
: FRTER I 4T (201
%&WWW&@%WW # 53% (2019
PSR S Y 50% (2009)
TR 330 (2008)

TR RO An% (2007)

The siate average for Lileracy was B5% in 2012,

43% (2012)
4 B 47Y% (2011)
zr?ﬁ” Ww&?@%ﬂ%@& 42 % {2 U}

5 Lﬁiﬁg&ﬁm ,;’JB% (200?}
}he %!a!c average for Math was 76% in 2012.

9% 54% 1605
Source: AR Dept, of Bducallon, 20112042
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The stale average for Literacy was 75% in 2012,
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The state average for Math was 75% in 2012,
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0% 50%% HEA
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HEE T (2012)

IR 10% 2011)
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The slate average for Sciance was 41% in 2012.
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 58% {20425

7% (20103
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The state average for Literacy was 80% in 2012,
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i The slate average for Math was 77% in 2012,

a% 6% B 15,14
Beurce: AR Depi. of Edunation. 20412012

Gu ads 8

T SRR R 48% (2014 ;
i mwmw M&Wﬁ 47% {2010

: R 31 % (2008)
fﬁ?&%ﬁ:&%ﬁ'ﬁ%é GO EERE 3% (2007)
The sfate average for Literacy was 80% n 2012,

Math

S % 26% (2011)
%WM@% 31% {2010)

i .)D% (z‘i)G? H
The etate averape for Math was 68% in 2012

0% 0% 00
! Sotree. AR Depil. of Sdusation, 2044-2012

Grade 11
Literacy

G 35% {201 2)

“%&i 2% 201

ﬁm&i@ 33% (2010
EREENE 40% {2008)

The slate average for Literacy was 88% in 2012,

Pt ) 0% 00%
Source: AR Dapl. of Edutetion. 20112012
Ahout the tesis

i 2011-2012 Arkansas used the Benchmark Exam to test students in grades 3 through 8 and 11 n literaty and
gradss 3 through 8 in math,

* The Benchmark Exam is a standarde-based test, which means it measures specific skills defined for each grade
by the state of Arkansas.

= Fhe gaal is for afl students to score al or above the proficient level,

Testing In Arkansas; Anp Qverview
Ses Arkansas' state standsrdsCompare alf elementary. middie and Righ schools in this district

End of Courge Exam Rosults

Seale: % at or sbove proficient
Algebra b

65% (2012)
% 61% (2011)

E: SR 4% (2010)

8 mw i féaﬁﬂf?mém%wm% L 45% (2008

i MW%W 40% (2007}
The state average for Algebra | was 80% in 2012

Biclogy
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*‘%‘c@ 6% (2011)
2 8% (2010)
méﬁw 3% (2009}
The state average for Biology weas 435 in 2012,

Geonrelry

B ; 51% (2012
SRATRL R R 40% (2011)
T 58% (2010)
ERNEERERANE 27% (2009)
SRS R 30% (2008)
SRR R 319 (2007)

The stale average for Geomatry was 76% in 2012.

Q% §3% %
Source: AR Dept. of Educatian, 2011-2012

About the tests
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» In 2019-2012 Arkansas used the £nd of Course Exam io test Hgh school students in aigebra |, binlogy, and
geomety,

» The results for End of Course Exams adminisierad in spitng of each year are displayed on GreatSchools profies.

* The End of Course Exam is 2 standards-based test, which means it measures specific skilis defined by the state
of Arkarisas.

+ The goal is for all students o score at or above the proficient ievel.

Testing i Arkansas: An Qverviaw
See Arkansas’ state standardsCompare all bigh schools in this distris!

Bagk ta top >

Teachers
Student-Teacher Ratio |
This District State Average
Students per FTE teacher® " 15 13 :
Seurae; NCES, 20682009
How important is Class Size? >
Hack to top >
Students

Student Ethnicity (3

gﬁmnicity This District State Average
B Black, not Hispanic 0% 22%:

iE White, nof Hispanic 8% T

H Hispenic 1% %

ﬁ Aslan/Pacific istandar «1% 2%

Amsrican Indian/Alaskan Native <% <1%

' Bourea; NCES, 20082069

Student Economic Level (3

i ‘This Ristrict Btate Average o

Students eligible for free or reduced-price lunch program®  100% 57%

Goures; "NUES, 2006-2009

The Achievement Gap: [s Your Schoof Heiping All Siudents? >

Back io top >
Bpending Per Pupil

Finance data was not reported for this disérict,

http://www.greatschools.org/cgi-bin/ar/district-orofile/143

Page 4 of 5

6/12/70173



‘Test Séores for Forrest City School District | GreatSchools

Sign Up For Email Updates ' [Your email address] Sign up

Connect With Us

Page 5 of 5

About GreatSchools

Qur mission is to inspite and supporl families o champion thair children's education - Cur mission
Our peaple

San Fram:ié(:o, Mitwaskee, Washinglon D.C. and lndianapolis, Jobs

at school. at bome and in their community, We sre a national non-profit with offices in

Contact us

Find the great schools in your cormmunity

Advertise with us
Fartners

Media romn
Widgets & tools

Huow we rale schools
Seheol review guideiines
Terms of use

Privacy policy

Adbuguergue, NM Charleston, Wy Fargo, NO Hanchester, NH
Anchorage, AK Chaniodte, NG Honclulu, HE Memphis, TN
Allanta, GA Cheyenne, WY Hotston, TX hiami, FL
Austin, TX Chicago, i indianapolis, IN Miwaukes, Wi
Baltimaore, MD Columbia, 8C Jdackson, MS Minneapolis, MN
Bilings, MT Columbus, OM ducksonvilie, FL Nashville, TN
Birmingham, AL Dallas, TX Kansas Cily. MO Mew Orieans, LA
Boise, D Denver, CO L.as Vegas, NV New York City. NY
Boston, MA Des Moines, 1A Liftle Rock, AR Newark, NJ
Bridgepon, CT Detroit, #i Les Angsles, CA Qakland, CA
Buitington, VT El Paso, TX bLouisville, KY

Oklahoma City, G
Cmahs, NE
Philadelphia, PA
Phoenix, AZ
Fortland, ME
Porttand, OR
Providence, R
Sacramento, CA4
Salf Lake Gity, UT
San Antorio, TX

GreatSchonls, the. 160 Spear Steet, Sulte 1020, San Franciscs, CA 94105

bttp://www.greatschools.org/cei-bin/ar/district-profile/143

San Diago, CA
San Feandisca, £4
San Jose, CA
Saaitle, WA

Bioux Fails, 50
Tucson, AZ
Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, C
Wichita, KS
Wdlmingion, DE

A/12N172



Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School [mprovement” status bhased on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status.

literacy and math. F ollowing is information showing the expected AYP Target for the 2010-201]
school year and the schools performance for the combined population and each subpopulation in
the building.

(State AYP Target: Literacy — 75.70 / Math =-73.41)

Percent Proficient/Advanced: Grade 7

Literacy Math
Combined 31.0 350
African-American 28.0 31.0
Caucasian 45.0 54.0
Economically Disadvantaged 31.0 35.0
Students with a Disability 0.0 0.0
Percent Proficient/Advanced: Grade §

Literacy Math

Combined 46.0 25.0
African-American 44.0 20.0
Caucasian 51.0 42.0
Economically Disadvantaged 46.0 25.0
Students with a Disability 4.0 0.0

Forrest City Jr. High School is the only junior high school in the district; however, if you would
like more information regarding your child’s school and how it compares to all schools in the
state, please contact Mr. Reginald Murphy at 870-633-3230 or visit the Arkansas Department of

Education’s website at httg:ﬂarkansased.orﬂ.

As a resuit of the school being identified for “School Improvement Year 7 State Directed”, the
district will continue to implement Option F from the following alternative governance options
for the school consistent with State law:
* A Replacing all, or most, of the school staff (which may include the Principal} who are
relevant to the failure to make Adequate Yearly Progress.
* B. Reopening the school as a public charter school,
* C. Entering into a contract with an entity, such as a private management company, with a
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the public school,
* D. Tuming the operation of the school over to the State Educational Agency, if permitted
under State Law and agreed to by the State.



» E. Extend the school year or school day; OR
¢ F. Other major restructuring of the school’s governance.

The school’s restructuring plan will also be reviewed and revised as needed.

The district will continue to provide technical assistance, oversight and on-going support to the
school through meetings, professional development, Classroom Walkthroughs, focus walks and
the purchase of materials and supplies to support the restructuring plan.

In addition, because of the State Directed status the ADE shall, in a manner consistent with
Arkansas Law: '

e Direct a school team to participate in a leadership institute during the summer

e Determine how federal and state school improvement funds will be used.

e Replace school staff relevant to the failure of students meeting their AMO’s, if necessary. -
Reallocate resources and provide professional development to fulfill the school’s
mandated plan using district funds, if necessary.

Determine the future of the schools status.

e  Assess progress and continue implementation of best instructional strategies listed in
Targeted and/or Whole School Improvement and Targeted and/or Whole School
Intensive Improvement.

Also, at the discretion of the Commissioner of Education, the state may assign a School
Improvement (SI) Director who shall report to the Commissioner of Education (or designee) to
oversee the administration of the schools learning environment.

The Forrest City School District is committed to providing ongoing technical assistance to your
child’s school, and we are taking the following additional steps to address the problem of low
achievement: Contracting with the America’s Choice Design to provide extensive professional
development, sustained technical assistance, and coaching that will focus on instructional practice
critical to improving the quality of students” learning.

In addition, the Forrest City Jr. High School has taken measures to implement the following
programs during the upcoming school year that are designed to make a positive difference in the
teaching and learning that occurs therein. Some of these programs include: Implementing the
America’s Choice Design, Response to Intervention and the Interdisciplinary Model for Middle
Level Education.

You are very important to your child’s education. We invite you to become more involved in
your child’s school and partner with the school in helping address the academic issues that caused
it to be identified for improvement. The following are ways in which you can become involved:
visiting Forrest City Jr. High School, attending parent conferences and meetings, serving on
committees, completing district and school surveys, discussing problems with your
child’s teacher, helping your child with homework, completing your child’s school-parent
compact and discussing your child’s school day.

Based on the AYP status of this school, your child is eligible to transfer to another public school
in the district that is not in need of improvement, and the district will provide transportation to
that school. This is not an option for students attending the Forrest City Jr. High School, because
it is the only school with these grade levels in the district.



In addition, any school identified for improvement (Year 2 +) is required to offer Supplemental
Educational Services (SES) to eligible students from low-income families. These services are
available to students after the regular school day with educational providers approved by the State
Board of Education. If the number of eligible students who apply for SES exceeds the
financial resources available, the lowest achieving students from low-income families will
receive first priority.



Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School Improvement” status based on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status.

\..The 'ADE has notified our'administration that the Forrest City High ‘School will be subject to
Staté Dirécted Status Year 8 for failure to make AYP during the time period the school has
1mplemented a Restructuring plan. During the 2010-2011 school year the Combined Population,
African American, and economically disadvantaged populations failed to achieve the expected
percentage of students scoring proficient/advanced in literacy and math, Following is
information showing the expected AYP Target for the 2010-2011 school year and the schools
performance for the combined population and each subpopulation in the building.

(State AYP Target: Literacy — 78.81/ Math —73.45)

Percent Proficient/Advanced Math

Literacy Algebra I Geometry
Combined 33.0 56.0 41.0
African-American 26.0 51.0 32.0
Caucasian 59.0 74.0 72.0
Economically Disadvantaged 32.90 55.0 40.0

The Forrest City High School is the only high school in the district; however, if you would like
more information regarding your child’s school and how it compares to all schools in the state,
please contact Mr. Charles Earle at 870-633-1464 or visit the Arkansas Department of
Education’s website at http://arkansased.org/.

As a result of the school being identified for “School Improvement Year 8 State Directed”, the
district will continue to implement Option F from the following alternative governance options
for the school consistent with State law:
e A. Replacing all, or most, of the school staff (which may include the Principal) who are
relevant to the failure to make Adequate Yearly Progress.
B. Reopening the school as a public charter school.
C. Entering into a contract with an entity, such as a private management company, with a
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the public school.
e D. Turning the operation of the school over to the State Educational Agency, if permitted
under State Law and agreed to by the State.
E. Extend the school year or school day; OR
F. Other major restructuring of the school’s governance.

The school’s restructuring plan will also be reviewed and revised as needed.

The district will continue to provide technical assistance, oversight and on-going support to the
school through meetings, professional development, Classroom Walkthroughs, focus walks and
the purchase of materials and supplies to support the restructuring plan.

In addition, because of the State Directed status the ADE shall, ina manner consistent with
Arkansas Law: _

e Direct a school team to participate in a leadership institute during the summer

e Determine how federal and state school improvement funds will be used.



[

o Replace school staff relevant to the failure of students meeting their AMO’s, if necessary.
Reallocate resources and provide professional development to fulfill the school’s
mandated plan using district funds, if necessary.

s Determine the future of the schools status.

e * Assess progress and continue implementation of best instructional strategies listed in.
Targeted and/or Whole School Improvement and Targeted and/or Whole School
Intensive Improvement.

Also, at the discretion of the Commissioner of Education, the state may assign a School
Improvement (SI) Director who shall report to the Commissioner of Education (or designee) to
oversee the administration of the schools learning environment.

The Forrest City School District is committed to providing ongoing technical assistance to your
child’s school, and we are taking the following additional steps to address the problem of low
achievement: Contracting with the America’s Choice Design to provide extensive professional
development, sustained technical assistance, and coaching that will focus on instructional practice
critical to improving the quality of students’ learning.

In addition, the Forrest City High School has taken measures to implement the following
programs during the upcoming school year that are designed to make a positive difference in the
teaching and learning that occurs therein. Some of these programs include: The implementation
of the America’s Choice Design, Ninth Grade Academy, and Ombudsman.

You are very important to your child’s education. We invite you to become more involved in
your child’s school and partner with the school in helping address the academic issues that caused
it to be identified for improvement. Following are ways in which you can become involved:
visiting Forrest City High School, atténding parent conferences and meetings, serving on
committees, completing district and school surveys, discussing problems with your child’s
teacher, helping your child with homework, completing your child’s school-parent compact and
discussing your child’s school day.

Based on the AYP status of this school, your child is eligible to transfer to another public school
in the district that is not in need of improvement, and the district will provide transportation to
that school. This is not an option for students attending the Forrest City High School, because it
is the only school with these grade levels in the district.

In addition, any school identified for improvement (Year 2 +) is required to offer Supplemental
Educational Services (SES) to eligible students from low-income families. These services are
available to students after the regular school day with educational providers approved by the State
Board of Education. If the number of eligible students who apply for SES exceeds the
financial resources available, the lowest achieving students from low-income families will
receive first priority.
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RESPONSE



Jeremy Lasiter (ADE)

From: Jon Estes <pwsdestes@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 2:23 PM

To: Jeremy Lasiter (ADE)

Subject: Re: School Choice Appeal - Miller Family
Categories: Red Category

Jeremy:

Please note that any and all school choice applicants to the Palestine-Wheatley School District from the Forrest
City School District were turned down because Forrest City declared an exemption due to a desegregation
order.

Thanks

Jon Estes
Superintendent
Palestine-Wheatley School District

On Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 9:07 AM, Jeremy Lasiter (ADE) <Jeremy.Lasiter@arkansas.gov> wrote:

Superintendent Estes:

Please find attached a school choice appeal filed with the ADE by the Miller Family. The applicable ADE rules
state that a nonresident district must file any response to the appeal within ten (10) days of receipt of the
appeal. You may send any response to the following address:

Office of the Commissioner
ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

I have enclosed a copy of the current ADE rules for your review. ADE staff will send all parties a formal
notification letter shortly. Thank you for your attention to this matter, It is likely that this appeal will be heard
during the August 12, 2013 meeting of the State Board of Education.

Respectfully,



Jeremy C. Lasiter, General Counsel
Arkansas Department of Education
Four Capitol Mall, Room 404-A
Littte Rock, Arkansas 72201

(501) 682-4899

(501) 682-4249 (fax)

jeremy.lasiter@arkansas.gov




Palestine-Wheatley Schoo! District
Enroliment
June 24, 2013

2013-14 student # Capacity 920% spaces available
K 45 60 54 9
1 48 50 45 0
2 48 50 45 0
3 40 50 45 5
4 45 56 50 5
5 50 56 50 0
6 51 56 50 0
7 45
8 58
9 62

10 64
11 53
12 45




Palestine-Wheatley School District No. 23

P.O. Box 790
Palestine. Arkansas 72372

RECEIVED
JUN 27 2013

EQUITY ASSITANCE CENTER
June 18, 2013

RE: Aldridge Famify School Choice Appeal
TO: Arkansas bepartment of Education

The Pa!estine-Wheétley School District rejected the school choice application of Jessi:and Maci Aldridge'
because the resident district, Forrest City, declared itself exempt from the provisions of the school
choice law due to it being under a desegregation order.

Respectfully,

‘\.)C/Y\-E%L’%

Jon Estes :
Superintendent
_Palestine-Wheatley School District



Palestine-Wheatley School District
Enrollment
June 24, 2013

2013-14 student # Capacity 90% spaces available
i 45 60 54 9
1 48 50 45 0
2 a8 50 45 0
3 40 50 45 5
4 45 56 50 5
5 50 56 50 0
5 51 56 50 0
7 45
8 58
9 62
10 64
11 53
12 : 45




LAW OFFICES

SHARPE, BEAVERS, CLINE & WRIGHT

P.0. BOX 924
FORREST CITY, ARKANSAS 72336-0924

Harold Sharpe (1916-2000)

407 Cleveland
Brad J. Beavers

R. Alan Cline Telephone:
Marshall Wright 870-633-3141

Fax: 870-633-3594
June 27, 2013

Via email & certified mail

Office of the Commissioner

ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

From: The Forrest City School District

Re: Appeals brought by the Jacksons, Harbins, Scaife-Hardin,
Aldridge and Pipkin

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment upon the pending appeals. In each instance,
the Palestine-Wheatley School District necessarily declined the transfer requests
because the Forrest City School District has declared itself exempt from the provisions
of the new school choice law.

This ministerial act of the Palestine-Wheatley District was correct. It is undisputed that
the Forrest City School District declared the exemption on May 14, 2013. The
Resolution of that special meeting in which the exemption was declared is attached as
Exhibit “A.”

The appeals each state various reasons why the families wish to enroll their children in
the Palestine-Wheatley district. However, none of those reasons operate to over-ride
the exemption declared by the Forrest City School District as permitted by the statute.

The Forrest City School District could take issue with many of the statements contained
in the appeals. For instance, in the Jackson, Aldridge and Pipkin Appeals statistical
comparisons are made. However, statistics can be viewed in many ways. They can be
broken down to various sub-groups to show that the children would not be as adversely
affected as claimed or to show that the Forrest City District is improving as shown by
those outcomes. In the Harbin Appeal, the incidents referred to occurred more than two
years past and are too remote to be relevant to any current decision.



Again, however, those issues are irrelevant to the appeal because the basis for an
appeal must be one that can be reached under the statute. To even reach such an
issue for discussion, there must be a possibility of transfer. Here there is no possibility
for transfer because of the exemption.

The Aldridge Appeal contains a reference to a ‘supreme court precedent” claiming to
show that the Forrest City School District is not under a desegregation order. That
“supreme court precedent” is actually selected pages of a law review article. The law
review article cites various sources that indicate that the Forrest City School District is
not the subject of a case brought by the United States Dept. of Justice. From that the
writer makes the incorrect assumption that there is no desegregation case. As anyone
familiar with these matters is aware, many desegregation cases, especially in Eastern
Arkansas, were brought by private parties claiming violations of civil rights guaranteed
under the United States Constitution.

Consequently, the appeal mistakenly contends that the Forrest City School District is
not under “an order of desegregation or a mandate of a federal court.” As recently as
1990, a Motion regarding magnet schools was filed and subsequently granted in the
case of McKissick, et al. vs. Forrest City School District No. 7, Case No. H-69-C-42. In
the district court order approving a magnet school proposal, the presiding judge
reiterated at page 1 that “this court retain[s] jurisdiction for further consideration of any
problems that might arise in connection with the operation of the Forrest City Schools
and compliance with the orders of this court.” This was reinforced by an appeal of a
1970 order in which the United States Court of Appeals for the 8" Circuit concluded by
stating “the district court has retained jurisdiction to ensure compliance and affirm its
Order.” 427 F.2d 331 (1970)

There are no orders dismissing the case or declaring that the Forrest City School
District is unitary.

The Scaife-Hardin Appeal does make a point that would have been appropriate under
the 1989 act (A.C.A. 6-18-206 repealed). Transfer of a student in the minority in the
resident district, to a district with a lesser population was allowed. However, this
provision was not retained in the 2013 act. The exemption that has been declared is a
blanket exemption. Thus, none of those issues raised can be reached when an
exemption has been declared by the resident district.

In examining the rules governing this Act, 8.01.3 requires the parents to state the basis
for appealing the decision of the non-resident district. Here, the non-resident district did
not make a decision. The Forrest City School District, the resident district, made the
decision to declare the exemption. All Palestine-Wheatley did was honor the
declaration and declined the applications. The notification by Palestine-Wheatley was
merely a formality it was required to issue to comply with the act and was not an
appealable “rejection” as provided by the act. There is nothing for the non-resident
district to present to this Board.

Further, the entire structure of the Act also strongly suggests that the issue of the
exemption is not appealable because there is no provision in either the act or the



emergency rules that the resident district do anything when the non-resident district
declines the application. This logically should mean that appeals are limited to issues
such as enroliment caps and organization and staff issues. These would be matters
that the Board could presumably evaluate based upon mathematical calculations or
empirical evidence.

Further, the non-reviewability of the exemption is further fortified by the fact that the new
statute has no provision for the resident district to be heard as a party on appeal. If an
appeal of the exemption was contemplated, then party status would have been
accorded the resident district. As it was not, its absence would result in a denial of
procedural and substantive due process to the resident district.

We appreciate your consideration of this response and would request an opportunity to
be heard at any hearing. We are further authorized to submit this letter on behalf of and
to indicate that Sam Jones of the Mitchell Williams firm will be associated as co-counsel
for the Forrest City School District in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Sharpe, Beg@rs Cline & Wright, Attorneys
By. ; Z////};/?/ M

aVers/ Bar #81012

fhe, Bar # 87035

cc.  Cody and Cory Jackson
635 Calvert Road
Forrest City, AR 72335

John and Carrie Harbin
253 Lexington Dr.
Forrest City, AR 72335

Tonja Scaife-Hardin
2106 Peevey Ave.
Forrest City, AR 72335

Sabrina Aldridge
237 SFC 300
Forrest City, AR 72335

Wade and Robyn Pipkin
364 Concord Drive
Forrest City, AR 72335



RESOLUTION OF FORREST CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

WHEREAS, the Forrest City School District Board of Directors (Board) met in 4 special,
open, and properly-called meeting on May 14,2013, in Forrest City, Arkansas;

WHEREAS, 5 members were present, g quorum was declared by the chair;

WHEREAS, on April 16, 2013, Governor Mike Beebe signed into law Act 1227, the
Public School Choice Act of 2013 ("Act 1227™) which was duly passed by the Arkansas General
Assembly; and

WHEREAS, Act 1227 establishes 4 public school chojce program that would ajlow
Students who are residents of the Forrest City School District to apply for a schoo) choice

transfer to a non-resident district; and,

WHEREAS, the federal court or agency orders include the original directive from the
United States Supreme Court in Brown v. Boarg of Education of Topeka, Kansas (1954), and its
progeny, that maintenance of racially dua) public schools is unconstitutional and directing that
racially segregated schools be dismantled; and the 1969 mandate from the federal department of
Health, Education, and Welfare to the same effect; and the various orders entered over the years
in McKissick, et g/ v. Forrest City School District, etal U S, District Court of Eastern District of
Arkansas, Eastern Division, Case Number Cijvj] No. H-69-C-42; ang

WHEREAS, the Board of the Forrest City School District desires to declare an exemption
from Act 1227 of 2013, the Public School Chojce Act of 2013 on the basis of the aforementioned
federal court cases and orders, and agency mandates; and

WHEREAS, the Board understands that this exemption is irrevocable for one year from
the date the Department of Education is notified of the declaration of exemption.

by

E e =t ”
ExhibiT 7



NOw THEREFORE, the Board, upon due consideration and deliberation, hereby
resolves, approves ang adopts this Resolution for the purpose of declaring an exemption under
the Public Schoo) Choice of 2013, Act 1227 of 2013 (to be codified) , for a period of one (] ) vear
from the date that this Resolution js received by the Department of Education, for yge in the
Forrest City Schoo] District immediazeiy; and

NOw THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, this Board of the Forrest City Schoo] District
hereby authorizes the Superintendent of the Forrest City School District to immediaif:iy submit a
copy of this Resolution to the Department of Education; to Post the exemption as the District’s
School Chojce Policy (Policy) in the appropriate Board policies, student handbooks, Forrest City
School District website, and all other Places in order o give notice to the District’s patrons and
the general public of the Board’s adoption of the Policy; and

Joey Astin - Board President

5-14- 503
Date

CERTIFICATION
==8 L ICATION

I, Glenn Shepherd, Secretary of the Board of Education of the Forrest City School
District, hereby certify that the above and foregoing resolution was considered and adopted by
said Board a 4 special session on May 14 , 2013,

=

-
Glenn Shepherd ~ ard Secretary

E-14- 2013
—

ate
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ERIC McKISSIC, ET AL. PLAINTIFFS

v. Civil No. H-69-C-42

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT C R
WESTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSXS'
EASTERN DIVISION y:

FORFEST CITY SCHOOL DISTPIC™ NO. 7
(formerly Forrest City Special School
District No. 7), ET AT. DEFENDANTS

QRDER

The court is in receipt of a petition in this ancient case
on behalf of the Porrest City School District No. 7. Jurisdiction
of the court in this case commenced in 1969 by the filing of civil

rights relief in the nameiof Exic McKissic et al, v. Forrest City
www_ﬁh. Case No. H-69-C-42.

Pursuant to the extended complications in the problems facing the
court at thaﬁ time, the court specifically concluded and ordered
that "this Court retain jurisdiction for further consideration of
any problems that might arise in connection with the operation of
the Forrest City Schools and compliance with the orders of this
Court. Dated: August 13, 1951.'

The School District has monitored and continued the operation
of the Porrest City Schools in compliance with orders of this
court since that time. Therefore, the court has had continuing
jurisdiction for an indefinite period of time.

This petition of the defendant School District is in relation
to the establishment of a *Magnet School proposal® (Magnet School
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Plan) of Forrest City School District No. 7. The plaintiffs
named in the complaint originally were at that time students in
the Forrest City School. At this time, none of the named
plaintiffs are students, parents-next friend, student teachers or
employees of the school.

In the petition on behalf of the Forrest City School District
No. 7, the School District at this time is seeking approval of a
proposed Magnet School Plan. 7The petition provides that the Plan

is to be effective in promoting voluntary desegregation and to

generate more positive student activities towards school. The
Plan has been approved and will be monitored by the Arkansas State
Board of Education.

There is a requirement of the U.S. Department of Education
which provides, in part, that grants by U.S. Department of
Education to eligible schools in support of magnet schools must
be approved by this court in order to modify the court’s
previously approved Plan. The Forrest City School bistrict No.
7 is requesting the approval of the proposed Plan for a magnet

school to become a part of the School District program.

After carefully scrutinizing the proposed Magnet School Plan
of the Forrest City School District No. 7, it is therefore the
crdar and judgment of this court that the Magnet School Plan be

adopted and authorized hy appropriate officials of the District,
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the Arkansas Department of Education, and the U. S. Department of
Education as requested by the Forrest City School District No. 7.
IT IS SO ORDERED.
Dated this 3rd day of December, 1990,

™IS ENTERED ON DOCKET SHEET N
coumsw aum 58 AND/OR 79(:) FRCP
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Stricken language would be deleted from and underlined language would be added to present law.
Act 1227 of the Regular Session

State of Arkansasds Engrossed: S1/31/13 S§2/14/13 §2/26/13 S3/5/13 §3/12/13
H4/6/13

89th General Assembly A Blll

Regular Session, 2013 SENATE BILL 65

By: Senators J. Key, Holland, Bledsoe, A. Clark, J. Hendren, Irvin, Rapert
By: Representatives Biviano, McLean, Alexander, D. Altes, Barnett, Carnine, Cozart, Dale, Deffenbaugh,
D. Douglas, Harris, Hutchison, Lowery, Neal, Ratliff, Scott, Slinkard, Wren

For An Act To Be Entitled
AN ACT TO ESTABLISH THE PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT OF
2013; TO REPEAL THE PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT OF 1989;
TO DECLARE AN EMERGENCY; AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES.

Subtitle
TO ESTABLISH THE PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT
OF 2013; AND TO DECLARE AN EMERGENCY.

BE IT ENACTED BY THE GENERAL ASSEMBLY OF THE STATE OF ARKANSAS:

SECTION 1. Arkansas Code § 6-18-206 is repealed.

MR
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As Engrossed:

S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

2 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2



O 00 N o U1 &~ LW N =

10

As Engrossed:

school year-

S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65
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As Engrossed:

S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

4 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2



O 00 N o U1 &~ LW N =

10

As Engrossed:

S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65
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As Engrossed: S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

SECTION 2. Arkansas Code § 6-15-430(b) (1), concerning student

transfers from a school district that is identified as being in academic
distress, is amended to read as follows:

(b) (1) Any student attending a public school district classified as
being in academic distress shall automatically be eligible and entitled
pursuant to the Arkansas Public School Choice Aectof 1989, § 6-18-206 Public
School Choice Act of 2013, § 6-18-1901 et seq., to transfer to another

geographiecally econtiguous school district not in academic distress during the

time period that a school district is classified as being in academic

distress and, therefore, not be required to file a petition by July1 June 1
but shall meet all other requirements and conditions of the ArkansasPublie

Sehool ChoiceAct—of 1989, § 6-18-206 Public School Choice Act of 2013, § 6-
18-1901 et seq.

SECTION 3. Arkansas Code § 6-18-202(g), concerning the age and
attendance requirements for attending public schools, is amended to read as
follows:

(g) This section shall not be construed to restrict a student’s
ability to participate in a tuition agreement with a nonresident school
district or to officially transfer to another school district pursuant to the

Arkansas Publie School Choice Actof 1989, § 6-18-206 Public School Choice
Act of 2013, § 6-18-1901 et seq.

SECTION 4. Arkansas Code § 6-18-227(b)(2)(A) (1), concerning the
Arkansas Opportunity Public School Choice Act of 2004, is amended to read as
follows:

(2)(A) (i) For the purposes of continuity of educational choice,
the transfer shall operate as an irrevocable election for each subsequent
entire school year and shall remain in force until the student completes high
school or the parent, guardian, or the student, if the student is over
eighteen (18) years of age, makes application no later than July 30 for
attendance or transfer as provided for by §§ 6-18-202, 6-18-2065—and § 6-18-

6 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2
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As Engrossed: S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

316, or by June 1 under the Public School Choice Act of 2013, § 6-18-1901 et

seq.

SECTION 5. Arkansas Code § 6-21-812(a), concerning student transfers
from a school district that is identified as being in fiscal distress, is
amended to read as follows:

(a)(1) Any student attending a public school district classified as
being in facilities distress shall automatically be eligible and entitled
under the Arkansas Publiec School Ghoice Aetof 1989, § 6-18-206 Public School
Choice Act of 2013, § 6-18-1901 et seq., to transfer to another

geographiecally econtiguous school district not in facilities distress during

the time period that a district is classified as being in facilities

distress.
(2) The student is not required to file a petition by July—1
June 1 but shall meet all other requirements and conditions of the Arkansas

Publie Sehool Choice Actof 1989, § 6-18-206 Public School Choice Act of
2013, § 6-18-1901 et seq.

SECTION 6. Arkansas Code Title 6, Chapter 18, is amended to add an
additional subchapter to read as follows:

Subchapter 19 — Public School Choice Act of 2013

6-18-1901. Title — Legislative findings.

(a) This subchapter shall be known and may be cited as the "Public
School Choice Act of 2013".
(b) The General Assembly finds that:

(1) The students in Arkansas’s public schools and their parents

will become more informed about and involved in the public educational system

1if students and their parents are provided greater freedom to determine the

most effective school for meeting their individual educational needs. There

is no right school for every student, and permitting students to choose from

among different schools with differing assets will increase the likelihood

that some at-risk students will stay in school and that other, more motivated

students will find their full academic potential;

(2) Giving more options to parents and students with respect to

where the students attend public school will increase the responsiveness and

effectiveness of the state’s schools because teachers, administrators, and

7 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2
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As Engrossed: S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

school board members will have added incentive to satisfy the educational

needs of the students who reside in the district; and

(3) These benefits of enhanced quality and effectiveness in our

public schools justify permitting a student to apply for admission to a

school in any school district beyond the school district in which the student

resides, provided that the transfer by the student does not conflict with an

enforceable judicial decree or court order remedying the effects of past

racial segregation in the school district.

6-18-1902. Definitions.

As used in this subchapter:

(1) “Nonresident district” means a school district other than a

student’s resident district;

(2) "Parent" means a student’s parent, guardian, or other person

having custody or care of the student;

(3) “Resident district” means the school district in which the

student resides as determined under § 6-18-202; and

(4) "Transfer student” means a public school student who

transfers to a nonresident district through a public school choice option

under this subchapter.

6-18-1903. Public school choice program established.

(a) A public school choice program is established to enable a student

to attend a school in a nonresident district, subject to the Iimitations

under § 6-18-1906.

(b) Fach school district shall participate in a public school choice

program consistent with this subchapter.

(c) This subchapter does not require a school district to add

teachers, staff, or classrooms, or in any way to exceed the requirements and

standards established by existing law.

(d) (1) The board of directors of a public school district shall adopt

by resolution specific standards for acceptance and rejection of applications

under this subchapter.

(2) The standards:

(A) May include without Iimitation the capacity of a

program, class, grade level, or school building;

8 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2
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As Engrossed: S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

(B) Shall include a statement that priority will be given

to an applicant who has a sibling or stepsibling who:

(1) Resides in the same household; and

(ii) 1Is already enrolled in the nonresident district

by choice; and

(C) Shall not include an applicant’s:

(1) Academic achievement;

(ii) Athletic or other extracurricular ability;

(iii) FEnglish proficiency level; or

(iv) Previous disciplinary proceedings, except that

an expulsion from another district may be included under § 6-18-510.

(3) A school district receiving transfers under this act shall

not discriminate on the basis of gender, national origin, race, ethnicity,

religion, or disability.

(e) A nonresident district shall:

(1) Accept credits toward graduation that were awarded by

another district; and

(2) Award a diploma to a nonresident student if the student

meets the nonresident district’s graduation requirements.

(f) The superintendent of a school district shall cause public

announcements to be made over the broadcast media and either in the print

media or on the Internet to inform parents of students in adjoining districts

of the:

(1) Availability of the program;

(2) Application deadline; and

(3) Requirements and procedure for nonresident students to

participate in the program.

6-18-1904. General provisions.

(a) The transfer of a student under the Arkansas Public School Choice

Act of 1989, § 6-18-206 [repealed], is not voided by this subchapter and

shall be treated as a transfer under this subchapter.

(b) (1) A student may accept only one (1) school choice transfer per

school year.

(2)(A) A student who accepts a public school choice transfer may

return to his or her resident district during the school year.

9 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLROO2



0 N o L &~ LN -

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36

As Engrossed: S1/31/13 S2/14/13 S2/26/13 S3/5/13 S3/12/13 H4/6/13 SB65

(B) If a transferred student returns to his or her

resident district, the student’s transfer is voided, and the student shall

reapply if the student seeks a future school choice transfer.

(c)(l) A transfer student attending a nonresident school under this

subchapter may complete all remaining school years at the nonresident

district.

(2) A present or future sibling of a student who continues

enrollment in the nonresident district under this subsection may enroll in or

continue enrollment in the nonresident district until the sibling of the

transfer student completes his or her secondary education, Iif the district

has the capacity to accept the sibling without adding teachers, staff, or

classrooms or exceeding the regulations and standards established by law.

(d)(1) The transfer student or the transfer student’s parent is

responsible for the transportation of the transfer student to and from the

school in the nonresident district where the transfer student is enrolled.

(2) The nonresident district may enter into a written agreement

with the student, the student’s parent, or the resident district to provide

the transportation.

(3) The State Board of Fducation may resolve disputes concerning

transportation arising under this subsection.

(e) For purposes of determining a school district’s state aid, a

transfer student is counted as a part of the average daily membership of the

nonresident district where the transfer student is enrolled.

6-18-1905. Application for a transfer.

(a) If a student seeks to attend a school in a nonresident district,

the student’s parent shall submit an application:

(1) To the nonresident district with a copy to the resident

district;

(2) On a form approved by the Department of Education; and

(3) Postmarked no later than June 1 of the year in which the

student seeks to begin the fall semester at the nonresident district.

(b) (1) By August 1 of the school year in which the student seeks to

enroll in a nonresident district under this subchapter, the superintendent of

the nonresident district shall notify the parent and the resident district in

writing as to whether the student’s application has been accepted or

10 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLR0OO2
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rejected.
(2) If the application is rejected, the superintendent of the

nonresident district shall state in the notification letter the reason for

rejection.
(3) If the application is accepted, the superintendent of the

nonresident district shall state in the notification letter:

(A) A reasonable deadline by which the student shall

enroll in the nonresident district and after which the acceptance

notification is null; and

(B) Instructions for the renewal procedures established by

the nonresident district.

6-18-1906. Limitations.

(a) If the provisions of this subchapter conflict with a provision of

an enforceable desegregation court order or a district’s court-approved

desegregation plan regarding the effects of past racial segregation in

sStudent assignment, the provisions of the order or plan shall govern.

(b) (1) A school district annually may declare an exemption under this

section if the school district is subject to the desegregation order or

mandate of a federal court or agency remedying the effects of past racial

segregation.

(2)(A) An exemption declared by a board of directors under this

subsection is irrevocable for one (1) year from the date the school district

notifies the Department of Education of the declaration of exemption.

(B) After each year of exemption, the board of directors

may elect to participate in public school choice under this section if the

school district’s participation does not conflict with the school district’s

federal court-ordered desegregation programn.

(3) A school district shall notify the department by April 1 if

in the next school year the school district intends to:

(A) Declare an exemption under this section; or

(B) Resume participation after a period of exemption.

(c)(l1)(A) There is established a numerical net maximum Iimit on school

choice transfers each school year from a school district, less any school

choice transfers into the school district, under this section of not more

than three percent (3%) of the school district’s three-quarter average daily

11 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLR0OO2
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membership for the immediately preceding school year.

(B) For the purpose of determining the percentage of

school choice transfers under this subsection, siblings who are counted in

the numerator as transfer students shall count as one (1) student, and

siblings who are counted in the denominator as part of the average daily

membership shall count as one (1) student.

(2) Annually by June 1, the Department of Education shall report

to each school district the net maximum number of school choice transfers for

the current school year.

(3) If a student is unable to transfer due to the limits under

this subsection, the resident district shall give the student priority for a

transfer in the following year in the order that the resident district

receives notices of applications under § 6-18-1905, as evidenced by a

notation made by the district on the applications indicating date and time of

receipt.

6-18-1907. Rules — Appeal — Data collection and reporting.

(a) The State Board of Fducation may promulgate rules to implement

this subchapter.

(b) (1) A student whose application for a transfer under § 6-18-1905 is

rejected by the nonresident district may request a hearing before the state

board to reconsider the transfer.

(2)(A) A request for a hearing before the state board shall be

in writing and shall be postmarked no later than ten (10) days after the

Student or the student’s parent receives a notice of rejection of the

application under § 6-18-1905.

(B) As part of the review process, the parent may submit

supporting documentation that the transfer would be in the best educational,

social, or psychological interest of the student.

(3) If the state board overturns the determination of the

nonresident district on appeal, the state board shall notify the parent, the

nonresident district, and the resident district of the basis for the state

board’s decision.

(c)(1) The department shall collect data from school districts on the

number of applications for student transfers under this section and study the

effects of school choice transfers under this subchapter, including without

12 01-16-2013 13:51:59 CLR0OO2
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limitation the net maximum number of transfers and exemptions, on both

resident and nonresident districts for up to two (2) years to determine if a

racially segregative impact has occurred to any school district.

(2) Annually by October 1, the department shall report its

findings from the study of the data under this subsection to the Senate

Committee on Education and the House Committee on Education its finding.

6-18-1909. Effective date.

The provisions of this subchapter shall remain in effect until July 1,
2015.
SECTION 7. EMERGENCY CLAUSE. It is found and determined by the

General Assembly of the State of Arkansas that certain provisions of the

Arkansas Public School Choice Act of 1989, § 6-18-206, have been found to be

unconstitutional by a federal court; that thousands of public school students

are currently attending public schools in nonresident school districts under

that law; that there is now uncertainty about the viability of those

transfers and future transfers; that this act repeals the disputed provisions

of that law while preserving the opportunity for public school choice; and

that this act is immediately necessary to resolve the uncertainty in the law

before the 2013-2014 school year and preserve existing student transfers.

Therefore, an emergency is declared to exist, and this act being immediately

necessary for the preservation of the public peace, health, and safety shall

become effective on:

(1) The date of its approval by the Governor;

(2) If the bill is neither approved nor vetoed by the Governor,

the expiration of the period of time during which the Governor may veto the

bill; or

(3) If the bill is vetoed by the Governor and the veto is

overridden, the date the last house overrides the veto.

/s/J. Key

APPROVED: 04/16/2013
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ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION EMERGENCY RULES GOVERNING

THE PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT OF 2013
May 13, 2013

1.00 PURPOSE

1.01  These rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education Rules
Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013
1.02  The purpose of these rules is to set forth the process and procedures necessary to
administer the Public School Choice Act of 2013.
2.00 AUTHORITY
2.01 The Arkansas State Board of Education promulgated these rules pursuant to the
authority granted to it by Act 1227 of 2013 and Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-11-105 and
25-15-201 et seq.
3.00 DEFINITIONS

4.00

As used in these rules:

3.01 ,Nonresident District,, means a school district other than a student,s resident
district;

3.02 ,Parent,, means a student,s parent, guardian, or other person having custody or
care of the student;

3.03 ,.Resident district,, means the school district in which the student resides as
determined under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-202;

3.04 ,Sibling,, means each of two (2) or more children having a parent in common by
blood, adoption, marriage, or foster care; and

3.05 ., Transfer student,, means a public school student who transfers to a nonresident

district through a public school choice option under Arkansas Code, Title 6,
Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules.

ESTABLISHMENT OF PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE PROGRAM

4.01 A public school choice program is established to enable a student to attend a
school in a nonresident district, subject to the limitations under Ark. Code Ann.
§ 6-18-1906 and Section 7.00 of these rules.

4.02  Each school district shall participate in a public school choice program consistent

with Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules.




4.03

These rules do not require a school district to add teachers, staff, or classrooms, or

4.04

in any way to exceed the requirements and standards established by existing law.

The board of directors of a public school district shall adopt by resolution specific

4.05

standards for acceptance and rejection of applications under Arkansas Code, Title
6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules. The standards:

4.04.1 May include without limitation the capacity of a program, class, grade
level, or school building;

4.04.2 Shall include a statement that priority will be given to an applicant who
has a sibling or stepsibling who:

4.04.2.1 Resides in the same household; and

4.04.2.2 Is already enrolled in the nonresident district by choice.

4.04.3 Shall not include an applicant,s:

4.04.3.1 Academic achievement;

4.04.3.2 Athletic or other extracurricular ability;

4.04.3.3 English proficiency level; or

4.04.3.4 Previous disciplinary proceedings, except that an expulsion
from another district may be included under Ark. Code
Ann. § 6-18-510.

4.04.4 A school district receiving transfers under the Public School Choice Act of
2013 and these rules shall not discriminate on the basis of gender, national
origin, race, ethnicity, religion, or disability.

A nonresident district shall;

4.06

4.05.1 Accept credits toward graduation that were awarded by another district;
and

4.05.2 Award a diploma to a nonresident student if the student meets the
nonresident district,s graduation requirements.

The superintendent of a school district shall cause public announcements to be

made over the broadcast media and either in the print media or on the Internet to
inform parents of students in adjoining districts of the:




4.06.1 Availability of the program:;

4.06.2 Application deadline; and

4.06.3 Requirements and procedure for nonresident students to participate in the
program.

5.00 GENERAL PROVISIONS

5.01

The transfer of a student under the Arkansas Public School Choice Act of 1989

5.02

(Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-206 [repealed]), is not voided by Arkansas Code, Title 6,
Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules and shall be treated as a transfer under
Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules.

A student may accept only one (1) school choice transfer per school year.

5.03

5.02.1 A student who accepts a public school choice transfer may return to his or
her resident district during the school year.

5.02.2 If a transferred student returns to his or her resident district, the student,s
transfer is voided, and the student shall reapply if the student seeks a
future school choice transfer.

A transfer student attending a nonresident school under Arkansas Code, Title 6,

5.04

Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules may complete all remaining school
years at the nonresident district.

5.03.1 A present or future sibling of a student who continues enrollment in the
nonresident district under Section 5.03 of these rules may enroll in or
continue enrollment in the nonresident district until the sibling of the
transfer student completes his or her secondary education, if the district
has the capacity to accept the sibling without adding teachers, staff, or
classrooms or exceeding the regulations and standards established by law.

The transfer student or the transfer student,s parent is responsible for the

transportation of the transfer student to and from the school in the nonresident
district where the transfer student is enrolled.

5.04.1 The nonresident district may enter into a written agreement with the
student, the student,s parent, or the resident district to provide the

transportation.

5.04.2 The State Board of Education may resolve disputes concerning
transportation arising under Section 5.04 of these rules.




5.05

For purposes of determining a school district,s state aid, a transfer student is

counted as part of the average daily membership of the nonresident district where
the transfer student is enrolled.

6.00 APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER

6.01

If a student seeks to attend a school in a nonresident district, the student,s parent

6.02

shall submit an application:

6.01.1 To the nonresident district with a copy to the resident district;

6.01.2 On the form that is attached to these rules as Attachment 1; and

6.01.3 Postmarked no later than June 1 of the year in which the student seeks to
begin the fall semester at the nonresident district.

By August 1 of the school year in which the student seeks to enroll in a

nonresident district under Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and
these rules, the superintendent of the nonresident district shall notify the parent
and the resident district in writing as to whether the student,s application has been
accepted or rejected. The notification shall be sent via First-Class Mail to the
address on the application.

6.02.1 If the application is rejected, the superintendent of the nonresident district
shall state in the notification letter the reason for the rejection.

6.02.2 If the application is accepted, the superintendent of the nonresident district
shall state in the notification letter:

6.02.2.1 A reasonable deadline by which the student shall enroll in
the nonresident district and after which the acceptance
notification is null; and

6.02.2.2 Instructions for the renewal procedures established by the
nonresident district.

7.00 LIMITATIONS

7.01

If the provisions of Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these

7.02

rules conflict with a provision of an enforceable desegregation court order or a
district,s court-approved desegregation plan regarding the effects of past racial
segregation in student assignment, the provisions of the order or plan shall

govern.

A school district annually may declare an exemption under Arkansas Code, Title

6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these rules if the school district is subject to the




7.03

desegregation order or mandate of a federal court or agency remedying the effects

of past racial segregation.

7.02.1

An exemption declared by a board of directors under Section 7.02 of these

7.02.2

rules is irrevocable for one (1) year from the date the school district
notifies the Department of Education of the declaration of exemption.

After each year of exemption, the board of directors may elect to

7.02.3

participate in public school choice under Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter
18, Subchapter 19 and these rules if the school district,s participation does
not conflict with the school district,s federal court-ordered desegregation

program.

A school district shall notify the Department of Education by April 1 if in

the next school year the school district intends to:

7.02.3.1 Declare an exemption under Section 7.02 of these rules; or
7.02.3.2 Resume participation after a period of exemption.
7.02.3.3 A school district shall provide the notifications under

Section 7.02.3.1 or 7.02.3.2 to:

Office of the Commissioner

ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, AR 72201

There is established a numerical net maximum limit on school choice transfers

each school year from a school district, less any school choice transfers into the

school district under Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter 18, Subchapter 19 and these

rules of not more than three percent (3%) of the school district,s three-quarter

average daily membership for the immediately preceding school year.

7.03.1

For the purpose of determining the percentage of school choice transfers

7.03.2

under Section 7.03 of these rules, siblings who are counted in the
numerator as transfer students shall count as one (1) student, and siblings
who are counted in the denominator as part of the average daily
membership shall count as one (1) student.

Annually by June 1, the Department of Education shall report to each

7.03.3

school district the net maximum number of school choice transfers for the
current school year.

If a student is unable to transfer due to the limits under Section 7.03 of

these rules, the resident district shall give the student priority for a transfer




in the following year in the order that the resident district receives notices
of applications under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-1905 and Section 6.00 of
these rules, as evidenced by a notation made by the district on the
applications indicating date and time of receipt.

8.00 APPEAL, DATA COLLECTION AND REPORTING

8.01

A student whose application for a transfer under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-1905 and

Section 6.00 of these rules is rejected by the nonresident district may request a

hearing before the State Board of Education to reconsider the transfer.

8.01.1

A request for a hearing before the State Board of Education shall be in

8.01.2

writing and shall be postmarked no later than ten (10) calendar days,
excluding weekends and legal holidays, after the student or the student,s
parent receives a notice of rejection of the application under Ark. Code
Ann. § 6-18-1905 and Section 6.00 of these rules and shall be mailed to:

Office of the Commissioner

ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, AR 72201

Contemporaneously with the filing of the written appeal with the Office of

8.01.3

the Commissioner, the student or student,s parent must also mail a copy of
the written appeal to the superintendent of the nonresident school district.

In its written appeal, the student or student,s parent shall state his or her

8.01.4

basis for appealing the decision of the nonresident district.

The student or student,s parent shall submit, along with its written appeal,

8.01.5

a copy of the notice of rejection from the nonresident school district.

As part of the review process, the student or student,s parent may submit

8.01.6

supporting documentation that the transfer would be in the best
educational, social, or psychological interest of the student.

The nonresident district may submit, in writing, any additional

information, evidence, or arguments supporting its rejection of the
student, s application by mailing such response to the State Board of
Education. Such response shall be postmarked no later than ten (10) days
after the nonresident district receives the student or parent,s appeal. The
response of the nonresident district shall be mailed to:

Office of the Commissioner
ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall




8.02

Little Rock, AR 72201

8.01.7 Contemporaneously with the filing of its response with the Office of the
Commissioner, the nonresident district must also mail a copy of the
response to the student or student,s parent.

8.01.8 If the State Board of Education overturns the determination of the
nonresident district on appeal, the State Board of Education shall notify
the parent, the nonresident district, and the resident district of the basis for
the State Board of Education,s decision.

The Department of Education shall collect data from school districts on the

8.03

number of applications for student transfers under Section 8.00 of these rules and
study the effects of school choice transfers under Arkansas Code, Title 6, Chapter
18, Subchapter 19 and these rules, including without limitation the net maximum
number of transfers and exemptions, on both resident and nonresident districts for
up to two (2) years to determine if a racially segregative impact has occurred to
any school district.

Annually by October 1, the Department of Education shall report its findings from

the study of the data under Section 8.02 of these rules to the Senate Committee on
Education and the House Committee on Education.

9.00 EFFECTIVE DATE

The provisions of the Arkansas Public School Choice Act of 2013 and these rules shall remain in

effect until July 1, 2015.

10.00 STATE BOARD HEARING PROCEDURES

The following procedures shall apply to hearings conducted by the State Board of Education

pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-1907 and Section 8.00 of these rules:

10.01

A staff member of the Arkansas Department of Education shall introduce the

10.02

agenda item.

All persons wishing to testify before the State Board of Education shall first be

10.03

placed under oath by the Chairperson of the State Board.

Each party shall have the opportunity to present an opening statement of no

10.04

longer than five (5) minutes, beginning with the nonresident school district. The
Chairperson of the State Board may, for good cause shown and upon request of
either party, allow either party additional time to present their opening statements.

Each party shall be given twenty (20) minutes to present their cases, beginning

with the nonresident school district. The Chairperson of the State Board may, for




11.00

10.05

good cause shown and upon request of either party, allow either party additional
time to present their cases.

The State Board of Education, at its discretion, shall have the authority to require

10.06

any person associated with the application to appear in person before the State
Board as a witness during the hearing. The State Board of Education may accept
testimony by affidavit, declaration or deposition.

Every witness may be subject to direct examination, cross examination and

10.07

questioning by the State Board of Education.

For the purposes of the record, documents offered during the hearing by the

10.08

nonresident district shall be clearly marked in sequential, numeric order (1,2.3).

For the purposes of the record, documents offered during the hearing by the

10.09

appealing party shall be clearly marked in sequential, alphabetic letters (A,B,C).

The nonresident school district shall have the burden of proof in proving the basis

10.10

for denial of the transfer.

The State Board of Education may sustain the rejection of the nonresident district

10.11

or grant the appeal.

The State Board of Education may announce its decision immediately after

hearing all arguments and evidence or may take the matter under advisement.
The State Board shall provide a written decision to the Department of Education,
the appealing party, the nonresident district and the resident district within
fourteen (14) days of announcing its decision under this section.

EMERGENCY CLAUSE

11.01

WHEREAS, Act 1227 of 2013 contained an emergency clause and became

11.02

effective on April 16, 2013; and

WHEREAS, Act 1227 of 2013 authorizes the State Board of Education to

11.03

promulgate rules to implement the Act; and

WHEREAS, these rules are immediately necessary to achieve the purposes of Act

11.04

1227 of 2013 to resolve uncertainty in the law before the 2013-2014 school year
and preserve existing student transfers;

THEREFORE, the State Board of Education hereby determines pursuant to Ark.

Code Ann. § 25-15-204 that imminent peril to the welfare of Arkansas public
school students, parents and school districts will result without the immediate
promulgation of these rules.




ATTACHMENT 1

APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER TO A NONRESIDENT DISTRICT
“ARKANSAS PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT OF 2013”
(Must Be Submitted to Non-Resident and Resident Districts)

APPLICANT INFORMATION

Student Name:

Student Date of Birth: Gender Male |:| Female |:|

Grade:

Does the applicant require special needs or programs? Yes |_| N0|_|

Is applicant currently under expulsion?  Yes |_| No |_|

ETHNIC ORIGIN (CHECK ONE) (For data reporting purposes only)

2 or More Races Asian African-American

Hispanic Native American/ Native Hawaiian/
Native Alaskan Pacific Islander

White

RESIDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT OF APPLICANT

District Name: County Name:

Address:

Phone:

NONRESIDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT APPLICANT WISHES TO ATTEND

District Name: County Name:

Address:

Phone:

Does the applicant already have a sibling or step-sibling in attendance in this district?




PARENT OR GUARDIAN INFORMATION

Name: Home Phone:
Address: Work Phone:
Parent/Guardian Signature Date:

Pursuant to standards adopted by a nonresident school board a nonresident district may reserve the right to accept and
reject applicants based on capacity of programs, class, grade level, or school building. Likewise, a nonresident district,s
standards may provide for the rejection of an applicant based upon the submission of false or misleading information to
the above listed request for information when that information directly impacts the legal qualifications of an applicant to
transfer pursuant to the School Choice Act. However, a nonresident district,s standards shall not include an applicant,s
previous academic achievement, athletic or other extracurricular ability, handicapping conditions, English proficiency
level, or previous disciplinary proceedings, except that an expulsion from another district may be included pursuant to
Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-510. Priority will be given to applicants with siblings or step-siblings attending the district. The
nonresident district shall accept credits toward graduation that were awarded by another district and award a diploma to a
nonresident applicant if the applicant meets the nonresident district,s graduation requirements. This application must be
filed in the nonresident district (with a copy to the resident district) or postmarked no later than June 1 of the year in
which the applicant would begin the fall semester at the nonresident district. A student whose application for transfer is
rejected by the nonresident district may request a hearing before the State Board of Education to reconsider the transfer
by filing such a request in writing with the Commissioner of Education no later than ten (10) days after the student or
student,s parent receives a notice of rejection. (Consult Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-1905 and the Arkansas Department of
Education Rules Governing the Public School Choice Act of 2013 for specific procedures on how to file such an appeal).

DISTRICT USE ONLY
Date and Time Received by Resident District: Date and Time Received by Nonresident District:
Resident District LEA #: Nonresident District LEA#:
Student, s State Identification #:
Application Accepted Rejected

Reason for Rejection (If Applicable):

Date Notification Sent to Parent/Guardian of Applicant:

Date Notification Sent to Resident District :

10
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ARKANSAS
DEPARTMENT
OF EDUCATION

June 24, 2013
Dr. Tom w I‘.(imbrell
Commissioner Mr. Brad J. Beavers Mr. Jon Estes, Superintendent
Attorney at Law Palestine-Wheatley School District
State Board 407 Cleveland Street P.0. Box 790
of Education Forrest City, AR 72335-3302 Palestine, AR 72372
Jim Cooper
Meéﬁ;f’e Ms. Joye Hughes, Superintendent Wade and Robin Pipkin
: Forrest City School District 364 Concord Drive
Bfg"e?tg:#;:“ 845 N. Rosser Forrest City, AR 72335
Vies Chale Forrest City, AR 72335
- Jay Barth
D[it?llzyRo?;: Re:  Appeal Under the Public School Choice Act of 2013
Doy T Pipkin v. Palestine-Wheatley School District
Newport VIA CERTIFIED AND REGULAR MAIL
Sam Ledbetter
Little Rock Everyone:
Alice Mahony . .o " . ..
£/ Dorado On June 21, 2013, Wade and Robin Pipkin filed a petition appealing the decision
Toyoe Newion of the Palestine-Wheatley School District to deny the following application(s)
Crossett made pursuant to the Public School Choice Act of 2013:
Miraya Reith
Fayetteville e M. Pipkin
Vicki Saviers . . . L
Little Rock This letter is to notify you that the Arkansas State Board of Education is
tentatively scheduled to hear the above-referenced appeal(s) on Monday, August
12, 2013. The meeting will begin at 9:00 a.m. in the Auditorium of the Arch
Ford Education Building, Four Capitol Mall, Little Rock, Arkansas.
Enclosed with this letter you will find a copy of Act 1227 of 2013 and the
Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public School
Choice Act 0f 2013. Any additional materials any party chooses to submit should
be provided to my office no later than 12:00 noon on July 24, 2013.
The above-referenced appeal(s) will be conducted pursuant to the legal authority
and jurisdiction vested in the State Board by Act 1227 of 2013 and the Arkansas
Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Public School Choice
Act of 2013.
Four Capitol Mall Thank you in advance for your cooperation in this matter. Please do not hesitate to
e o contact me at (501) 682-4227 should you require additional information,
(501) 682-4475
ArkansasEd.org

An Equal Opportunity
Employer



School Choice Appeal Hearing Notice
June 24, 2013
Page 2 of 2

Respectiully,

251/\09%%\

Jeremy C. Lasiter
General Counsel

Enclosures
cc: Tom W, Kimbrell, Ed.D., Commissioner of Education

Mr. John Hoy, Asst. Commissioner, Div. of Public School Accountability
State Board of Education Office
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Wade & Robyn Pipkin OMISSIONER'S OFFi-

364 Concord Dr JUN 71 201
" Forrest City, AR 72335 e ADTRAENT OF FDIICAT
RECEIVED
June 16, 2013 | ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
Office of the Commissioner JUN 212013
ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals DEP ARTMENT OF EDUC ATION
4 Capital Mali GENERAL. DIVISION

Little Rock, AR 72201

My name is Robyn Pipkin. My husband is Wade Pipkin. Qur daughter, Molly, was recently denied
a school transfer to the Palestine -Wheatley School District. The reason was given that our child’s
resident district has declared itself exempt from the provisions of the School Choice Law due to it being
under a desegregation order. We reside in the Forrest City School District. | have enclosed our
paperwork requesting a transfer as well as our denial letter. We received the letter from Palestine on
June 10, 2013. We are appealing the denial of transfer as well as requesting a hearing with the appeals
board.

We feel that allowing Molly to attend school in the Palestine Schoot District would be
educationally beneficial. We pulled her out of Forrest City after the 2011-2012 school year, and she
completed the 2012-2013 at a private Christian School, where she excelled in a more structured and
safe environment.

We are trying everything in our power to re-enter public school without sacrificing her
educational and emotional well being.

Sincere
Wﬁ &‘ Eobyn F{p‘IZmZLW\

P.S. Also included are the report cards and ratings for both Forrest City and Palestine School Districts
from the 2011-2012 school years.



Pa]esﬁne—Wheaﬂey School District No. 23

P.O. Box 790
Palestine., Arkansas 72372

Dear Parent:

1 am sorry, but the application you submitted for m r//;,/ P 0 jf W fias been
rejected for the following reason. : '

X Your child’s resident district has declared itself enemp‘t from the provisions of the
' Schecﬁ Chmce Law due to it being under a desegregatmn order.

Your cha s resident district has reached its limitation cap fﬂr aeiowaﬂie transfers and
we cannot accepﬁ‘. any add:tional school cnmce transfers from that district.

Your chaiﬁ wousd reguire the d;stﬂc%: to add staff, t-eac'hers or classrooms.

You have ten days from receipt of this notice in which to appeal this decision to the State Board

of Education.. ]QGM (@])O' ’3.

Respectfuily,

J v\ E 9 Lﬁx
Superintendent
Palestine-wWheatley Schooi District
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APPLICATION FOR TRANSFER TO A NONRESIDENT DISTRICT
“ARKANSAS PUBLIC SCHOOL CHOICE ACT OF 2013”7 .

: ?ﬂ 4 .
Do )0y 54/7% Zp lisi
Stadent Date of Birth: Gender Male [j Female [L]—
Orade: L‘fl‘&’

Does the applicant require special needs of progmms? Yes | | Noll4—
s epplicant currently under expulsion? Yes | | No lel/'

ETHNIC ORIGIN (CHECK ONE) (For data seporting purposes only)

2 or More Races Asian E African-Amerlcan

Hispania Nativa American/ Native Hawallan/
J Netive Alaskan Pacific Islander

e “ﬂﬂ

z A{%—,.—mﬁf 3 '
%@ o

) . e *W“
5 g gty ‘(fivhﬁl"- b

B Name 4 yrest U oy Neme: J%Ffa /z"ms*l N
Addres: éﬂ?j— Jﬂvmcj St o orrest &be R 72335
P @3@ | 495“ ]

'ID:lﬁtnctNlmu (/)ﬁ//{jﬁﬂf )M = CotmtyName "S%h/fw/zf/j
= Do LK 790 Belepie, AR 72370
Phone: £7§ gy/ﬁf?éﬁ/é

Does the applicant already have a sibling or stApn_sl-bﬁng in attendance in this district?

N D




B5/92/2013 14:57 18882342627 EDWARD JONES

P4GE ©3/83

Waork Phone:

my&i / %/Zw o s

Parsngot: to standards’atlopted by 8 nonresidem achool board a nonresident district may reserve the right to accept and
reject applicants based on capacity of programa, class, giade level, or school building, Likewise, a noaresident district’s
standards may provide for the rejection of an applicant based upon the submission of false or mislcading information 1o
the gsbove listed request for information when that information directly impacts the legal qualifirationse of an applicant o
transfer pursuant to the School Cholee Act. However, a nomresident district’s standards shall not include ap applicant’s
previous academic achievement, athletic ot other extracurricnlar ability, handicapping conditions, English proficieacy
level, or previows disciplinary proceedings, except that an expulsion from another district may be included pursuam to
Ark, Code Ann. § 6-18-510. Priority will be given to applicants with siblings or step-siblings attending the district, The
nonresident district shall accept credits toward graduation that were awarded by another district and awerd a diploma to a
nemresident. applicent if the applicant mests the nonresident district’s graduation requiretnents, This application must be
filed in the nonresident district (with 2 capy to the resident district) or postmariced no later than June 1 of the year in
which the applicant wonld bagin the fhll sexaesier ot the nomieidont district, A student whose application for fransfer is
mjected by the nonresident district may request & hearing hefore the State Board of Education to reconsider the transfer
by filing such a request in writing with the Commdssioner of Education no later than ten {10) days after the smdsnt or
student’s parent receives a notice of rejection. (Consult Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-1905 and the Arkansas Department of
Education Rules Gloverniag the Public School Chwice Act of 2013 for specific procedures on hipw to file such an sppeal).

s L T R O T T e e T P o T
Dats a.nc! Tima Rocaivadbyﬂasidamt D{m-ict‘ Date sod 'I“m Received by Noneesident District:

870 (33 7432 (Rohm)

N

o). 2/3 o7 W TE P
Resident District LEA #; ' Nonresident District LEA#:
Student’s State Identification #:

Application Accepted Rejected

Reason for Rejection (If Appiicable):

Date Notification Sent to Parent/Guardian of Applicant: @ /‘[ //

Date Notlfication Sent io Resldent District :




Test Scores for Palestine-Wheatley School District | GreatSchools Page 1 of 5

Schonl Oficisls  Join Ul Snin

| o Schools i Search for schoo!, diskict, or city AR
,: schools |

Hot Topics Worksheets & Activities Homework Help Parenting Dilemmas tiealth & Behavior Learning Difficulties Summer Reading

Palestine-Wheatley Bchool District

This district's rating Is
hased on its schoots!
test results; 10 s best.
Leam more >

GreaiSchaols
: District Rating

LEARN ABOUT THIS DISTRICT'S:
»Benchmark Examn Results

»End of Gourse Exam Results
» Teachers

» Students
» Spending Per Pupif

TOED Hwy 70 Yest i Grades PK-12
Palasting, AR 72372 ; 763 sludents
St Francis Cournity : 4 schaols
Map > :

L View all schools in this
PH: (87() 581-264¢ district >

Benchmark Exam Results

Scain: % at or above proficient
Grade 3
Litaracy

T6% (2012)
R S R BA% (2011}
WWWW%&%&%** £6% (2010)
s e AR G R T B3% (2009)
?‘Wﬁ?&mﬁ 4N% {2008)
S RS DA% (2007
The stale average for Literacy was 82% in 2012

Math

7% (2012)
AR 80% (2011)
VAT 68% (2010}

REEAEIHIY 6T% (2009)

= rz% (2003)

‘l ha state average for Maih was 87% in ZD’E?

G% EG% M %
Soure: AR Dept of Education, 2011-2012

Crate 4

Literacy

i BE% (20112)
i %%%MMWM@% 71% (2011}
TR R B4 (2THO)
EHEHeRREEENE 62% (2009)
SRR R 51% (2008)
SRR 44% (2007)

The state average for Literacy was 85% in 2012,

R

Mt

4 : Y% (2012)

R 3&%%%&%&%%%@%& 73% {201 1

T T R RS R T0% (2016}

el izt WWMWW&MW&% TR% (2009}
et PRSI 52% {2008)

Lites Hoormerins mmnntanhanla avafnai hin/avidictrict-nrnfile/d7 6/12/2013



“Test Scores for Palestine-Wheatley School District | GreatSchools

RN BRI 49% (2007)
The state average for Math wias §2% in 2012,

a% 80% %
Source: AR Dept. of £duzation, 2011-2012

Grade 5

Science

i wm*g:e Z'W (291()}
k3 HREE 20% (2000)
The state average for Science was G0% in 2012,

Literacy

TT% (20123

%&&%ﬁéo AR OB {2011)

TSR 58% {2010)

m&&&ﬁ KEE 51% (2000)
piite 5% {2008)

 40% (2007)

The state average for Literacy was 85% in 2012

i - e 64% (2011)
e s £ B% (2010}
SRR R e 53% (2009)
gt Y. 30% (2008)

B SR 24% (2007}

The state average for Math was 78% in 2012,

9 su% 160%
Seource: AR Dept. of oucation, 20112012

Grade 8
{iteracy

G% {2012)

EhatR s R B 46% (2011

T

T TR R 58% (2010)
q;mm%m%mw* 0% (2008)

TOW {2012)
SR 50% (2011)
Mﬁ‘*&'ﬁm“ %&%@%&% 50% (2010}
SRR R R 07 % (2008}

i SRR 53% (2008)

RS SRR 6% (2007}

‘The state average for Math was 5% in 2012,

e

&% 507 i 541
Sourca: AR Dept. of Education, 20112012

Girade 7

Sclence

8% {2012)

TR 31% (2011)
VR 24% (2010)

Data not avaiiable for this district (2008)

The: state average for Science was 41% in 2012,

Literacy

F64% (2012)

iﬂi&ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁ%&%ﬁé&%&%‘g%ﬁ%ﬁ&% 52% (2011)

SRR 57% (2010}

Frata not avallable for this district {2008}

SRR T 64 % (20083
SRR RS 30% (2007)

The slate average for Literacy wis 50% in 2012

Math

56% (2012)
T R R IR 7% (2011)
SRS SR AT 64% (2010)

Data not available for this @sidet (2009)

; mssﬁfmmmwmm 55% (2008)

i SHEEE 48% (2007)

The slate ave“aqe for Mam was 77% in 2012,

Lutbons Hanmarss meaatanhanle aralaoi_kin/for/dictrictonrafila/d47

Page 2 of 5

6/12/2013



"Test Scores for Palestine-Wheatley School District | GreatSchools

% 0% AV
Sourcs AR Dopt, of Educalion, 2041-2012

Grade B

Literacy

2 T4% (2012

R 62% (2011)

] &?ﬁﬁ%ﬁé&?g éﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁm‘ § W@ 3% (2010)

ﬁrvn@i?rﬁ%@nﬁ%’“z” SRR A L & 75% (2009)
B R 66% (2008;)

FREZUEN 40% (2007)

The state average for Literacy was 80% in 2012

tath

59% {2012)
ST 4% (2011

“f&“:m - RUHERTINMIRERET 45% (2010)
SR L DR B5Y%, (2004
HEMIRI RS R RIRRA T 50% (2008)
ARSI 18% (2007)

The state average for Math was 68% in 2012

o% % 160%

Hource: AR Dept. of Edycatian, 20112012
Grade 1
Lieracy

1% (2012)
T S BE% (204 1)

R ] 4(:% (20103
PR 4% (2009
ST 14% {2008)
MRS 32% (2007)

The slate average for Literacy was 68% in 2012,

i

0% ¥ 0%
Soyree: AR Depl. of Edusalion. 2011-2012

About the tests

« In 2011-2012 Arkansas used the Benchmark Fxam to fest sludents in grades 3 through 8 and 11 in literacy and

grades 3 1hrough 8 in math.

+ The Benchimark Exam is s standards-hased test, which means it reasures specific skills defined for each grade

by the state of Arkansas,
+ ‘The goat is for all students io score at or above Ihe proficent favel.

Testing io Arkansas: An Dverview

See Arkansas' state standargsCormpare all elementary. middle and high schools in this disteict

End of Course Exam Results

Scate: % at or above proficient
Algebra t

HEER 74% (2012)
B8 8% (2011)
B 5% (2010)
47 64% (2009

m
sﬁ@mw%&%%&&mm&%u sl
R T 30% (2008)
TR 209 (2007)

The state average for Algebra i was 80% i 2012

Biclogy

28% (2012)

R 220 (2011)
TR R 30% (2010)

RSN 14% (2000

The state average for Biclogy was 43% in 2012,

Geometry

4T% (2012)

SRR e R 50% (2011)
BRI R A 5694 (2010)
FRURVMAE 419 £2000)

i
YESREEE 24% (2008)
SRR 39% (2007)

The slaie average for Geomelry was 76% in 2012,

0% 5% WHh
Source: AR Dept, of Education, 2011-2012

About the tests

Yaddim s Her memremr ncsmmntonthanlo asnfani: hinfan/dictrict_menfila/47

Page 3 of 5

6/12/2013



Test Scores for Palestine-Wheatley School District | GreatSchools

i 901 4-2012 Arkansas used the End of Caurse Exarm 10 lest high schaol students in slgebra £, biclogy, and
geometry,

*

The results for Ead of Coursa Exams administerad in spring of each year are displayed on GreatSchools profiles.

The End of Course Exam is a standards-hased test, which means it measures specific skills defined by the slate
of Arkansas.

The goat is for all students to seore &t or above the proficient level.

Testing in Arkansas: An Qverview
See Arkansas' state standardsCompare aft high schoois in this district

Backtotep >

Teachers
Student-Teacher Ratio (1 .
g
i This Distriet State Average
§ Students per FYE teacher’ 14 13
Source: ‘NCES, 2008.2008
How tmporiant is Class Size? >
Back jofop >
Students

Student Ethnicity (1)

Ethnicity This District Stake Average
£ White. nol Hispanic 71% 67%
& Black, not Hispanic 28% 2%
K Hispanic 1% %
. # Aunarican IndigsAjaskan Native <% <%

Sourse: NGES, 2008-200%

How impertant is Cultural Diversity at Your Sehool? »

Student Economic Level (1)

This Ddistrict State Average

Stutlents eligile for free or reducad-price lunch program’  §2% 57%

Souroe NCES, 2008-2009

The Achisvement Gap: Is Your School Helping All Students? >

Back to top >
Spending Per Pupif

Finance data was not reporied for this disiricl.

Back totop>

httn:fhsminar araatarhanie araleoihinfavidicrict.nrafile/47

Page 4 of 5

6/12/2013



‘Test Scores for Palestine-Wheatley School District | GreatSchools

Sign Up For Email Updates . [Your email address) ' signap

Connect With Us

Page 5 of 5

About GreatSchools

Qur missios is 10 inspire and support families to champion their children's education -
at schogl, at home and in their community. YWe are & national non-profit with offices in
San Francisco, Milwaukee, Washington D.C. and Indianapolis.

Find the graat schools in your comimunity

Albugueraue, Nid
Anchorage, AK
Atlanta, GA
Austin, TK
Battimors, KD
Bifings. MY
Birmingham, AL
Boise, ID
Bossan. MA
Bridgeport, CT
Budington, VT

Charieston, YW
Charlodte, NC
Cheyenne, WY
Chicaga, iL
Cojumbiz, 5C
Cotumbius, OH
Datias, TX
Denver, GO
Des Moines, |A
Detrolt, b

Bl Paso, TX

Fargo, N
Hanohlu, HI
Houston, TX
indianapolis, IN
Jackson, MS
Jaeksonville, FL
Kansas City. MO
Las Vagas. NV
Litle Rock, AR
Los Angeles, CA
Louigville, KY

O imission
Qur people
Jabs
Contact ué

Manchesier, NH
WMemphis, TN
Miami, FL
Mitwaskee, W
Minneapolis, MN
Naghvifle, TN
New Orleang, 1A
New York Cily, NY
MNewark, N+
Qakland. CA

Advertise with us
Pariners

Media romn
Widgels & tools

Giklahoma Gity, G
Omaha, NE
Piiadelphia, PA
Fhaenix. AZ
Bortland, ME
Parliang, OR
Providence, R
Sacramanto, CA
Salt take City, U7
San Antenio, TX

GreatSchanis, inc. 160 Spear Sireet, Guite 1020, San Francisao, CA 94105

Fetdom s Flaevvrens cemmntrnthanla avclact hinlar/dictrict.nvnfile/d7

How we rale schools
School review guideiines
Terms of use

Privacy policy

Ban Dizgo, CA
San Francises, CA
San Jose, CA
Serattle, WA

Sioux Falis, SD
Tucson, AZ
Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, DC
Wichila, KS
Witmdnglon, DE

6/12/2013



Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School Improvement” status based on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status.

The ADE has notified our administration that Lincoln Middle Academy of Excellence has an
AYP Status for the 2011-2012 school year of Alert.



2011-12 Distric’% REPORT CARD
o
PALESTINE-WHEArTLEY SCH. DIST.

INDICATOR 1: STUDENT ACHIEVEMENT

Crade Fhree Literacy -

 Combined Population 9%.2 78 77 1 353 39.2 7.5

TA(:(J s 98.1 8

273 16.4 616
RV RV ' RY RV
12.8 385 : 41 9.5

Afs ican-/ J\mencaﬁ 160 9.. 1

Hispanic 3 160 3

C aucasian

Lccsnom:cai%v Dlde\- wge 98.1 8 : 13 36 38 Y

Studenis with Disabilitics 100 RV . RY RY RY av

I umtu ..anfl‘\h I’z ofmmt

Perale 100 11 115 346 462 - ws

8 24 36 32 i 68
RY RV ’

Migrant

Grade Three Mathematics

93 2 2 T 314 ‘ 5.1 7.5 '

Combined Pupulaﬁicﬁ
0.1 2 - on 3 | 44 - 7

TAGG :
Aincam Amuncam o “{Gﬁm” R {) - 2’73 - %64— i “36.4 '7'.’_‘?
S e mo, B R Rl S eV A |

< auca':fan

I“c.onam:(_.sil D d‘.ama i

S*udmts thh : Dmbﬂ itics 100 RY ' RV RV RV RV

L;mm,d Pzwhsh Prnf’ cxcni

I-e,mah. o - 1(3(1
T Mae 96.2
e |

(xrade Pnurf mrﬁ@
395 488 38.4

('ombmed Pﬂpuldmn T 1{)(1 o () I§6 i
T GG - 1060 0 e
o ;oow i SR

( sucasian 00 | 0 &6 343 st 91.4
; 395 a8k 88.4

o cnnom]calh Dlsadvanﬂgx 100 0 ) 11.6
j RY RV RV

]{)O RY RV

%tudanta wi th I)xﬂbxhr'

I m’;ired anhs%: Profsczem _
Icm:de o 100 0 44 48 60.9 95.7

100 5 B o 45 35 80

Mdia. Co



Migrant

(mul P{mr Mmhe.mmu,s

{ mnbmed Populdmm

1’ umred Pnghsh Prohc m

Md?

Migrant

Grade Five Literacy

Combined Population

TAGG

H ispaﬂ_@ :

ema!c

100 * '

100 )

HEY

160
160

160

100
00

100
160

RY _

Ry

i

RY

100
160

HEY

4.8
4.8

RV

RV

Caugasian.

b\. m(}mlmﬂv D!sadvamaw«

Students wﬁh B bdbti‘itlcs

100
100

100

4.8

RV

RY

RV

RV

Y

RV :
RV '

314

279
RV

RV

60.9 -
S
RV

814

914

814

RV

&7

RV

143'

RV

|4@

RV

5.9

14.7
4.3

RV

T4 nz'szgd-.. En g{nsh- 4]_’1'(},[‘1(!1.'\-331_1_

Maie

100

100

CoMbgrEnt U

C‘E!dd“ Fn e Md!%ze:&emcs

Lombmed Populaﬁon

'f /\G(J

’\fnc;m f\men ican

His ankc

L dumslan

e

100
0o
T

11.9
[t.9

214
21.4

26.2
36.2

66.7

RY
RY

HaY
RV

26.5

RY
RV

204

06,7

RV

Lconomlcaliv I)lsadvamagcé

Sludemb w" ]

Limited Lngi:sh 1’§0ﬁc1uns I

10(}
I 00

100

100

1n.e
RV

5.6
16.7 j

214

RV

7{3 3

272

39
41.7

26 2
RV

RV

333
248

64.7
66.7 ;

72 :

62.5

160

T

324 :

9.5

6.9




100

{ancasian

hmnomxmlh' Dtsadvamagu

Studem mm Daad?)ﬂmes :

Limii‘ed i-l'nglish Proﬁcicm
‘ 100
100

f‘vmah,

‘Vlal
M 1r,mut

100
160

RV

RV

I
RV ‘

3i

RY

RY

3i

RV

444
583

16.7
4.2

619

RY

RV

618
619

RY

61.1 |
62.5

Lzradf, ‘-nx 1 Heraty

Combnml Pupulamm

TA(;G

Afrlcan—Ameu o

100

00

100

Hxspgl.nlc

Lauc&szau

1060

104

26.9

269 269

269

20

327

327

381

32!

Stude: nis withy D'" ilities

Limited Eﬁ}gﬁs}} foficierit

160

60
100

100 RV

HY)

156

R.\f

ol
L=

RV

66.7

RV ;

70
53.1 ;
RV

Grade Six Mathematics -

Combined Pupizl'atioh

100

. Tﬂs(x(r

3 -Amerzoau

filspamc

100

100

( mlczlman |

100

1 {)0
1{)0

i‘) 2
=
10 '

21.4
19.2
RY

30.8

30.8
il

3%"5

10 8
RV

iDU
J 00

156

219

33
281

34.4

6.2

02
3G

6
692 !
RV

( ombmnd Populamm

'1 *\(J(i

100

9&1

RV '

6.4 '
6.4

286
"35

RV

RV

46
46

Amcan «%mu ican

H:xp‘mw

(,duccssmﬂ

l G(J

l Gf]

98.1

10
RY _
6.1 :

80

RV
16.3

10

RV '
551 |

225

RV :

19.1
i9.]

0

RY




L«cmmmmaﬂy I)isadvaniag,.,a

Slucimts wnh Dﬁabxlmu

I ﬁmred Enghsh Pruﬁ{,xvm

}mna,!e 2?
\’Lﬁe' '

Migmnt o

Afmwn Amea i

l h‘?pdﬂ]&.

E‘e amnmm.} f D'sadvrmwge

"Studmts wlt‘n Dls&bmms

%i

9.5

90.9 .

100 -

98.5

E( DO
1€)0

98.5

90.9

Amztu}. i- glzsh Profac,;hm
Fsmaku

’VI 'ﬁe

9()-8
100 "

30

267

30.3

206
206

R \’

”43

21.2

0.6

20

IACG

685 :
5)8 ‘§

106
160

8.1 '

RV

16.3

%
P

27

53.1

H
RV

20

RV

28.6

Smc u:ﬁ.‘)w 1T)s:aab, :ﬁea

lemd Lnghsh i’ f" i

3

]Lmaiu @ ® i

\iz\le

\/Iigmnt

?

9.5

90.9

96.8
1064

254

60

26.7

4.2

30

(naclu f,aglu Lﬂcracy

(,omhmud Papulauon ;

TA(JCI

ﬂfrmn Amcrtc(m

II:‘;pamc

(,auu\lan

Lconom;cdilj D:sadvamag,a

100
100
160

100
§00) '

Smdcnix mih D:ﬂabiimes

L;mmed ngl{sh Pm{' c.mm

100 ‘

100

56

46

4.7
4.7
i

186

8.6

30

|7 9 S —

I‘§ 6 “

'302

G2

RV

16.7

50

zas
785
e

RV

3. 6 i
2.6

164

76.7 i
76.7
60
$3.9
767

RV

778




(rrade Fu,ht \flarhema.ﬂcs .

C ombmed Popul.m@n
100
100

l A.C ':"—
Afnum-;’\murman

Hxsmmc .

(,nuca.saan

E‘m;mimml!y thdx anmg (

%tudems wuh st&bﬂmes ;

Lsmm.d Lnghsh T’mf"c,zr:mE

Femule

M;)lé

‘mgzlmt : :

Grade Eleven Literacy

100

100 i

100
100
HEY

o0

HUY

16.3 :

40

6.5
16.3
RY

)
o
[N

o]
Pl
i

[E%]
L
L

20

253
23

w

435
188

sie
88
RV i RV

444

40

66

1.6
L6

0

!61

16

116
RV

i6

100

100

oo

44
4.6
RV

17.8
18.2
RV

489
417
RV

29.6

RV

Economically 'Diqadvaumge

100

5.4

46 :

16.2

48.7

417

29.7

286

60.5 :
60.5

6

40

67.7

60.5

RV

718

713

v :

8.4

i3

‘%tzzdcn?s wnh Dwabllmes

i,smned anhah Profzczem

I ema]e

160

HES

RV

RY

RV

44

aic-

\digmm

EOC Algébra

Combi"r_ied'?dpnla_ﬁon 5

§00

33.3

19

26

6.7

RV

a0

13.9

L9

RV

22.6
435

RV

586
455

RV .

189

22 f;
RV

l’n’i

I{V

P
Dobha

(28]
e
IS

621

385

506
RV ‘

30

207

£6.7

755

75.5
54.6

RV
#0.5

755

RV

82, x'
66.7

Migrant

EQC Geometry. feo




( nmbmod Popalatmn D8 1.4 347
r’\(_r(l | _ 98 18.4 34.7

Afncan’Amer;mn ' 93.3 28.6 28.6 2

160 RY LRy

?*wnom:c,ally Dlaadm%ag& 98 144 347

’Studenis w1t11 Dlsdbxht"

I amzted ng i 'Ea Pro[sez.,m

' Female 96.6 214 357

Cale 100 143 3,1

Lot f

R

b ]
-]

160 12.1 © 304

T
s
-3

394

307 .

3z

429

P

m P
l(} 2

Ry

9.4

0.2

1.7
9.5

 Migrant 100 RV RY

Biology

(,Gmbmed Papula‘uon g 931
TAGG 95

&fra x,an-a’\mm ican 952 3.2 15.8

stpzmt& 100 RV RV

Caucasian | 94.7 15.2 485

RY

hommm.ziiv Disadvantaged

Saudums wﬁh Dsmbz]mﬂ 100 RV g RV

Lim(tcd Lnghsh l’iof el

f maic oo 938

\Me - 96.6 : 37 37

‘\f!mraazt 100 RV RV

259 37

296

nz

RY

RY

Number of Recently Arvived LEP Students Not Assessed i Literacy

“Grade Ihrev ;
‘ (dee Fﬂur :

j G;ade I‘WL )

£nada‘nx

Gracie Seven : son
bmdf: Elght

(:radc Huen 2

Toml o

Norm- R@fermu Tth (!TBS}
(Jfade One Ruidmg ( mnpl ehtsuswn -
Grade On‘. Math Probkms

.(nade Two Rmdmg (‘ompreh;.mmnw
erdu Two M wth. Pmbl ‘.
(.n <ldb Thlcv Rt,ad ing

( :radu ”I hrce ‘\»Imh

(;r'ulc ‘Eom Rm{timg

(;mdc { our Math: -

46

429

469

42.9

o s4

RY

485 :
46,9




(z: adc I ive. Rcadmg

(;radc Futhtﬁ . -

Gmd Five Smence

l(:zaéy Six Readmﬂ* T '

. Gra.dc %1

-("tade Se»cn v

(ﬂ'ddu ";f.\-en Queme .

(}mde F:;,ht Readm‘g
(3 rad\. }_1ght \i!mla

Gr ddL \lzm, Rutdmg (,()mpmhwsicm

(_n aci;, “\I;np ‘virnh ( omepra aad Pmbiema
)

’\Iumlm uf Stud nL-, Tc\kii}!}.’ 'v oilmlgw Umvw.ai ;’xf ,T

Amoru an ullage Test ( A(

Dz::mu Pr@v;d..d Remed]ahon for 'Sm( -;ms'i‘ﬂkm;, Volunmry Umv H "11 Af ‘T

\Jumbcr or Stud nts i L GI 1&5& and L arder Raadmcss I’idnmm, {iL R?P)

\E&mber of Studvnts i'&kmg /\( J in (:mdcs 9—1 !

\Jambe: of St:ldf:ms ak g 'iaGra__ﬁie 2’2— . _ .
M athematms C
'Scmnce :

anlzhh

.Readmg
Sahuiast:e Assessment Tcst (‘\;\1 )
’ﬂumbc.r of ‘Stu(leuts Idkm& SAI C{)llmb Admancmn less

%dvauced Pmcement (,mu se8 (AP}

‘«mmb : 0{ %méums Tak msz M’ wums

’\Iumbnr of AP ekams %df(e&]

\lumbcr nf l_xam-, qcored ’i 4 of 5

\lumher o iudmms Tak g !uzematmmt] Baua]aureara ( ourses

INDICATOR 2: SCHOOL PERFORMANCE

Arkamab E‘SF lk Acmuniah:htv 2&[2

lmpmwment chool Ratmg (€ :ams]

i Schmls in \eeed nf immcdmte Impmvcm:..nt ' : E

2 Schnol:s Approar,iung Sm;adau cis (AEcrt}




3 choo!e Meetmg Impaoxmncm ‘x‘ mﬁ' 2
4 c,huol.s hxtuulmg Impmvumrat éundar i
S "mhocﬂs oi Fxceilenee for }mprowmw _: . ¢
Per!m mance Schaeﬂ Ranng {Statzﬁ)

1- %c?moh in Need of immuhatt. lmpmvcm . 0
2 Scheala on Aiert ‘ . 01
3 Scheals Mca,tmg Staudards _ 0
4 §ch(mls Xe dmg Samdards ‘ . 3
-w-%hools of Exueueme _' : 9
District Prtmrias Tevtbnal\s

D:stmi Pmmdes Tuxtbcmiu. or Dlgml Rebmzu.m ?or '111 Pupii‘s . g YES
“Accrodited-Probationsry - - 0
Attendance ratg -

Dropoutrate : T 21
( nmbmex{ Popuiailon {Jmémimzz Rate S :

A{r;um Ammum Gmciuatzmi Ratc .

T{Jspamc Lsmduanoa I{ate

(“aucas.;asl (xradmumn Rate

__WmCAIQQ 3: RETENTION

Pucum af S‘tudmtb Rcram»d at (hadc. I”\w g ‘

’\Eumber of btudﬁ.ilt‘s Rmunui at (nucis, Thm,

PC?LE!‘M ot Student Re:a meé at Gmtﬁe Three

\iu mbn.r of' Studcms Itc’mm;,d ‘zt (}1 qde l Sur

ol




Numbm nf Smdema Rammed at Gmde Seven i

' Percen? m" Sm(iemsa Rchmed ai (ﬂ'ade P 1!*11? ' :

ﬂ\l)i(ATﬁRéi SAFi‘ & {)RDFRL\' ENVIRONMENT

Ths{,mlme ?oi icies D1slribu£ec§ to [’dr{.ﬁti&

Dlscaphnn iraimng meded o Staff

i Plan Adop

f' arental Involven

Fxpuhmns

Weapons {ncrdent&

Staff Aqsauiz-s

Smdanl As miu ]

'ENDECATOR 5 TEACHER QUALITY

?emm 01* ’3‘ d‘zms

Ieaehem in Low: Pourtv Schoo]s B

B

l’czcem of (‘ aqses ﬁoi T aught by }i:g" y Qmﬂlﬁ“d eachcm B

Agg: egalx, ali Fcem:mc 1 ue]s

emegocrmesT sipnacsa i 454 o e AL e s Bsi s

hm

Pemeﬁ! of (_Lmses net T(u;gh* bvlhgh y Ouahhbd T'

, - ~ Indicator 6: Choice
Percént of Students Obtained T]1;'gugh '$'chc§e;1'(3hc;icé : : '

_Indicator 7: Econemic
D*aszm? Tmal Mﬂls Vmed ' S

: D;su 1ct }:xpvndnun, Pu' St 1dent o '

368,
58,987

 $36.8851
§8.719.218]

$3.294478 |

$521,552
157,450/

' ’sz)sao,_z 8



$291.904

1066
60,33%

53925



' Test Scores for Forrest City School District | GreatSchools

-
'( : sehoois

ot Topics Worksheets & Activities Homework Help ' Parenting Dilemmas

Forrest City Schooi District

CraatSohoeds
. District Rating

Leam more >

LEARN ABOUT THIS DISTRICT'S:

s Benchmark Exam Results
»End of Course Exam Resuls
b Teachers

»Sludants

» Spending Per Pupil

Schonl Officials  Jolr Us  Sign In

Schoois Search for school, distriet, or city

Health & Behavier

This district's rating is
baged on its schoalg’
tesi rasuits; 16 ja best.

848 Morh Fosser Brades PK-12 & Compae top-rated schoois
Forrast Cily, AR 72825 : ungraded . dhes districh:
1. Francis County 3429 students ;

., Elementary schools
Man 2> . Bschools & b

PH: (B70) £32-1485 View &l schools in this

digtrict >

Benchmark Exam Resuits

Soate: % at or above proficient
Grade 3

i.lteracy

e RN 8% (2011)

i &i@“ﬁ%&%@@f&% 43% (2010

SRR R 9T % (2009)
Data nol available t’or this districl (2008}
i3 e R 92% \2007)

78% (2012}
SRR 73% (20111}
*’”’”-i’?{a?%ﬁ%{%&“‘m%ﬁwﬁ%ﬁ B5% {2040}
AT N 60 (2009)

Ddtd niot availabie for By distict (2008)
TR 51% (200T)

The siale average for Math was 87% in 2012,

0% ' s ' 0%

Source: AR Dupt. of Edusation, 2011-2012
Grade 4
Literacy

0% (2012)

%&m"ﬁmmm%% 58% (2041)

SRR SR 49% (2010}

R SR 475 (2009)

Data not avaiisble for this gistrict {2008
AR 34% (2007)

The state average for Literacy was 85% in 2012,

Math

T3% (2012)
SRR R A G4% (2019}
SRS 569% (20100

CER R IR SR R 67% (2009)

oty

httn: /faranss orastenhanle avaleal hanfaridictrintonenfila/l 42

Learning Difficulties

Page 1 of 5

Summer Reading
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‘ Data not availahle for this district (2008)
' SRR R T 5200 (2007)
The state average for Math was 82% in 2612,

Bed SR Y0
Source: AR Dept, of Edusation, 2011-2042

! Grade §

20
RIS 1% {2011}
VRS 230, 12040)
TodEaE 109, (2008)
The stale average for Science was 60% in 2012.

B (2042)

Literacy

Gt (20128

g TR 47% (2011}

%ﬁm&%&wm AR 53% (2010
PR N 50% (2009)

SECETHRSR I SR 390 (2008)

RS IR 00, (2007}

The state average for Literacy was 85% i 2012,

RIBETEE AT% (2011)
IR 42% (2010)

SURLARTTRI R Y 45% (2008;
AR 56% (2007)
The q’aic average for Math was 76% in 2092

5% % T enn
Source, AR Dzpi, of Egucation, 281 1-20612

Grade 8
Litaracy
% (2012}
REER M‘?}%a i 0% (2011)
iﬁ%ﬁmﬁ%@&m&ﬁ%%&%}m 49% (2010)
TR A 36% (2000)

ISR R 01 % (2008)
FENR R 0% (2007
The stale average for Literacy was 75% in 2012

ath

9% (2G12}

54% (2011}

; % 53% {2010}
ﬁ@&m&sm&%ﬁw HERDEE 57% (2009)
ERS R R 509, (2008)
SRR 40% (2007}

The slate average for Math was 75% in 2012,

6% 50% 1007,

Sowrce: AR Depl. of Sdusation. 2011-2012
Grade 7
Science
W T% (2012}

4% (2010)
TEHEE 9% (2009)
The state average for Science was 41% in 2012.

Litera

58% (2012;

S 1% (2019)

RN 37% (2010)

% 34% (2008)
SRS 7% (2008)

The state average for Literacy was 80% in 2012,

hath

50% {2012)
TSR 35% (2011)

HEER 38% (2010)

2 TR 44% (2000)
TR 31% (2008)

TR 38% (2007)

http://www.greatschools.org/cei-bin/ar/district-profile/143 &M17/70172
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The state average for Math was 77% in 2012,

5% ' 0% h 0%
Source: AR Deqit, of Educaiion, 2041-2012

Grade 8

Litaracy

TSRS BRI R R 46% (2011)

R R R, 479 {2010
SN SR, (2000
ISR 3% (2008)
RS 0% (200T)

The state average for Literacy was 80% in 2012

Wi’r

Math

o% (2012
% (2011)

m&@wﬁm 25% {2008}
SELTMLIRIINE 21% (2008)
SERTRARRER o0 (2007)
The state averags for Math was 88% in 2017,

&% 0% 00
Sourse: AR Dapd. of Edusation, 2015.2012

Grade 11

Literacy

5 35% (2012)

NEdis SHRIEE 32% [2011)

é GRS 5% (201D
SRR 40% (2000)

TEERE 24% (2008)

YRR 21Y% (2007)

rhe state average for Uteracy was 68% s 2042,

i

o% Y g 106%
Source: AR Daph. of Sducation, 201 1-2012

Ahout the tests

+ In 20712012 Arkansas used the Benchmark Exam to fest students in grades 3 through 8 and 11 in literacy #nd
grades 3 through 8 in math,

+ The Benchmark Exam is 2 standards-based tes?, which reans il measures specific skills defined for each grade
by the stsie of Arkansas.

* The goal is for all sludents te score at or above the groficient leves.

Testing in Arkansas: An Overview
See Arkanses! state standardsCompare a% elementary, middte and high schoots in this district

End of Gourse Exam Results

Beale: % at or above proficient
Algedra |

5% (2012)
S 61% {2011}
5@&%%&&2@?&%’%& 54% (2010)
TR AR (2009

%W 28% {2008)

B GHTRTRI RS 40% (2007}

The s!aia average for Algebra | was 80% in 2012,

Biology

5 13% (2012)

% {2011}

A 8% 2010)

HEREOEES 13% (2000)

The state average for Biology was 43% in 2012,

Geomnetry

2 51% {2012)
PSRRI R 40% (2011)
SR 38% (20103
AR 27 (2008)
mmgwmm 30% (2008)

et % 31% (2007)

The stale average for Geomeiry was T6% in 2072,

6% R G4 %
Selree: AR [ept. ofEqucation, 20112012

About the tests

http://www.greatschools.ore/coi-bin/ar/district-nrofile/143

Page 3 of 5
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geametry.

of Arkansas.

The goat is for &l sludents to score at or shova the proficient lovet,

Yasting In Arkansas: An Ovetyipw
Seg Arkansas’ state standeardsCompare all high schoals in this distrct

Teachers

Student-Teacher Ratio @}

in 2011-2012 Arsansas usad the &nd of Course Exam to test high school students in algebra |, biology, and

The resulis for End of Course Exams adminisiered in spring of each year are displayed on GrealSchools profies.

The End of Course Exam is a standards-based test, which means { measures specific skills defined by the state

Back ta fop >

This Disteict State Average
Students per FTE feacher’ 18 13
Bource: TNCES, 26082009
How important is Clags Slze? >
Back to top >
Students

Student Ethnicity 71}

Ethnicity

This District Staie Average

§ Black, not Hispanic

‘§ White, not Hispanic

ﬁ Hispanic

% Asian/Pacific islandar
Amarican indian/Alaskan Native

80%
18%
1%
<%
=1%

2%
87%
%
%
<1%

Source: NGES, 2006.2009

How important is Cultural Diversity af Your §chool? =

Student Economic Level {1}

This District

SBtate Average

Students eligible for free or reduced-price tunch program’ 100%

7%

Source: NCES, 2008-2008

The Achievement Gap: Is Your School Helping Al Students 7 >

Spending Per Pupli

Finance data was not reported for this district.

Back 1o top =

Back fotop »

httn://www_oreatschools ore/eoi-hinfarfdistrict-nrafila/143
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About GreatSchools

Our mission is fo inspire and support femities to champlon their children's education -
at school. at home and in their community. We are a national non-profit with offices i
San Francisce, Milwaldkee, Washington D.C. and Indianspolis.

Find the great schools in your commsunity

Adbugaerque, Nij Charteston, Wv Fargo, ND
Anchorage, AK Cheelotie, NG Honaluly, Hi
Allanta, GA Cheyenne, WY Houston, TX
Austin, TX Chizaga, IL indianapolis, [N
Ballimore, MD Columbia, 8C Jackson, MS
Bifings, MY Columbus, OH dacksonvitle, FL
Birmingham, AL Daligs, TX Kansas Cily, MO
Boise, i Denver, O f.as Vegas, NV
Boston, MA Des Moines, 1A Litile Rock, AR

Detroy, M
£t Paso, TX

Bridgepon, €T
Burfington, VT

Los Angetes, CA
Louiswille, KY

Qur mission
Cur peogle
Jabs
Contact us

Manchester, N
Hemphis, TN
Miami, FL
Milwaukee, Wi
Minnsapolis, MN
Nashville, TN
Mew Orfeans, LA
New York City, NY
Mawark, NJ
Qakland, CA

Advertise with us
Partners

Fetia roans
Widgets & tonis

Oklahorma City, OK
Omata, NE
Prifadelphia, PA
Phasnix, AZ
Portiand, ME
Porflang, OR
Providence, Rt
Bacramenio, CA
Salt Lake Cily, UT
San Anfonio, TX

GreatBahaols, Inc. 160 Spear Sirest, Suife 1020, San Francisto, CA 94105

http://www.greatschools.org/cgi-bin/ar/district-rofile/143

How we rale schools
School review guidelines
Terms of yse

Privacy policy

San Diege, CA
San Francisco, CA
San Jose, CA
Seattie, WA

Sioux Falis. S0
Tueson, AZ
Virginia Beach, VA
Washington, I3C
Wichita, KS
Wilminglon, DE
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FORREST CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT
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students eligible for in-state college tu-
ition rates. It failed in the Senate Educa-
tion Committee April 16, It would have
provided those rates to students who
have been attending Arkansas schools
for three years and have an Arkansas
high school diploma or G.E.D. In 2005,
Elliott sponsored a similar bill as a state
representative that passed the House but
fell one vote short in the Senate.
Alexander’s House Bill 1938 would
have placed a moratorium on consolida-
tions based on schools falling below the
current 350-student district minimum
until April 30, 2015. It would have al-

lowed the state to force a reorganization
only if a district is found to be in aca-
demic distress, fiscal distress, or failure
to comply with state accreditation stan-
dards. Attorney General Dustin McDan-
iel and Kimbrel} testified that removing
the 350-student minimum could open
the state up to litigation because the
school funding system is based on that
mumber. The bill failed in the House.
House Bili 1912 by Rep. Chatles
Armstrong (D-Little Rock), would have
created a route-based formuta for fund-
ing school transportation costs. Cur-
rent funding is based on the number of

R L I (e

students in a district irrespective of how
much it costs to transport them, The bill
would have meant that about one-third
of the state’s districts would have seen a
drop in state funding,

That led to concerns among op-
ponents, including the Department of
Education, that the bill would affect
adequacy funding. ASBA’s Harder testi-
fied that creating a route-based formula
would be too limiting.

Instead, Harder said the Legislature
should undertake a comprehensive re-
view of transportation requirements and
funding.

School choice overhaul passes

New law takes race out of
consideration, but provisions
address concerns of return to

state’s segregated past

By Steve Brawner

School districts across Arkansas will
be able to accept — or lose — students
regardless of residency or race this up-
coming school year. But the state’s new
school choice law will limit transfers

to three percent of a district’s student
population and will sunset in two years
so the state can reconsider if it is leading
to racial resegregation.

Meanwhile, questions remain about
how the law will be implemented.

Act 1227 by Sen. Johnny Key, R-
Mountain Home, chairman of the Senate
Education Commiitee, removes the
race-based provisions of the state’s old
school choice law that a district court
found unconstitutional last year. Under
the Arkansas Public School Choice Act
of 1989, nonresident students could not
transfer to a district where there was a
higher percentage of the student’s race.
The provision was meant to prevent
white flight.

‘When a group of parents in the
Malvern School District sued over that
provision, the district court ruled that
it violated the U.S. Constitution’s 14th
Amendment equal protection guaran-
tee, effectively ending school choice in

Arkansas. The state awaited an appeals
verdict by the Eighth Circuit Court of
Appeals, but with the next school year
approaching, lawmakers believed a
legislative remmedy was needed

Act 1227 no longer takes into account
a student’s race, but, to address concerns
about resegregation, it caps transfers
from a district at three percent of its av-
erage daily student population, Sibling
groups count as one umit, It will require
the Department of Education to col-
lect transfer data, and it will expire on
July 1, 2015, forcing the Legislature to
revisit the law. It also allows the state’s
16,000 currently transferred nonresident
students fo stay in their new districts.

Continued, next page

ForYour Budget -
- For The Environment-

ILLUMINATING
GENERATIONS

You're not just buying lights. You're buying

an affordable system that reduces energy and
maintenance costs year after year. That means while
decreasing wasted energy, yow'll save money and
help protect the environment for his futuze.

To learn more visi WWW.musco.com/generations

Local area rapresentatives:
leremy Lemons
800/825-6030 {toll free)
501/249-8056 {mobile)
jeremylemons@musco.com

O s B L DAY

Repoer Card June 2013 14



TR
ot

Questions remain about how the law
will be implemented. Passed near the
end of the sesston, a number of details
weren't resolved. ASBA Policy Director
Ron Harder said May 14 at the annual
Joint Leadership Conference for ASBA
and the Arkansas Association of Bduca-
tional Administrators that he had spent
the previcus two weeks working through
its complexities. “It is convoluted leg-
islation,” he said. “It has many issues
that either contradict, aren’t clear, or are
simply unanswered.”

The law allows exemptions for school
districts that are under a desegrega-
tion order but requires those districts
to declare their exemptions April 1 of
each year. Because it was not passed
until after the date, the Department of
Education gave districts untit May 17.
Twenty-two districts said they were ex-
empt: Arkadelphia, Blytheville, Camden
Fairview, Cutter Morning Star, Dollar-
way, Bl Dorado, Forrest City, Fountain
Lake, Helena-West Helena, Hope, Hot
Springs, Jessieville, Junction City, Lake
Hamilton, Lakeside - Chicot County,
Little Rock, Marve]l-Elaine, Mountain
Pine, Pulaski County, South Conway,
Stephens and Texarkana.

However, according to Dr. Tom
Kimbrell, the state’s education commis-
sioner, there’s no official list of schools
that are actually under a desegregation
order, so a lawsuit is required to resolve
a dispute. Families in Blytheville have
already sued.

Kimbrell said districts will struggle
to stay within the three percent limit
because students will be choicing in and
out of a variety of schools at the same
time, meaning districts won’t know
exactly where their numbers are day to
day. The legislation requires the resident
district to inform parents that they can
transfer but does not require the receiv-
ing district to be informed. Harder said
ASBA is advising districts to accept new
students only provisionally until they
ensure they are not running afoul of the
lirnit.

Among the competing proposals was
Act 1334 by Rep. Kim Hammer, R-
Benton, which, unlike Act 1227°s com-
prehensive approach, simply “grandfa-
thered” existing school choice transfer
stadents into their new districts. Some,
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SEN. JOHNNY KEY, R-Mountain Home,
sponsored the bill that became Act 1227,

including the Arkansas Department of
Education, would have preferred that
limited approach until the Eighth Circuit
raled on the appeal. That was ASBA’s
position, although the association did
not testify in committee.

The Eighth Circuit has requested
legal filings regarding whether or not the
issue is now moot because of the pas-
sage of Act 1227.

Key’s bill originally allowed unfet-
tered school choice options except when
a district was under a desegregation
order. However, opponents argued in
testimony that such an open choice law
would result in rapid resegregation in
parts of Arkansas. Those included Dr.
Bob Watson, superintendent of the El
Dorado School District, and Dr., Jerry
Guess, superintendent of the Pulaski
County Special School District. Watson
said in spoken and written testimony
that race was the most important factor
in student transfers in his majority-
minority district. Some white parents, he
said, were willing to forego the El Do-
rado Promise providing college scholar-
ships to the district’s students. “Youo're
going to have 10 make that classtoom
whiter, or I’'m leaving,” one parent told
him.

Another superintendent, Chester
Shannon of Jackson County, testified in
favor of the bill. ‘
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The debate pitted two competing
values — the right of parents to send their
students to the best available school, and
the state’s interest in preventing racial
resegregation. Sen. Alan Clark, R-Lons-
dale, argued that families who can afford
to move to other districts already do so.
Alaw with strings attached would leave
only poor families unable to transfer
their children to better schools, he said.

The debate also included compet-
ing legal theories. In testimony before
the Senate Education Committee, Jess
Askew, the attorney for the Malvern
parents, said that inclnding any kind of
race-based provision in a new school
choice law would land the state back in
court. Askew argued that the state can’t
prevent people from choosing where
to live based on racial considerations
and, likewise, can’t prevent people from
choosing where to send their children to
school. “T will tell you that the Malvemn
case was the easiest lawsnit I've ever
had,” he said.

But Alan Roberts, an attorney who
filed a friend-of-the-court brief on
behalf of the El Dorado and Camden-
Fairview school districts, disagreed. He
said actions that have the foreseeable
effect of causing segregation make the
state valnerable to lawsuits even if the
state does not intend for that to happen.
Moreover, he said that the state’s previ-
ous school choice law has been cited as
a pro-integration action in court cases.

Aside from Hammer’s bill, there were
numerous other proposals. For example,
Senate Bill 114 by Sen. Joyce Ellott,
D-Little Rock, would have allowed non-
resident stadent transfers, but districts
could have opted out of the entire school
choice system if they feared their par-
ticipation would lead to racial resegrega-
tion regardiess of whether or not they
were under a desegregation order.

ASBA’s Harder said Key’s willing-
ness to compromise helped ensure Act
1227’s passage.

“He probably could have, at least on
the Senate end, he could have pushed it
through four weeks into the session, and
instead, he did listen, he did address, he
tried to take everybody’s concerns into
consideration and amended his bill in a
way that at a minimum, it made it very
hard to argue against it,” Harder said.
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Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School Improvement” status based on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status,

The ADE has notified our administration that the Forrest City Jr. High Schoel will be subject to
State Directed Status Year 7 for failure to make AYP during the time period the school has
implemented a Restructuring plan. During the 2010-2011 school year the Combined Population,
African American, Caucasian, Economically Disadvantaged, and Students with 2 Disability
populations failed to achieve the expected percentage of students scoring proficient/advanced in
literacy and math. Following is information showing the expected AYP Target for the 2010-2011
school year and the schools performance for the combined population and each subpopulation in
the building.

(State AYP Target: Literacy —75.70 / Math -73.41)

Percent Proficient/Advanced: Grade 7

Literacy Math
Combined 31.0 35.0
African-American 28.0 31.0
Caucasian 450 54.0
Ecenomically Disadvantaged 31.0 350
Students with a Disability 0.0 0.0
Percent Proficient/Advanced: Grade 8

Literacy Math

Combined 46.0 25.0
African-American 44.0 20.0
Caucasian 51.0 42.0
Economically Disadvantaged 46.0 25.0
Students with a Disability 4.0 0.0

Forrest City Jr. High School is the only junior high school in the district; however, if you would
like more information regarding your child’s school and how it compares to all schools in the
state, please contact Mr. Reginald Murphy at 870-633-3230 or visit the Arkansas Department of

Education’s website at http://arkansased.org/.

As a result of the school being identified for “School Improvement Year 7 State Directed”, the
district will continue to implement Option F from the following alternative governance options
for the school consistent with State law: :
* A. Replacing all, or most, of the school staff (which may include the Principal) who are
relevant to the failure to make Adequate Yearly Progress.
* B. Reopening the school as a public charter school.
» C. Entering into a contract with an entity, such as a private management company, with a
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the public school.
* D. Tuming the operation of the school over to the State Educational Agency, if permitted
under State Law and agreed to by the State.



Under the federal No Child Left Behind (NCLB) Act of 2001, the Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) is required to identify schools as being in “School Improvement” if the school
has not made Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) for two, or more, consecutive years. The ADE
designates Arkansas schools as being in “School Improvement™ status based on Benchmark and
End-of-Course Examination calculations. The test scores of six different subgroups, as well as
the schools’ combined population, are used to determine school improvement status.

The ADE has notified our administration that the Forrest City High School will be subject to
State Directed Status Year 8 for failure to make AYP during the time period the school has
implemented a Restructuring plan. During the 2010-2011 school year the Combined Population,
African American, and economically disadvantaged populations failed to achieve the expected
percentage of students scoring proficient/advanced in literacy and math. Following is
information showing the expected AYP Target for the 2010-2011 school year and the schools
performance for the combined population and each subpopulation in the building.

(State AYP Target: Literacy —78.81 / Math — 73.45)

Percent Proficient/Advanced Math

Literacy Algebral Geometry
Combined 33.0 56.0 41.0
African-American : 26.0 51.0 32.0
Caucasian 59.0 74.0 72.0
Econemically Disadvaniaged 32.0 55.0 40.0

The Forrest City High School is the only high school in the district; however, if you would like
more information regarding your child’s school and how it compares to all schools in the state,
please contact Mr. Charles Earle at 870-633-1464 or visit the Arkansas Department of
Education’s website at http://arkansased.org/.

As a result of the school being identified for “School Improvement Year 8 State Directed”, the
district will continue to implement Option F from the following alternative governance options
for the school consistent with State law:
e A. Replacing all, or most, of the school staff (which may include the Principal} who are
relevant to the failure to make Adequate Yearly Progress.
e B. Reopening the school as a public charter school.
e C, Entering into a contract with an entity, such as a private management company, with a
demonstrated record of effectiveness to operate the public school.
e D, Turning the operation of the school over to the State Educational Agency, if permitted
under State Law and agreed to by the State.
E. Extend the school year or school day; OR
E. Other major restructuring of the school’s governance.

The school’s restructuring plan will also be reviewed and revised as needed.

The district will continue to provide technical assistance, oversight and on-going support to the
school through meetings, professional development, Classroom Walkthroughs, focus walks and
the purchase of materials and supplies to support the restructuring plan.

In addition, because of the State Directed status the ADE shall, ina manner consistent with
Arkansas Law:

e Direct a school team to participate in a leadership institute during the summer

s Determine how federal and state school improvement funds will be used.



e Replace school staff relevant to the failure of students meeting their AMO’s, if necessary.
Reallocate resources and provide professional development to fulfill the school’s
mandated plan using district funds, if necessary.

Determine the future of the schools status.

e Assess progress and continue implementation of best instructional strategies listed in
Targeted and/or Whole School Improvement and Targeted and/or Whole School
Intensive Improvement.

Also, at the discretion of the Commissioner of Education, the state may assign a School
Improvement (SI) Director who shall report to the Commissioner of Education (or designee) to
oversee the administration of the schools learning environment.

The Forrest City School District is committed to providing ongoing technical assistance to your
child’s school, and we are taking the following additional steps to address the problem of low
achievement: Contracting with the America’s Choice Design to provide extensive professional
development, sustained technical assistance, and coaching that will focus on instructional practice
critical to improving the quality of students’ learning.

Tn addition, the Forrest City High School has taken measures to implement the foliowing
programs during the upcoming school year that are designed to make a positive difference in the
teaching and learning that occurs therein. Some of these programs include: The implementation
of the America’s Choice Design, Ninth Grade Academy, and Ombudsman.

You are very important to your child’s education. We invite you to become more involved in
your child’s school and partner with the school in helping address the academic issues that caused
it to be identified for improvement. Following are ways in which you can become involved:
visiting Forrest City High School, attending parent conferences and meetings, serving on
committees, completing district and school surveys, discussing problems with your child’s
teacher, helping your child with homework, completing your child’s school-parent compact and
discussing your child’s school day. ‘

Based on the AYP status of this school, your child is eligible to transfer to another public school
in the district that is not in need of improvement, and the district will provide transportation to
that school. This is not an option for students attending the Forrest City High School, because it
is the only school with these grade levels in the district.

In addition, any school identified for improvement (Year 2 +) is required to offer Supplemental
Educational Services (SES) to eligible students from low-income families. These services are
available to students after the regular school day with educational providers approved by the State
Board of Education. If the number of eligible students who apply for SES exceeds the
financial resources available, the lowest achieving students from low-income families will
receive first priority.
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RESPONSE



Jeremy Lasiter (ADE)

From: Jon Estes <pwsdestes@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, July 22, 2013 2:23 PM

To: Jeremy Lasiter (ADE)

Subject: Re: School Choice Appeal - Miller Family
Categories: Red Category

Jeremy:

Please note that any and all school choice applicants to the Palestine-Wheatley School District from the Forrest
City School District were turned down because Forrest City declared an exemption due to a desegregation
order.

Thanks

Jon Estes
Superintendent
Palestine-Wheatley School District

On Wed, Jul 10, 2013 at 9:07 AM, Jeremy Lasiter (ADE) <Jeremy.Lasiter@arkansas.gov> wrote:

Superintendent Estes:

Please find attached a school choice appeal filed with the ADE by the Miller Family. The applicable ADE rules
state that a nonresident district must file any response to the appeal within ten (10) days of receipt of the
appeal. You may send any response to the following address:

Office of the Commissioner
ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

I have enclosed a copy of the current ADE rules for your review. ADE staff will send all parties a formal
notification letter shortly. Thank you for your attention to this matter, It is likely that this appeal will be heard
during the August 12, 2013 meeting of the State Board of Education.

Respectfully,



Jeremy C. Lasiter, General Counsel
Arkansas Department of Education
Four Capitol Mall, Room 404-A
Littte Rock, Arkansas 72201

(501) 682-4899

(501) 682-4249 (fax)

jeremy.lasiter@arkansas.gov




Palestine-Wheatley School District No. 23

P.O. Box 790
Palestine. Arkansas 723772

RECEAVED
COMMISSIONER'S OFFICE
JUN".Z’?-’ 2013

June 18, 2013
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATIO

RE: Pipkin Family Schoot Choice Appeal
TO: Arkansas Department of Education

The Palestine-Wheat!ey School District rejected the school choice application of Molly Pipkin because
the resident district, Forrest City, declared itself exempt from the provisions of the school choice law
due to it being under a desegregation order.

Respectfully,

S

Jon Estes :
Superintendent
‘ Palestine-W-heatIey School District

RECEIVED
ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

JUN 27 2013

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
GENERAL DIVISION



Palestine-Wheatley School District

Enrollment
June 24, 2013
2013-14 student # Capacity 90% spaces available
K a5 60 54 9
1 48 50 45 0
2 48 50 45 0
3 40 50 45 5
4 45 56 50 5
5 50 56 50 0
6 51 56 50 0
7 45
8 58
9 62
10 64
11 ‘53
12 45




LAW OFFICES

SHARPE, BEAVERS, CLINE & WRIGHT

P.0. BOX 924
FORREST CITY, ARKANSAS 72336-0924

Harold Sharpe (1916-2000)

407 Cleveland
Brad J. Beavers

R. Alan Cline Telephone:
Marshall Wright 870-633-3141

Fax: 870-633-3594
June 27, 2013

Via email & certified mail

Office of the Commissioner

ATTN: Arkansas Public School Choice Act Appeals
Four Capitol Mall

Little Rock, Arkansas 72201

From: The Forrest City School District

Re: Appeals brought by the Jacksons, Harbins, Scaife-Hardin,
Aldridge and Pipkin

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment upon the pending appeals. In each instance,
the Palestine-Wheatley School District necessarily declined the transfer requests
because the Forrest City School District has declared itself exempt from the provisions
of the new school choice law.

This ministerial act of the Palestine-Wheatley District was correct. It is undisputed that
the Forrest City School District declared the exemption on May 14, 2013. The
Resolution of that special meeting in which the exemption was declared is attached as
Exhibit “A.”

The appeals each state various reasons why the families wish to enroll their children in
the Palestine-Wheatley district. However, none of those reasons operate to over-ride
the exemption declared by the Forrest City School District as permitted by the statute.

The Forrest City School District could take issue with many of the statements contained
in the appeals. For instance, in the Jackson, Aldridge and Pipkin Appeals statistical
comparisons are made. However, statistics can be viewed in many ways. They can be
broken down to various sub-groups to show that the children would not be as adversely
affected as claimed or to show that the Forrest City District is improving as shown by
those outcomes. In the Harbin Appeal, the incidents referred to occurred more than two
years past and are too remote to be relevant to any current decision.



Again, however, those issues are irrelevant to the appeal because the basis for an
appeal must be one that can be reached under the statute. To even reach such an
issue for discussion, there must be a possibility of transfer. Here there is no possibility
for transfer because of the exemption.

The Aldridge Appeal contains a reference to a ‘supreme court precedent” claiming to
show that the Forrest City School District is not under a desegregation order. That
“supreme court precedent” is actually selected pages of a law review article. The law
review article cites various sources that indicate that the Forrest City School District is
not the subject of a case brought by the United States Dept. of Justice. From that the
writer makes the incorrect assumption that there is no desegregation case. As anyone
familiar with these matters is aware, many desegregation cases, especially in Eastern
Arkansas, were brought by private parties claiming violations of civil rights guaranteed
under the United States Constitution.

Consequently, the appeal mistakenly contends that the Forrest City School District is
not under “an order of desegregation or a mandate of a federal court.” As recently as
1990, a Motion regarding magnet schools was filed and subsequently granted in the
case of McKissick, et al. vs. Forrest City School District No. 7, Case No. H-69-C-42. In
the district court order approving a magnet school proposal, the presiding judge
reiterated at page 1 that “this court retain[s] jurisdiction for further consideration of any
problems that might arise in connection with the operation of the Forrest City Schools
and compliance with the orders of this court.” This was reinforced by an appeal of a
1970 order in which the United States Court of Appeals for the 8" Circuit concluded by
stating “the district court has retained jurisdiction to ensure compliance and affirm its
Order.” 427 F.2d 331 (1970)

There are no orders dismissing the case or declaring that the Forrest City School
District is unitary.

The Scaife-Hardin Appeal does make a point that would have been appropriate under
the 1989 act (A.C.A. 6-18-206 repealed). Transfer of a student in the minority in the
resident district, to a district with a lesser population was allowed. However, this
provision was not retained in the 2013 act. The exemption that has been declared is a
blanket exemption. Thus, none of those issues raised can be reached when an
exemption has been declared by the resident district.

In examining the rules governing this Act, 8.01.3 requires the parents to state the basis
for appealing the decision of the non-resident district. Here, the non-resident district did
not make a decision. The Forrest City School District, the resident district, made the
decision to declare the exemption. All Palestine-Wheatley did was honor the
declaration and declined the applications. The notification by Palestine-Wheatley was
merely a formality it was required to issue to comply with the act and was not an
appealable “rejection” as provided by the act. There is nothing for the non-resident
district to present to this Board.

Further, the entire structure of the Act also strongly suggests that the issue of the
exemption is not appealable because there is no provision in either the act or the



emergency rules that the resident district do anything when the non-resident district
declines the application. This logically should mean that appeals are limited to issues
such as enroliment caps and organization and staff issues. These would be matters
that the Board could presumably evaluate based upon mathematical calculations or
empirical evidence.

Further, the non-reviewability of the exemption is further fortified by the fact that the new
statute has no provision for the resident district to be heard as a party on appeal. If an
appeal of the exemption was contemplated, then party status would have been
accorded the resident district. As it was not, its absence would result in a denial of
procedural and substantive due process to the resident district.

We appreciate your consideration of this response and would request an opportunity to
be heard at any hearing. We are further authorized to submit this letter on behalf of and
to indicate that Sam Jones of the Mitchell Williams firm will be associated as co-counsel
for the Forrest City School District in this matter.

Respectfully submitted,

Sharpe, Beg@rs Cline & Wright, Attorneys
By. ; Z////};/?/ M

aVers/ Bar #81012

fhe, Bar # 87035

cc.  Cody and Cory Jackson
635 Calvert Road
Forrest City, AR 72335

John and Carrie Harbin
253 Lexington Dr.
Forrest City, AR 72335

Tonja Scaife-Hardin
2106 Peevey Ave.
Forrest City, AR 72335

Sabrina Aldridge
237 SFC 300
Forrest City, AR 72335

Wade and Robyn Pipkin
364 Concord Drive
Forrest City, AR 72335



RESOLUTION OF FORREST CITY SCHOOL DISTRICT
BOARD OF DIRECTORS

WHEREAS, the Forrest City School District Board of Directors (Board) met in 4 special,
open, and properly-called meeting on May 14,2013, in Forrest City, Arkansas;

WHEREAS, 5 members were present, g quorum was declared by the chair;

WHEREAS, on April 16, 2013, Governor Mike Beebe signed into law Act 1227, the
Public School Choice Act of 2013 ("Act 1227™) which was duly passed by the Arkansas General
Assembly; and

WHEREAS, Act 1227 establishes 4 public school chojce program that would ajlow
Students who are residents of the Forrest City School District to apply for a schoo) choice

transfer to a non-resident district; and,

WHEREAS, the federal court or agency orders include the original directive from the
United States Supreme Court in Brown v. Boarg of Education of Topeka, Kansas (1954), and its
progeny, that maintenance of racially dua) public schools is unconstitutional and directing that
racially segregated schools be dismantled; and the 1969 mandate from the federal department of
Health, Education, and Welfare to the same effect; and the various orders entered over the years
in McKissick, et g/ v. Forrest City School District, etal U S, District Court of Eastern District of
Arkansas, Eastern Division, Case Number Cijvj] No. H-69-C-42; ang

WHEREAS, the Board of the Forrest City School District desires to declare an exemption
from Act 1227 of 2013, the Public School Chojce Act of 2013 on the basis of the aforementioned
federal court cases and orders, and agency mandates; and

WHEREAS, the Board understands that this exemption is irrevocable for one year from
the date the Department of Education is notified of the declaration of exemption.

by

E e =t ”
ExhibiT 7



NOw THEREFORE, the Board, upon due consideration and deliberation, hereby
resolves, approves ang adopts this Resolution for the purpose of declaring an exemption under
the Public Schoo) Choice of 2013, Act 1227 of 2013 (to be codified) , for a period of one (] ) vear
from the date that this Resolution js received by the Department of Education, for yge in the
Forrest City Schoo] District immediazeiy; and

NOw THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, this Board of the Forrest City Schoo] District
hereby authorizes the Superintendent of the Forrest City School District to immediaif:iy submit a
copy of this Resolution to the Department of Education; to Post the exemption as the District’s
School Chojce Policy (Policy) in the appropriate Board policies, student handbooks, Forrest City
School District website, and all other Places in order o give notice to the District’s patrons and
the general public of the Board’s adoption of the Policy; and

Joey Astin - Board President

5-14- 503
Date

CERTIFICATION
==8 L ICATION

I, Glenn Shepherd, Secretary of the Board of Education of the Forrest City School
District, hereby certify that the above and foreg<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>