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Terry Whittaker
Mr. Cruce called the meeting to order.  The purpose of the meeting was to draft the preliminary reports regarding the four charter schools up for renewal:  East Side Charter School, Family Foundations Academy, Maurice J. Moyer Academy, and Pencader Business and Finance Charter High School.  For the purpose of the record introductions were made:
Dan Cruce, Associate Secretary/Chief of Staff, Chair of Accountability Committee
Jim Hertzog, Education Associate, Student Assessment
Mike Stetter, Director, Curriculum Development

Cliff Coleman, Member of Accountability Committee
John Hindman, Deputy Attorney General, counsel to the committee

Mike Jackson, Associate Secretary, Finances and Services, Member of the Committee

Paul Harrell, Education Associate, Public/Private Partnerships, Member of the Committee

Julia Webster, Education Associate, Charter Schools Office
Scott Kessel, Education Associate, Charter Schools Finance
Judi Coffield, Policy Analyst, State Board of Education
Terry Whittaker, State Board of Education
Wayne Barton, Director, Professional Accountability

Joanne Reihm, Education Associate, Professional Accountability

Charles McDowell, Board President, East Side Charter School

Dominique Taylor, Head of School, East Side Charter School

Brad Catts, Head of School, Pencader Business and Finance Charter High School
Dr. Webster distributed additional materials to be considered during the renewal process.  

The committee reviewed the fourteen criteria found in 14 Del. C. § 512 for each school.

Pencader Business and Finance Charter High School was the first school discussed.

Criteria 1 and 2 were considered met.  Mr. Hindman said the school’s Certification of Incorporation and by-laws comply with the Delaware General Corporation Law and were in proper order.

Criterion 3 was considered met.  Dr. Webster said the school’s mission was consistent with the legislative intent.

Mr. Hertzog reviewed the data that was prepared by Mrs. Reihm regarding criterion 4.  There was discussion about the objectives contained in the schools’ performance agreements.  A decision on whether this criterion was met was postponed.
Criterion 5 was considered met.  Mr. Hertzog said he was satisfied with the school’s reading proposal and how they will be using data.

Criterion 6 was considered partially met.  Dr. Stetter said the curriculum workgroup was impressed with the document submitted with the exception of math.  He said the math curriculum was missing specific units in some areas.  He suggested the criterion is partially met with conditions.  Dr. Stetter said a condition could be imposed to ask for clarity of what students are expected to accomplish, to review what the school offers as electives, and indicate that the school is consistent with graduation requirements.  Dr. Stetter suggested the conditions could be resolved through technical assistance from the Department.

The charter schools office had not received feedback from the Exceptional Child and Early Childhood workgroup regarding special education.  A decision about criterion 7 was put on hold.

Criterion 8 was considered met.  Mr. Kessel had concerns about the school’s budget.  He said the school’s second building has driven up costs but that they have more students enrolled.

Criterion 9 was considered partially met.  Dr. Barton said the renewal application contains a description of shared decision making but it is unclear as to how the parties participate.  Dr. Barton said Pencader has participated in training offered by his staff.  Currently 56% of the school’s teachers are highly qualified.
Criterion 10 is considered met.  Mr. Kessel said there was no change in the insurance coverage.

The charter schools office had not received feedback from Department staff regarding criteria 11, 12, and 13, therefore, a decision to determine whether the criteria was met was put on hold.
Criterion 14 does not apply to the school.

Mr. Cruce recapped the committee’s review.  

Criteria 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 9, and 10 were met.

Criterion 6 was partially met.

Criterion 14 was not applicable.

Criteria 4, 7, 11, 12, and 13 were put on hold for a later meeting.

East Side Charter School was the next school the committee discussed.

Criteria 1 and 2 were considered met.  Mr. Hindman said the Certificate of Incorporation and by-laws appear satisfactory and that the documents had not been amended since the original application.

Criterion 3 was considered met.  Dr. Webster said the mission statement, goals and objectives meet the requirements of Delaware law.  She said there was a clarifying question asked of the school which was answered.

Criteria 4 and 5 were put on hold for a meeting at a later date.

Criterion 6 was considered partially met.  Dr. Stetter said he had concerns about scope and sequence and if the alignment to grade clusters was adequate enough.  He suggested the criterion is partially met with conditions.

Criterion 7 was put on hold for a meeting at a later date.

Criterion 8 was considered met.  Mr. Kessel said the school’s financial history shows they have been successful at fundraising to supplement their budget.

Criterion 9 was considered partially met.  Dr. Barton said East Side has participated in training offered by his staff.  

Criterion 10 is considered met.  Mr. Kessel said there was no change in the insurance coverage.

The charter schools office had not received feedback from Department staff regarding criteria 11, 12, and 13, therefore, a decision to determine whether the criteria was met was put on hold.

Criterion 14 deals with a charter school having a management company.  East Side has hired Renaissance School Services as a management company.  The contract was attached to the renewal application as an exhibit.  This criterion was considered met.

There was discussion about when the management company was hired by the school.  In October/November of 2008 the head of the school retired.  At that time Renaissance was providing administrative only duties.  One of Renaissance’s staff was put in the position of school leader and the school decided to expand their duties to include those of a management company.  It was decided that the addition of the management company could be included in the charter’s renewal application.

Mr. Cruce recapped the committee’s review.

Criteria 1, 2, 3, 8, 10, and 14 were considered met.

Criteria 6 and 9 were considered partially met.

Criteria 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, and 13 were put on hold for a later meeting.

Family Foundations Academy was the next school the committee discussed.

Criteria 1 and 2 were considered not met.  The Certificate of Incorporation and by-laws were not included in the renewal application; therefore, they were not reviewed.

Criterion 3 was considered met.  Dr. Webster said the mission statement, goals and educational objectives were consistent with legislative intent.

Criteria 4 and 5 were put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 6 was considered partially met.  Dr. Stetter noted for the record that the curriculum workgroup was impressed with the quality and specificity of the curriculum.  He said much of the material in different content areas was strong but that more detail was needed in math and health education.  Dr. Stetter suggested the condition is partially met with conditions.

Criterion 7 was put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 8 was considered met.  Mr. Kessel said the school had financially difficulties early on but that now the school has a healthy budget and strong enrollment.  

Criterion 9 was considered partially met.  Dr. Barton had concerns about the school’s board members evaluating staff without the proper training. 

Criterion 10 is considered met.  Mr. Kessel said there was no change in the insurance coverage.

The charter schools office had not received feedback from Department staff regarding criteria 11, 12, and 13, therefore, a decision to determine whether the criteria was met was put on hold.

Criterion 14 does not apply to this charter school.

Mr. Cruce recapped the committee’s review.

Criteria 3, 8, and 10 were considered met.

Criteria 1 and 2 were considered not met.

Criteria 6 and 9 were considered partially met.

Criteria 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, and 13 were put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 14 does not apply.

The last school discussed was Maurice J. Moyer Academy.
Criteria 1 and 2 were considered not met.  Mr. Hindman noted the by-laws and complete Certificate of Incorporation were not included in the renewal application.  

Criterion 3 was considered met.  Dr. Webster said the mission statement, goals, and objectives are consistent with legislative intent.

Criteria 4 and 5 were put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 6 was considered not met.  Dr. Stetter said the curriculum was not based on Delaware standards.  He said the school did not submit enough units and that there was no coherency to the curriculum.  Dr. Stetter said the school had withdrawn from the science coalition.  He said technical assistance was offered to the school for curriculum training.
Criterion 7 was put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 8 was considered met.  Mr. Kessel said the school was in good shape financially.  He said enrollment is enough to make the school viable.

Criterion 9 was considered not met.  Dr. Barton said the percentage of highly qualified teachers had been declining in the last three years.  He questioned what recruitment measures the school had in place to recruit highly qualified teachers.  Dr. Webster noted in 2008-09 school year there were non-highly qualified teachers teaching core subject areas.
Criterion 10 is considered met.  Mr. Kessel said there was no change in the insurance coverage.

The charter schools office had not received feedback from Department staff regarding criteria 11, 12, and 13, therefore, a decision to determine whether the criteria was met was put on hold.

Criterion 14 does not apply to this charter school.

Mr. Cruce recapped the committee’s review.

Criteria 3, 8, 10 are considered met.

Criteria 1, 2, 6, and 9 are considered not met.

Criteria 4, 5, 7, 11, 12, and 13 were put on hold for a later meeting.

Criterion 14 does not apply.

There was discussion about what types of data the committee wants available to review.  Copies of the last annual report submitted by the school will be distributed to committee members, along with a copy of the school’s performance agreement.  

Meeting was adjourned.
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