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Reports
Report-1

Chair's Report
Presenter: Dr. Naccaman Williams

Report-2

Commissioner's Report
Presenter: Dr. Tom Kimbrell

Report-3

Superintendent of the Year Recognition
Dr. Matt McClure, Superintendent of School, Cross County School District has been named by the Arkansas Association of Educational
Administrators as Arkansas Superintendent of the Year.
Presenter: Dr. Tom Kimbrell

Report-4

Recognition of 2008 Awardee and 2009 State Finalists for the Presidential Awards for
Excellence in Mathematics and Science Teaching

The Presidential Award for Excellence in Mathematics and Science Teaching (PAEMST) is the highest recognition that a kindergarten
through grade 12 mathematics or science teacher may receive for outstanding teaching in the United States. Enacted by Congress in
1983, this program authorizes the President to bestow up to 108 awards each year.
In addition to honoring individual achievement, the goal of the award program is to exemplify the highest standards of mathematics and
science teaching. Awardees serve as models for their colleagues, inspiration to their communities, and leaders in the improvement of
mathematics and science education.
The Arkansas Department of Education is pleased to recognize these exemplary mathematics and science teachers and their schools:
2008 Presidential Awardee for Excellence (K-6 Mathematics)
Monica Norwood, Romine Interdistrict Elementary School
Little RockSchool District

2009 Presidential Award State Finalist (7-12 Science)
Ginny Chambliss, Rison High School

ClevelandCounty School District

2009 Presidential Award State Finalist (7-12 Mathematics)
LorraineDarwin, Cabot High School
CabotSchool District

2009 Presidential Award State Finalist (7-12 Science)
Karen Ladd, Nettleton High School
NettletonSchool District
2009 Presidential Award State Finalist (7-12 Science)
Linda Shott, Pottsville Junior High School
PottsvilleSchool District

Recognition ceremonies for 2008 Presidential Awardees will be held January 4-7, 2010.
Recipients of the award will receive the following:
l

A citation signed by the President of the United States.

l

A paid trip for two to Washington, D.C., to attend a series of recognition events and professional development opportunities.

l

A $10,000 award from the National Science Foundation.

In springof 2010, PAEMST will recognize the winners of the 2009 competition.
Presenter: Dr. Gayle Potter

Report-5

Status and Progress Report - Project EAST
EAST® began over thirteen years ago in a single rural Arkansas classroom with a belief that students can play a vital role in their
communities, and in directing their own educational processes and, ultimately, their own futures. Since that time, EAST has grown to
include more than 215 schools in eight states, with over 180 of those in Arkansas. The EAST model is one that combines cutting-edge
technology with significant community service projects in a student-centered atmosphere that allows the students to develop their ability
to analyze problems, develop solutions and collaboratively deploy significant service to their communities. EAST’s accomplishments
are many, as attested by the more than 60,000 students who have experienced the model and the numerous service projects these
students have developed for their communities. The nonprofit EAST Initiative has been helping schools across the country to
implement EAST programs for over eight years. EAST has been named a model program by the United States Departments of
Education and Labor.
Presenter: Jim Boardman

Consent Agenda
C-1

Minutes: November 9 and 10, 2009, State Board of Education.
Presenter: Dr. Charles Watson

C-2

Adoption of State Board of Education Meeting Dates for Calendar Year 2010

Arkansas statute requires that each constitutional board and commission set proposed meeting dates for the next calendar year at the
last regular meeting of each calendar year. The Arkansas State Board of Education has previously set the second Monday of each
month as its regular meeting date. For 2010, the recommended meeting date for January is Tuesday, January 19.
Presenter: Dr. Charles Watson

C-3

Newly Employed, 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 process.
Process
To communicate to the members of the State Board on monthly personnel actions.
Bibliography
The information is needed to measure the effectiveness of our recruitment, hiring and promotion efforts and is in conformity with federal
government guidelines, which require us to compile statistical information about applicants for employment.
Presenter: Ms. Beverly Williams Ms. Clemetta Hood

C-4

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 December report summarizes the PMT for November.
Presenter: Dr. Charity Smith Willie Morris

C-5

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 refundings 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: Revolving Loan – 2 Bus Applications – Recommend Approval; Commercial Bonds
– 6 2nd Lien Bond Applications – Recommend Approval, 1 Voted Bond Application – Recommend Approval
Presenter: Ms. Cindy Hedrick Ms. Amy Woody

C-6

Report on Waivers to School Districts for Teachers Teaching Out of Area for Longer than
Thirty (30) Days, Ark. Code Ann. § 6-17-309
Act 1623 of 2001 requires local school districts to secure a waiver when classrooms are staffed with unlicensed teachers for longer
than 30 days. Waiver requests were received from 40 school districts covering a total of 182 teaching positions and 3 school districts
requesting 5 waivers for long-term substitutes. None of these requests were from a district in academic distress. These requests have
been reviewed, either approved or denied by Department Staff and are consistent with program guidelines.
Presenter: Beverly Williams

Action Agenda
A-1

Continuation of Consideration of Open-Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE
Review: Little Rock Urban Collegiate Public Charter School for Young Men, Little Rock,
Arkansas
Little Rock Urban Collegiate Public Charter (UCOC) School for Young Men is a proposed open-enrollment public charter school to be
located within the Little Rock School District in Little Rock, Arkansas. The sponsoring entity on the letter of intent and charter

application is Little Rock Urban Prep Inc. Grades K-8 will be served with a maximum enrollment of 696 students. The proposed site for
the school is 4601 South University Avenue, Little Rock, Arkansas. The applicant is requesting to be granted an Open-Enrollment
Charter from the State Board of Education. The State Board of Education deferred action on this application at its November 9, 2009,
meeting until its December 14, 2009, meeting to obtain further information.
Presenter: Dr. Mary Ann D. Brown

A-2

Consideration for Final Approval: Proposed Amendments to Application Documents for Open
Enrollment, District Conversion and Limited Charter Schools
On July 13, 2009, the State Board approved for public comment Proposed Rules Governing Public Charter Schools and Applications.
On August 21, 2009, a public hearing was held at the Department, with ten people in attendance. No comments were made regarding
the application forms. After review of approved Rules Governing Public Charter Schools and Rules Governing Limited Public Charter
Schools, the Charter School Unit presents these recommendations to the State Board. The Arkansas Department of Education is
requesting final approval from the State Board of Education on the Application for Open Enrollment, District Conversion and Limited
Charter.
Presenter: Dr. Mary Ann D. Brown

A-3

Request for Charter Amendment of District Conversion Public Charter School: Cabot
Academic Center of Excellence, Cabot, Arkansas
The State Board of Education approved the application for Cabot Academic Center of Excellence in 2004 and renewed it in May of
2007. Cabot Academic Center of Excellence requested a hearing before the State Board to amend its current charter school location to
a larger building in order to accommodate its growing population. The entity is requesting that the State Board of Education grant the
change in location to 21 Funtastic Drive, Cabot, Arkansas.
Presenter: Dr. Mary Ann D. Brown

A-4

Consideration for Adoption: Resolution Arkansas School Board Member Recognition Week
The Arkansas School Boards' Association requests that the State Board of Education adopt a resolution proclaiming January 24-30 as
Arkansas School Board Member Recognition Week.
Presenter: Dan Farley, Executive Secretary, Arkansas School Boards' Association

A-5

Consideration for Adoption: Academic Merit Resolution
The Arkansas ACT Council Initiative has identified 38 Arkansas High Schools that have increased the ACT Composite Score by a full
point or more while at the same time increasing participation. This resolution recognizes the work of these schools in improving
academic performance on the ACT Exam.
Presenter: Dr. Charity Smith

A-6

Arkansas Better Chance 2009-2010 Funding Recommendations
Pursuant to the authority granted the State Board of Education, the DHS Division of Child Care and Early Childhood Education
requests approval of the attached funding recommendations under the Arkansas Better Chance program.
Presenter: Jamie Morrison

A-7

Request for Termination of Arkansas Better Chance grant with Sunrise Child Development
Center Effective Immediately
Pursuant to the authority granted the State Board of Education, the DHS Division of Child Care and Early Childhood Education
requests approval of the termination of the Arkansas Better Chance program grant with Sunrise Child Development Center effective
immediately.

Documentation supporting this recommendation is found in the attachment.

Presenter: Jamie Morrison

A-8

Consideration for Approval: Proposed Emergency Rules Governing Revisions to the Arkansas
Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program
Act 1307 of 2009 substantially amended the requirements for End-of-Course assessments, including the requirement that the Arkansas

State Board of Education (Board) establish by rule the requisite (pass) scale score for high-stakes end-of-course assessments. Act
1307 of 2009 requires that beginning in the 2009-2010 school year, all students in Grade 9 or below who are enrolled in Algebra I must
complete and meet the requisite scale score on the End-of-Course Algebra I Examination in order to receive an academic credit toward
graduation. The End-of-Course Algebra I pass scale score was determined by a statewide committee of educators who engaged in a
standard setting process in January 2009. The Board approved the pass raw cut score for Algebra I on February 9, 2009. The
Department recommends that an End-of-Course Algebra I Examination pass scale score of 159 and above be set forth in Section 6.0 of
the Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability
Program (ACTAAP). The Department also recommends that the tables in Section 6.04 of the ACTAAP Rules be revised. The
recommended changes reflect the need to provide scale score ranges that correspond with proficiency levels. Because the revisions
are necessary for the Board and the Department to comply with Act 1307 of 2009 during the Spring 2010 testing cycle, the Department
requests that the Board approve the Arkansas Department of Education Emergency Rules Governing the Arkansas Comprehensive
Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program.
Presenter: Dr. Gayle Potter

A-9

Consideration for Final Approval: Proposed Rules Governing Access to Public School
Information on Comprehensive School Improvement Plans
These proposed rules have been drafted to implement Act 1373 of 2009, which requires certain information to be posted on a school
district's website, including the public school or school district's comprehensive school improvement plan, annual report card, school
improvement status, parental involvement plan, and required teacher qualifications. It also allows the Department of Education to
monitor compliance with these rules annually and states that compliance with these rules is a requirement for accreditation of a public
school or school district. These rules were approved by the State Board to be released for public comment on July 13, 2009. A public
hearing on the rules was held on August 12, 2009. Three (3) individuals attended the hearing, and two made comments. A copy of the
comments received at the hearing is attached. The public comments resulted in changes to Sections 3.02.1 and 3.04 of the rules.
Presenter: Dr. Alice Barnes Rose

A-10

Consideration for Final Approval:Proposed Revisions to the Rules Governing the Calculation
of Miscellaneous Funds
The Public Comment period was extended to October 26, 2009 at the September 14, 2009, State Board of Education meeting. The
Public Hearing was held in the ADE auditorium on October 22, 2009. Bill Goff and Cindy Hedrick represented the ADE at the hearing.
Mike Mertens of the Arkansas Association of Education Administrators attended the public hearing, but provided no comments.
Matthew Miller of the Bureau of Legislative Research, Administrative Rules Review Unit, attended the public hearing and provided the
following verbal comments:

≠ 3.00The definition of average daily membership in the rule did not include the following from the definition in the law: “In
those instances in which the average daily membership for less than three (3) quarters is specified, the number of
days used in the calculation shall be the days in the specified period of time.” Also, the term “average daily
membership” was not used in the revised rule. Striking the definition of “average daily membership” from the rule was
suggested.

≠ 4.01.1 and 5.01.1 Matthew suggested changing the language, “If a school district did not receive funds from a category of
Miscellaneous Funds listed in 3.02…” to “If a school district did not receive funds from a category of Miscellaneous
Funds calculated under 3.02...”

≠ 5.01 The code cite in this section was changed from Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2503 to Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2303. Matthew
noted that the calculation method is pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2303, however, the code cite for bonded debt
assistance is Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2503.
Presenter: Mr. Bill Goff

A-11

Request for Approval for Public Comment: Proposed Rules Governing Appeals Involving
Student Residency Disputes Between School Districts

These proposed rules have been drafted to implement Act 1310 of 2009, which creates a process for resolving disputes between
school districts concerning a student’s proper school district of residence. Act 1310 allows for a preliminary investigation between two
school districts when one school district has reason to believe that a student is unlawfully attending school in another school district. A
school district may appeal from another school district’s determination regarding the proper residency of the student to the Department
of Education. Act 1310 requires that a departmental hearing officer investigate the appeal and conduct a hearing. A school district may
appeal from the hearing officer’s final decision to circuit court.
Presenter: Jeremy Lasiter

A-12

Classification of Districts in Fiscal Distress
Pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §6-20-1905, three additional districts received notice by certified mail as being identified by the Arkansas
Department of Education for Fiscal Distress status. The identification, recommendation for classification, and any appeal would be
presented at the December 14, 2009, State Board meeting. Districts were informed at that time they could not incur any future debt
obligations without prior written approval from ADE. The three districts receiving notification were Forrest City, Wickes, and YellvilleSummit. The deadline for appeal has passed for Forrest City and Yellville-Summit. The appeal deadline for Wickes is December 6,
2009. As of December 1, 2009, no appeals have been filed. The Department recommends that Forrest City, Wickes, and YellvilleSummit be classified as being in Fiscal Distress.
Presenter: Mr. Bill Goff

A-13

Review of Probationary Status of Fordyce High School for Failing to Meet all Standards for
Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
FordyceHigh Schoolwas identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Fordyce High School had three (3)
teachers who were denied waivers to teach out-of-area during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, a teacher
taught with an expired teacher's license.
The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve action initiated by the
Fordyce School District under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the district submit written certification to ADE by
February 1, 2010 that the violations have been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards exist. An On-campus Standards
Review will be conducted of the Fordyce School District prior to May 15, 2010 to verify the status. ADE will report to SBE the extent the
district has corrected the violations.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-14

Review of Accredited-Probationary Status of Hamburg High School for Failing to Meet all
Standards for Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Hamburg High School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Hamburg High School had a person
who did not have a teacher's license in a position that requires a teacher's license and a teacher who was denied a waiver to teach outof-area during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, Hamburg High School did not have students enrolled in
the required 38 units. The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve
action initiated by the Hamburg School District under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the district submit written
certification to ADE by February 1, 2010, that the violations have been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards exist. An
On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of the Hamburg School District prior to May 15, 2010, to verify the status. ADE will
report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the violations.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-15

Review of Probationary Status of Hope High School for Failing to Meet all Standards for
Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Hope High School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Hope High School had two (2) teachers
who were denied waivers to teach out-of-area during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, Hope High School
did not have students enrolled in the required 38 units and the school media collection did not meet the required book collection of at
least eight (8) books per student. The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE)
approve action initiated by the Hope School District under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the district submit written
certification to ADE by February 1, 2010, that the violations have been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards exist.

An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of the Hope School District prior to May 15, 2010 to verify the status. ADE will
report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the violations.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-16

Review of Accredited-Probationary Status of Hughes High School for Failing to Meet all
Standards for Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Hughes High School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Hughes High School did not have a
waiver for a teacher to teach out-of-area during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, Hughes School District
employed two (2) people who did not have a teacher's license in positions that require a teacher's license. The Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) require the Hughes School District to continue curriculum
alignment and professional development activities with the School Improvement Advisor approved and appointed by the Commissioner
under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(2), request ADE to continue to provide technical assistance, and require that the district submit
written certification to ADE by February 1, 2010, that the violation has been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards
exist. An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of the Hughes School District prior to May 15, 2010, to verify the status. ADE
will report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the violation.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-17

Review of Accredited-probationary Status of Osceola - Academic Center of Excellence Charter
School for Failing to Meet all Standards for Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years ears
Academic Center of Excellence Charter School was identified as State accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. The
Academic Center of Excellence Charter School had a teacher teaching out-of-area after the licensure completion deadline during the
2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, a teacher taught with an expired teacher's license. The Arkansas
Department of Education (ADE) recommends that the Board of Education (SBE) approve action initiated by the Osceola School District
under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the district submit written certification to ADE by February 1, 2010, that the
violation has been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards exist. An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of
the Osceola School District prior to May 15, 2010, to verify the status. ADE will report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the
violation.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-18

Review of Accredited-Probationary Status of Pulaski County Special - Northwood Middle
School for Failing to Meet all Standards for Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Northwood Middle School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Northwood Middle School had a
teacher who was denied a waiver to teach out-of-area and did not have waivers for two (2) teachers to teach out-of-area during the
2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, Northwood Middle School had a teacher teaching out-of-area after the
licensure completion deadline. The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE)
approve action initiated by the Pulaski County Special School District under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the
district submit written certification to ADE by February 1, 2010 that the violations have been corrected and that no other violations of the
Standards exist. An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of the Pulaski County Special School District prior to May 15,
2010 to verify the status. ADE will report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the violations.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-19

Review of Probationary Status of Rector High School for Failing to Meet all Standards for
Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Rector High School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Rector High School did not have
students enrolled in the required 38 units during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year, Rector High School
had a teacher teaching out-of-area after the licensure completion deadline. The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) recommends
that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve action initiated by the Rector School District under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8)
and require that the district submit written certification to ADE by February 1, 2010 that the violation has been corrected and that no
other violations of the Standards exist. An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted of the Rector School District prior to May
15, 2010 to verify the status. ADE will report to SBE the extent the district has corrected the violation.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-20

Review of Accredited-Probationary Status of Williford Elementary and Williford High School in
Twin Rivers School District for Failing to Meet all Standards for Accreditation for Two (2)
Consecutive Years
Williford Elementary School and Williford High School were identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009.
During the 2008-2009 school year, Twin Rivers School District employed a person in a position at Williford Elementary School and
Williford High School who did not have an administrator's license in a position that requires an administrator's license, another who did
not have a teacher's license in a position that requires a teacher's license, and did not have out-of-area waivers for seven (7) staff
members to be assigned out-of-area, two (2) at the elementary and five (5) at the high school during the 2008-2009 school year.
During the 2007-2008 school year, Twin Rivers School District assigned a person at both the Williford Elementary School and Williford
High School with an expired teacher's license. Additionally, the Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) has not received evidence
that the 2008-2009 accredited-probationary violations in the Twin Rivers School District have been corrected by the October 15, 2009
deadline and during the Priority Preliminary Probationary Visit (PPPV) on September 23, 2009, the Standards Assurance Unit learned
that for 2009-2010 school year students are not enrolled in the required 38 units and teachers are still teaching out of area without
waivers. The ADE recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) consider taking action under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c).
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-21

Review of Probationary Status of Yellville-Summit High School for Failing to Meet all
Standards for Accreditation for Two (2) Consecutive Years
Yellville-Summit High School was identified as accredited-probationary in May of 2008 and May of 2009. Yellville-Summit High School
did not have waivers for two (2) teachers to teach out-of-area during the 2008-2009 school year. During the 2007-2008 school year,
Yellville-Summit High School had a teacher teaching out-of-area after the licensure completion deadline. The Arkansas Department of
Education (ADE) recommends that the State Board of Education (SBE) approve action initiated by the Yellville-Summit School District
under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-207(c)(8) and require that the district submit written certification to ADE by February 1, 2010 that the
violations have been corrected and that no other violations of the Standards exist. An On-campus Standards Review will be conducted
of the Yellville-Summit School District prior to May 15, 2010 to verify the status. ADE will report to SBE the extent the district has
corrected the violations.
Presenter: Frank Wimer

A-22

Hearing on Waiver Request for Teaching License - Leroy Edwards, Jr.
Mr. Edwards was convicted of Possession of a Controlled Substance, a Class C felony, on April 29, 2005, in Jefferson County Circuit
Court and was sentenced to thirty-six (36) months probation. This is a disqualifying conviction pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §6-17-410(c)
(13). Mr. Edwards was notified on October 22, 2009,of the denial of his application for a teaching license based on this conviction and
of his right to a hearing before the State Board of Education pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §6-17-410(f). Mr. Edwards has exercised his
right to a waiver hearing.
Presenter: Jennifer Flinn

Minutes
State Board of Education
November 9 and 10, 2009
November 9, 2009
Joint Session
The State Board of Education convened in the Student Center at Pulaski County Technical College and
joined the State Board of Career Education and State Higher Education Coordinating Board for the
annual joint session. The meeting convened at 8:30 a.m. and concluded with lunch at 12:30 p.m. All
members of the Board of Education attended.
State Board of Education
The State Board of Education convened in the Auditorium of the State Education Building on Monday,
November 9, 2009. Chairman, Dr. Naccaman Williams called the meeting to order at 1:15 p.m.
The following Board members were present: Dr. Naccaman Williams, Chairman; Jim Cooper, ViceChairman; Sherry Burrow; Brenda Gullett; Sam Ledbetter; Alice Mahony; Dr. Ben Mays; and Toyce
Newton.
No Board members were absent. There is one vacancy on the Board of Education.
Chair’s Report
Ms. Gullett reported on the annual meeting of the National Association of State Board’s of Education
(NASBE), which recently met in Cincinnati, OH. Ms. Gullett noted the presentation of Secretary of
Education Arne Duncan in which he commented on needed improvements in college and university
departments of education. She also reported on sessions related to health education and the exchange
of ideas among Board members from other states.
Dr. Williams commented on the message from Governor Beebe at the joint session and noted the many
good things happening in Arkansas education.
Ms. Mahony reported on the Gala Celebration held at the Governor’s Mansion to honor the 2009
Arkansas Teacher of the Year. The National Teacher of the Year spoke and she noted one of his
comments was that in all the presentations he had attended, none had been attended by a sitting
governor. Ms. Mahony commended the ADE staff and external funding sources that made the Gala
event possible.
Commissioner’s Report
Dr. Kimbrell’s report included the following:
≠

1

Recognized the work of Julie Thompson and staff in the Communications Department for their
work in preparing and managing the Teacher of the Year Gala Celebration.

≠

≠

Noted that he and Alice Mahony attended an informational session hosted by the National
Governor’s Association (NGA) and the Council of Chief State School (CCSSO) officers to discuss
the emerging Common National Standards. He stated that grade-level standards are being
developed and will be released very soon. He commented on the timeline for adoption, which
is projected for January 2010. He noted that common assessment of the standards will likely
follow, but there is no timeline for the rollout of the assessments. He assured the Board that
with the consideration of the common national standards it is imperative that any such
adoption would not move Arkansas backward from the progress made in academic
achievement is recent years.
Reported that Beverly Williams has been invited to participate in a national endeavor to develop
National Teacher Quality Standards.
Consent Agenda

Ms. Mahony requested that Consent Agenda Item #C-7 (Consideration of Recommendation of the
Professional Licensure Standards Board for a written reprimand by the State Board of Education and a
fine of $50 on case #09-076 - Tammy Browne) be pulled from consideration at this meeting. Beverly
Williams responded that she would convey the expressed concerns of this item to the Professional
Licensure Standards Board at its next meeting.
Ms. Burrow moved adoption of the Consent Agenda as amended. Dr. Mays seconded the motion. The
motion was adopted unanimously.
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠

≠

≠

Minutes – October 9, 2009
Commitment to Principles of Desegregation Settlement Agreement: Report on the Execution of
the Implementation Plan
Newly Employed, Promotions and Separations
Report on Waivers to School Districts for Teachers Teaching Out of Area for Longer than Thirty
(30) Days, Ark. Code Ann. § 6-17-309
Consideration of Recommendation of the Professional Licensure Standards Board for Probation
of Teaching Licensure for Three (3) Years by the State Board of Education with a Fine of $75 on
Case #09-051 – Walter Jenkins
Consideration of Recommendation of the Professional Licensure Standards Board for Probation
of Teaching License for One (1) Year by the State Board of Education, with a fine of $75 on Case
#09-059 – Kristen Scaggs
Consideration of Recommendation of the Professional Licensure Standards Board for a Written
Reprimand by the State Board of Education, a Fine of $50 and Testing Procedure Training for
Case #T-09-038 – Linda Webb
Action Agenda

Consideration of Request from the Blevins School District for Approval to Close an Isolated School –
Emmet K-12 Campus
This item was removed from consideration by the Blevins School District.

2

Request for Final Approval for Revisions to the Arkansas Department of Education Rules Governing
Professional Development
Dr. Dee Cox was recognized to present this item. Dr. Cox reported that there were no changes proposed
from the approval for public comment. She noted that no public comment suggested revision to the
text of the document.
Ms. Newton moved approval as presented. Ms. Gullett seconded the motion. The motion was adopted
unanimously.
(A complete text of the testimony, questions and deliberation of the Board pursuant to review of the
charter school applications was taken by a court reporter. That text is available as an attachment to
these Minutes.)
Tripp Walter was recognized to provide guidance for conducting the hearings related to review and
consideration of the charter school applications.
Hearing of Open Enrollment Licensure Application and ADE Review: KIPP Blytheville College
Preparatory School, Blytheville, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown noted that this item was somewhat
different in that the application seeks to extend the KIPP Academy charter and thus license a new site in
the Blytheville community. Scott Shirey was accompanied by students currently enrolled at the Helena
site in presenting the documentation regarding this application.
Mr. Cooper asked about separate waivers on the different sites. Mr. Walter noted that under one
charter, the different sites could seek unique waivers.
Ms. Gullett asked about the attrition rate for students from the Helena site and if students re-entered
public school. Mr. Shirey responded that between 12 and 15 percent drop out of the KIPP program and
generally those students do return to the public schools.
Dr. Mays questioned the issue of teachers being designated “highly qualified.” He asked for the KIPP
definition of highly qualified and if it was consistent with that of No Child Left Behind. Mr. Shirey
responded that KIPP at Helena has had zero licensure compliance issues with ADE and did not expect
that to be an issue at Blytheville.
Ms. Mahony asked about the progress of adding grades. Mr. Shirey indicated that the progression of
adding grades would parallel that of the Helena site: adding one grade per year until it gets to Grade 8.
At that point the charter would come back to the Board requesting to add additional grades.
Ms. Gullett moved approval. Ms. Burrow seconded the motion. The motion was adopted unanimously
on a roll-call vote.
Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Guap Academy College
Preparatory School – West Memphis, AR
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Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown stated that the West Memphis
School District has filed an appeal requesting that the application of Guap Academy be denied. Mr. Bill
Kessinger, superintendent, West Memphis School District was recognized to present for the district.
Following remarks by Mr. Kessinger, John Collins, principal of West Memphis High School was
recognized to present data regarding the programs provided by the district for high school students.
Dr. Gerald Kiner was recognized to present the Guap charter application. He stated that the charter was
designed to provide instruction for students who were not successful in West Memphis and who were
behind their expected grade level.
Ms. Burrow asked what was unique about the content and curriculum that was being proposed. Mr.
Kiner responded that it was primarily due to small class size and the strict focus on the Arkansas Content
Standards.
Dr. Mays asked about the academic preparation of Dr. Kiner and if he graduated from an accredited
college. Mr. Kiner responded that he graduated from a small Bible college in Mississippi that was
looking to work toward accreditation.
Mr. Cooper asked about the location of the school – in a church facility. Mr. Cooper asked if students
would be expected to be part of the church community. Dr. Kiner responded that the school was leasing
space from the church and there was no link to the church other than it was a place to meet classes.
Following another question, Dr. Kiner affirmed he was pastor of the church from which the lease would
be made.
Ms. Mahony asked about experience in administration of a school or if the organization has other
charters in another state. Dr. Kiner responded this was the first charter being proposed by this
organizational group.
Ms. Burrow asked about Mr. Kiner’s role in the school. He stated that he would be the executive
director.
Mr. Ledbetter moved denial of the charter. Mr. Cooper seconded the motion. The motion was adopted
unanimously on a roll-call vote. The following reflect reasons provided by Board members for denial of
the charter:
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠
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Cooper: did not believe the applicant can achieve the goals and objectives as proposed in the
charter application
Burrow: does not consider this application innovative
Gullett: Does not believe this application provides anything that is not nor cannot be provided
the targeted students by the West Memphis School District
Ledbetter: Ditto Gullett’s comments
Mahony: does not consider this application innovative
Mays: concerned about the applicant’s academic credentials and the overall accreditation of the
school
Newton: does not believe that application is complete in some aspects and is not innovative.

Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Little Rock Urban Collegiate
Public Charter School for Young Men, Little Rock, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown stated that the Little Rock School
District has submitted documentation opposing the approval of this application.
Mr. Chris Heller, attorney for the Little Rock School District was recognized to present for the district.
Mr. Heller’s presentation reflected the district’s position that approval of the charter would further
erode the work of the district in meeting the state’s desegregation efforts. He challenged the Board that
if an approval is to be granted that the Board would have to be certain that the school does not
negatively impact desegregation in the three districts in Pulaski County.
Jackie Jackson presented on behalf of the applicant.
Questions from Board members were directed to clarification of the desegregation efforts and the
potential for the Little Rock District retaining unitary status with the number of students potentially
removed from the district to attend this charter school.
Ms. Mahony asked about the status of approval for a single gender school. Mr. Walter responded that
this issue was the reason that the charter was not approved previously. He did indicate that legislation
in the 2009 Session made single gender schools eligible for approval.
Dr. Williams expressed concern that a staff member from the Little Rock school administration was not
present to respond to questions. Dr. Williams also expressed concern for actions or innovations
implemented by the Little Rock District specifically directed to the unique needs of African American
male students.
Ms. Mahony moved to table further consideration until the December meeting at which time legal
issues should be resolved. Ms. Newton seconded the motion. The motion was adopted unanimously by
a roll-call vote. Mr. Ledbetter requested that all legal documents be assimilated in sufficient time as to
be included in distributed Board documents for the December meeting.
Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Dove School of Excellence,
Springdale, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown recognized Dr. Jim Rollins,
superintendent of the Springdale School District, who provided opening comments then introduced Dr.
Marcia Jones and Dr. Don Love. Drs. Jones and Love provided program and accountability data from the
Springdale District and suggested that the Springdale District provides a quality program for all students.

Dr. Brown introduced Kaan Carmuz, superintendent of four Dove charter schools all located in
Oklahoma. Mr. Carmuz spoke on behalf of the Sky Foundation, which proposed the Dove school that
would be located in Springdale. He noted that the Dove school would focus its attention toward
Hispanic students who tended to be less successful than other students enrolled in the Springdale
School District.
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Ms. Burrow ask why the proposed location in Springdale when so many other areas of the state are
populated with students with higher needs than students in Springdale. Mr. Carmuz suggested that
other schools in the SKY system are located near northwest Arkansas and some of the teachers in the
Tulsa schools have family in the Springdale area. He stated that the developers believe there is a great
need in that area of the state and that the climate is right for options for parents.
Ms. Gullett expressed confidence in the Springdale Schools and with the progress being made by
students who are non English speaking.
Dr. Mays asked about the foreign language that is taught in the Oklahoma schools. Mr. Carmuz
responded the languages were Spanish and Turkish. Dr. Mays inquired why Turkish? Mr. Carmuz
responded that Turkish is the native language of a number of the teachers in the system and teachers
are available with skills to teach that language.
Mr. Cooper asked about accountability as compared between Oklahoma and Arkansas. Mr. Carmuz
stated the systems are different, different tests, etc., and it is difficult to make any comparisons.
Ms. Gullett asked about other partners of the parent groups that were referenced in the proposal. Mr.
Carmuz stated that consultants originally worked with LISA Academies, but that relationship had been
discontinued. At present there is no link to Arkansas entities.
Dr. Mays noted that part of the summer program would be an annual trip to Turkey. Mr. Carmuz
responded that international relations is a major factor in the school and because of the link of many of
the staff to Turkey, this is an opportunity to acquaint American students with another culture.
Mr. Cooper moved approval of the proposal. Ms. Burrow seconded the motion. The motion was
rejected 2 yes and 5 no. Reasons for voting no:
≠ Gullett: uncomfortable with two levels of management and the questionable issue of who is to
be held accountable.
≠ Ledbetter: proposal did not demonstrate any programming that would be superior to service
provided by the Springdale School District.
≠ Mahony: the proposal lacks innovation and issues of management
≠ Mays: the proposal does not provide programming beyond what is already available from
Springdale School District. Reasons for locating in Springdale not adequate
≠ Newton: does not think there is clear and compelling evidence that education in the area would
be enhanced by approval of this charter application.
Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Prism Education Center,
Fayetteville, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown introduced Linda Auman to speak
for the Fayetteville School District. Ms. Auman provided program descriptions and data supporting the
status of the Fayetteville School District.
Dr. Brown introduced Misty Newcomb, organizer for the Prism Education Center in Fayetteville. Ms.
Newcomb described a proposed center that would direct attention to a described group of students
who currently are in an attendance zone in Fayetteville for which the local school is purported to not be
6

meeting the needs of this sub-group of low-achieving high-poverty students in Fayetteville. Among
program ideas submitted, Ms. Newcomb suggested that a longer school day and longer school year are
needed to overcome the poverty and low-achievement of the targeted students.
Mr. Ledbetter addressed the proposed transportation needs of these children should the school be
authorized. Ms. Newcomb stressed that potential arrangements are pending with the public
transportation system to support the school and a local stop at or near the school site would be added
to the Ozark Regional Transit System routes. Mr. Cooper questioned the budget item of $30,000 for
transportation as written in the proposal.
Dr. Mays asked about formation of the Prism School Board and the link between that board and other
service organizations in which the developer is associated. Ms. Newcomb noted that the Board’s
structure would be independent and there would be a process for getting representatives of the
community involved. The membership of the Board was not provided in the proposal as noted by Dr.
Mays.
Ms. Burrow asked about training of the proposed large number of volunteers that might be called to
provide services to the students. Ms. Newcomb responded that training of all volunteers would be
provided and would be coordinated through the school.
Dr. Williams asked about the educational background of Ms. Newcomb and other leaders in the
proposal. Ms. Newcomb responded that she was a trained social worker and that was her background.
Her passion is for the children who reside in this area of the city and for providing a stronger educational
program for them.
Ms. Gullett asked if Ms. Newcomb had ever provided training as she was describing for teachers and
school employees. Ms. Newcomb responded no. Ms. Gullett asked who would be the trainer. Ms.
Newcomb noted that Justin Minkel from Springdale had agreed to work with the school. She indicated
that Minkel was a non-traditionally trained teacher who was recognized as Arkansas Teacher of the
Year.
Ms. Gullett moved to deny the proposed charter. Ms. Mahony seconded the motion. The motion was
adopted 5 yes, 2 no (Cooper and Burrow voted no.) Reasons for supporting the motion:
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠

Gullett: there is no way that this entity can provide what the Fayetteville School District Provides
for its students
Ledbetter: not convinced that applicant will improve student performance beyond that of the
Fayetteville District
Mahony: the proposed staff is not ready to administer a school
Mays: the applicant is not ready and the questionable financial aspects of the proposal
Newton: agrees with other statements and does not believe that the proposal provides anything
additional for students.

Meeting recessed at 8:00 p.m.
Meeting re-convened at 9:00 a.m. – Tuesday, November 10, 2009
All Board members were present.
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Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Friends Academy of the
Health and Environmental Sciences, Little Rock, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown introduced Chris Heller, legal
counsel for the Little Rock School District. Mr. Heller also noted that Dennis Glasgow, assistant
superintendent for the Little Rock District was present. Mr. Heller again restated the district’s
opposition to any charter school that might be under consideration based on the potential for negatively
impacting the racial desegregation of the Little Rock District and the other districts in Pulaski County.
Dr. Brown introduced Dr. George Blevins to present the proposal from Friends Academy. Dr. Blevins
stated that the proposal seeks to provide options for middle grade students who currently must attend a
middle school in the Little Rock District, which is identified in school improvement as designated under
No Child Left Behind. Also, Dr. Blevins revealed a lengthy list of local scientist and others who have
demonstrated a commitment to participate in the development of the school. Dr. Blevins reported that
the proposed site for the school is the old Mitchell School previously a land mark building in Little Rock.
He stated that he had an option to purchase the building and then would lease it back to the school
after it was renovated with funds from a federal grant.
Ms. Burrow questioned the ownership of the building and who would receive the rent from the school if
it were approved. Dr. Blevins stated that he and his wife had purchased the building and was working to
facilitate the needed renovation that could cost as much as $5 million. Dr. Blevins acknowledged that he
would be making a small profit if the school were organized and the building was renovated for the
school’s use.
Ms. Gullett asked about individuals who were listed as a group in the proposal. Dr. Blevins stated that
the names on the design team should remain anonymous because some of them work in the Little Rock
District and it would not be proper for them to be disclosed at this time.
Ms. Mahony asked Dr. Blevins about his role in the operation and management of the school. Dr.
Blevins responded that it was his role to assure that a plan was in place and people in place to make the
plan work. He noted that he does not plan to receive a salary for his work.
Mr. Ledbetter noted that in the budget 24% of the funds would be directed toward facilities rental. Dr.
Brown affirmed the accuracy of that statement. Mr. Ledbetter noted that this percentage appears
higher that might be expected and definitely more than other proposals. Dr. Brown expressed that
every charter school is unique and often budgets as other aspects of the program are not comparable
between schools. Dr. Blevins also pointed out that this building was an historic building and its
operational cost would probably be more than a newer facility. Dr. Brown also noted that after the first
year of operation, the facilities cost drops to approximately 14%. Ms. Newton asked questions relative
to the proposed renovation of the facility and its availability and if there were a contingency plan. Dr.
Blevins did not describe specific dates or alternative plans.
Dr. Mays expressed concern for the possible conflict of ethics with Dr. Blevins being the owner of the
building and managing the Board that is leasing the building.
Tripp Walter addressed concerns about the potential conflict of interest with the ethics laws. He stated
that it was his opinion that under the conditions described, there is not an apparent conflict of interest.
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Ms. Newton moved approval of the proposal. The motion died for lack of a second.
Dr. Williams declared the proposal died for lack of a motion.
Following a short recess, Chairman Williams asked to Board to take definitive action. Mr. Cooper moved
to deny the proposed charter application from Friends Academy. Ms. Burrow seconded the motion.
The motion was adopted 6 yes, 1 no (Newton voted no.) Documentation of voted to deny:
≠
≠

≠
≠
≠
≠

Mays: conflict of building ownership and relationship of the applicant to building ownership
Ledbetter: concerns about the ownership and relations of owner and application and way lease
is written. Also, concerns for meeting the targeted enrollment of attracting only high-poverty
students to the school
Gullett: could not find comfort level that resolves conflict of interest in lease and agreement
Burrow: relations between lease and the school administration
Cooper: same concern for lease agreement and agreement with argument from Little Rock
District presentation
Mahony: concern about lease agreement.

Ms. Newton stated that her concern over the lease agreement was answered by comments from Tripp
Walter.
Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: Gillett Heritage Academy,
Gillett, AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Gary Waymon, superintendent from the
DeWitt School District spoke in opposition to this proposal. Mr. Waymon stated that the DeWitt District
annexed the Gillett District under Act 60 due to decreasing enrollment at Gillett. He emphasized that
DeWitt has maintained a school in site in Gillett to date, but it is necessary for budgetary reason to
discontinue funding the school due to further decreasing enrollment and the high cost of supporting the
site. Dr. Tom Cox and Ms. Betty Brewer representing the Dumas School District presented data
supporting the quality of programming should students from the closing of Gillett Schools want to
attend in Dumas.
Dr. Brown introduced Jennifer Menard representing the Gillett Civic Group, Inc, seeking to establish a
charter school in the Gillett community. Ms. Menard stated that the services of Dr. James Young, who
recently organized the Humphrey Charter School, were sought to assist with programming development
and recommendations related to establishment of the Gillett Heritage Academy. Dr. Young described a
building that is proposed to house the Academy.
Ms. Mahony asked about the date in which Gillett was annexed with DeWitt. Dr. Young responded in
July 2004.
Dr. Mays asked about the projected enrollment. He stated the proposal has initial enrollment of 210
with a cap of 450. Dr. Mays questioned where these students would come from if the local school only
has less than 200 at this time. Dr. Young’s response was that the local community deserves a local
school for its students.
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Ms. Gullett directed a question to Mr. Waymon regarding the extent to which students from the former
Gillett district were being served in DeWitt. Mr. Waymon noted that the Gillett high school students will
have an expanded curriculum; they will have expanded options to athletics and activities, and other
advantages. He also noted that the DeWitt School Board has a zoned member from Gillett who will
continue to serve on that Board.
Ms. Burrow noted that in the PowerPoint for this application and for the next application from McNeil
there seems to be considerable overlap in the slides and presentation. Dr. Young stated that he was a
consultant on both proposals and that he did duplicate some slides because there were similar and that
there was not much time to develop both proposals.
Mr. Ledbetter moved denial of the Gillett Heritage Academy. Ms. Newton seconded the motion. Dr.
Mays asked if the elementary school would remain in the Gillett community. DeWitt staff responded
yes. The motion was adopted unanimously. Reasons for rejection:
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠

Newton: does not think evidence that creation of the school will improve the education
opportunities as stated for the Gillett community
Mays: does not think there are sufficient number of students to warrant establishment of a high
school
Mahony: numbers too small
Ledbetter: same reason – community too small to support this endeavor
Gullett: this proposal is not in the best interest of students
Burrow: same reasons
Cooper: believes charter application is a response to annexation not to needs of students.

(Ms. Burrow left the meeting leaving 7 Board members present including the Chair.)
Hearing of Open Enrollment Charter Application Appeal and ADE Review: e-Blast Academy, McNeil,
AR
Dr. Mary Ann Brown was recognized to present this item. Dr. Brown acknowledged that representatives
from three local districts adjacent to the proposed location of e-Blast Academy were represented and
would present opposing testimony regarding the location of the proposed charter school. Dr. John
Moore, superintendent, Magnolia School District; Dr. Jerry Guess, superintendent, Camden Fairview
School District; Allan Roberts attorney for the Camden Fairview School District; and Gene Bramblett,
attorney for the Stephens School District affirmed that the districts already offer quality services for all
students and documented that students who live in the McNeil community are actively engaged in
educational programming. Mr. Bramblett also noted that enrollment in the Stephens District has
decreased to the point that it is approaching the 350 minimum number of students as contained in
statutes.
Dr. James Young, consultant to the developers of e-Blast and designated head of the e-Blast Academy,
described programming that would be proposed and noted that all of the contiguous districts are in
some phase of school improvement, thus students do not have an option of attending a school that
does not have academic problems.
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Ms. Newton inquired about the failure of the developers to contact the Camden Fairview School District
during the initial public hearings. Dr. Young stated that in the beginning he was unaware that the
Camden Fairview District was contiguous to the Stephens District and thus failed to notify that district.
Dr. Young indicated that once he was aware of the omission, he contacted the district and provided
information that was required.
Ms. Gullett noted that Dr. Young was the administrator of the charter school at Humphrey and asked
about student performance from previous years. Dr. Young responded that he was proud of the Algebra
I scores and that the school was proficient on Benchmark scores from last year. Dr. Young noted that
approximately 92% of the students qualify for either free or reduced price meals.
Dr. Mays asked about options for transportation. Dr. Young stated that transportation options would be
dependent on potential funding. He noted that if the school were approved, it would be possible to
receive a grant from the Walton Family Foundation that should be sufficient to support the purchase of
a bus that could pick up in one area, which would probably be in the Waldo community.
Mr. Cooper asked about food service. Dr. Young stated that the facility would be housed in a building
formerly a public school facility in McNeil and the building has a kitchen and cafeteria area, which would
be used to provide food services.
Ms. Mahony moved to deny the proposed e-Blast Academy. Ms. Gullett seconded the motion. The
motion was adopted by a vote 5 yes and 1 no (Cooper voted no). Votes to deny were based on the
following statements:
≠
≠
≠
≠
≠

Newton: not convinced that this proposal would provide significant improvement for students in
the proposed areas of service
Mays: same comment
Mahony: did not see any innovation in the proposal
Ledbetter: does not see anything in this proposal that is not already available , also thinks this is
just a move to override the annexation required in previous legislation
Gullett: agrees with statements from other voting members also was impressed by the
testimony of the attorney regarding potential desegregation issues should the proposed school
be approved.

The Chair declared the meeting adjourned at 11:45 a.m.
These minutes were recorded and reported by Dr. Charles D. Watson.
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NEWLY EMPLOYED FOR THE PERIOD OF November 1, 2009 – November 30, 2009
st

*Candice Akins – Administrative Specialist III, Grade C112, Division of Learning Services, 21 CCLC, effective
11/30/09.
*Seanta Hammonds – Administrative Specialist II, Grade C109, Division of Learning Services, ACSIP, effective
11/02/09.
Lynn Kinsey – Administrative Specialist III, Grade C112, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services, effective
11/16/09.
Tracey Laettner – Fiscal Support Analyst, Grade C115, Division of Human Resources/ Licensure, Teacher Quality,
effective 11/23/09.
Jeanne Myers – Public School Program Advisor, Grade C122, Division of Human Resources/Licensure,
Professional Licensure, effective 11/02/09.
Kristen Rowe – Nutritionist Consultant, Grade C121, Division of Fiscal and Administrative Services, Child
Nutrition, effective 11/23/09.
Nancy Skinkle – Administrative Specialist II, Grade C109, Division of Human Resources/Licensure, Professional
Licensure, effective 11/30/09.
Gary Smith – School Bus Driver Trainer, Grade C116, Division Public School Academic Facilities and
Transportation (DPSAFT), effective 11/02/09.
Phyllis Stewart – ADE Program Administrator, Grade C124, Central Administration, effective 11/02/09.
*Shawna Tillman – Administrative Specialist III, Grade C112, Research and Technology, Technology Resources,
effective 11/02/09.

PROMOTIONS/ LATERAL TRANSFERS FOR THE PERIOD OF November 1, 2009 – November 30, 2009
Andrew Blankenship – Legal Support Specialist, Grade C113, Central Administration, Legal Services, effective
11/23/09. Transfer
Kathy Dunlap – from Financial Applications Specialist, Grade C116C, Arkansas Public School Computer Network
(APSCN), to ADE APSCN Field Analyst, Grade C121, APSCN, effective 11/16/09.
*Junelle Sanders – from Help Desk Specialist, Grade C115, Arkansas Public School Computer Network (APSCN),
to Student Applications Specialist, Grade C116, APSCN, effective 11/16/09.
Tripp Walter – Attorney Specialist, Grade C126, Central Administration, Legal Services, effective 11/23/09.
Transfer
SEPARATIONS FOR THE PERIOD OF November 1, 2009 – November 30, 2009
Shelley Dirst – Public School Program Coordinator, Grade C123, Division of Professional Development, K-12
Literacy effective 11/03/09. 7 years, 0 months, 19 days. Code: 01

*Minority
AASIS Code:
01 – Voluntary Termination

ADE’S PROJECT MANAGEMENT TOOL EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
NOVEMBER 30, 2009
This document summarizes the progress that ADE has made in complying with the provisions of the
Implementation Plan during the month of November 2009.
IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY
I. Financial Obligation

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009
As of October 31, 2009, State Foundation Funding payments paid
for FY 09/10 totaled $15,228,454 to LRSD, $9,248,547 to NLRSD,
and $11,718,777 to PCSSD. The Magnet Operational Charge paid
as of October 31, 2009, was $3,995,799. The allotment for FY
09/10 was $14,651,264. M-to-M incentive distributions for FY
09/10 as of October 31, 2009, were $885,982 to LRSD, $1,343,772
to NLRSD, and $2,122,802 to PCSSD. In March 2009, General
Finance made the second one-third payment to the Districts for their
FY 08/09 transportation budget. In September 2009, General
Finance made the last one-third payment to the Districts for their FY
08/09 transportation budget. As of September 30, 2009,
transportation payments for FY 08/09 totaled $4,236,159.97 to
LRSD, $1,300,628.11 to NLRSD, and $3,482,736.87 to PCSSD. In
September 2009, General Finance made the first one-third payment
to the Districts for their FY 09/10 transportation budget. As of
September 30, 2009, transportation payments for FY 09/10 totaled
$1,389,350 to LRSD, $443,807.63 to NLRSD, and $1,114,952.61 to
PCSSD. In March 2009, a bid for 16 new Magnet and M-to-M
buses was awarded to Central States Bus Sales. The buses for the
LRSD include 8 - 65 passenger buses for $65,599 each. The buses
for the NLRSD include 2 - 65 passenger buses for $65,599 each.
The buses for the PCSSD include 6 - 65 passenger buses for $65,599
each. In August 2009, 16 new Magnet and M-to-M buses were
delivered to the districts in Pulaski County. Finance paid Central
States Bus Sales $1,049,584. In July 2009, Finance paid the Magnet
Review Committee $92,500. This was the total amount due for FY
09/10. In July 2009, Finance paid the Office of Desegregation
Monitoring $200,000. This was the total amount due for FY 09/10.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009

II. Monitoring Compensatory
Education

On October 22, 2009, the ADE Implementation Phase Working
Group met to review the Implementation Phase activities for the
previous quarter. Mr. Willie Morris, ADE Lead Planner for
Desegregation, updated the group on all relevant desegregation
issues. Recent news articles about the desegregation case were
discussed. One article states that Arkansas Attorney General Dustin
McDaniel has proposed a seven year phase out of state desegregation
payments. Another article talked about the first court hearing with
U.S. District Judge Brian Miller on the requests for unitary status by
the North Little Rock and Pulaski County Special school districts.
The hearing was held on September 30. Sam Jones, an attorney for
the Pulaski Special School District, Stephen Jones, an attorney for
the North Little Rock School District, and Chris Heller, an attorney
for the Little Rock School District, want the state desegregation
payments to the three districts to continue even if the districts are all
unitary. John Walker, an attorney for the Joshua Intervenors, told the
judge that an expert should testify on educational achievement in the
North Little Rock and Pulaski Special School Districts. He thought
the judge was “influenced” by the reports he had received from the
state. Judge Miller set January 11 as a unitary status hearing date for
the North Little Rock School District, and January 25 as a unitary
status hearing date for the Pulaski County Special School District.
The next Implementation Phase Working Group Meeting is
scheduled for January 7, 2009 at 1:30 p.m. in room 201-A at the
ADE.

III. A Petition for Election for
LRSD will be Supported Should a
Millage be Required

Ongoing. All court pleadings are monitored monthly.

IV. Repeal Statutes and
Regulations that Impede
Desegregation

In July 2007, 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 86th Legislative Session, and any new ADE rules
or regulations.

V. Commitment to Principles

On November 9, 2009, the Arkansas State Board of Education
reviewed and approved the PMT and its executive summary for the
month of October.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY
VI. Remediation

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009
The Arkansas Department of Education (ADE) conducted a webinar
on November 3, 2009, for Title III coordinators, English as a Second
Language program coordinators, and test administration personnel to
train for the spring 2010 administration of English Language
Development Assessment (ELDA). The webinar took place from
9:00 a.m.-11:00 a.m. and covered test administration for grades K12. Title I and Title III of the Elementary and Secondary School
Education Act require the annual assessment of limited English
proficient students’ progress in the development of reading, writing,
speaking, and listening skills in English and in the acquisition of
academic language in English language arts and mathematics.
English language proficiency assessment test scores are reported
each year to the United States Department of Education (USDOE).
The ADE sponsored a two-day workshop on November 5-6 at the
Doubletree Hotel in Little Rock at the AEA Professional
Development Conference. This was presented by Dr. Ana Filipek.
The title of the presentation was "Access the Core: ESL Methods
for Teaching Content". Over 50 teachers participated.

VII. Test Validation

On February 12, 2001, the ADE Director provided the State Board
of Education with a special update on desegregation activities.

VIII. In-Service Training

The Tri-District Staff Development Committee used Compressed
Interactive Video (CIV) on September 25, 2009 to provide
information on Smart Accountability. CIV is the distance learning
system used for continuing conversation with the Smart
Accountability Specialty Support teams. During the three-hour
session, issues with the implementation of Smart Accountability
were covered, including professional development, assignments,
interventions, technical assistance, the Smart Accountability meeting
that will be held on September 30, and a question and answer
session. The Arkansas Smart Accountability plan allows the state to
better differentiate interventions and resources to schools to match
school improvement research-based interventions that correlate to
the academic reasons that led to a school's identification for
improvement by No Child Left Behind.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009

IX. Recruitment of Minority
Teachers

In July 2009, ADE Professional Licensure mailed a list of Spring
2009 minority teacher graduates from Arkansas colleges and
universities to the three Pulaski County school districts.

X. Financial Assistance to
Minority Teacher Candidates

Tara Smith of the Arkansas Department of Higher Education
reported minority scholarships for Fiscal Year 2008-2009 on
February 26, 2009. These included the State Teacher Assistance
Resource (STAR) Program, the Minority Teacher Scholars (MTS)
Program, and the Minority Masters Fellows (MMF) Program. The
scholarship awards for STAR are as follows:
STAR
Male Male Female Female Total
Total
Race
Count Award Count Award Count Award
White
47 171,000 258 1,018,627 305 1,189,627
Black
3
6,000 28 121,500 31 127,500
Hispanic
2
12,000
2
12,000
Asian
1
6,000
2
9,000
3
15,000
Other
2
6,000
4
15,000
6
21,000
Totals
53 189,000 294 1,176,127 347 1,365,127
The scholarship awards for MTS are as follows:
MTS
Male Male Female Female Total Total
Race
Count Award Count Award Count Award
Black
9 27,500
37 132,710 46 160,210
Hispanic
10 27,500 10
27,500
Asian
1 5,000
2
7,500
3
12,500
Native Amer
1
5,000
1
5,000
Totals
10 32,500
50 172,710 60 205,210
The scholarship awards for MMF are as follows:
MMF
Male Male Female Female Total Total
Race
Count Award Count Award Count Award
Black
4 15,000
59 213,750 63 228,750
Hispanic
1
3,750
1
1,250
2
5,000
Asian
3
13,750
3
13,750
Native Amer
3
5,000
3
5,000
Other
1
6,250
1
6,250
Totals
5 18,750
67 240,000
72 258,750

XI. Minority Recruitment of ADE
Staff

The MRC met on October 9, 2007 at the ADE. Demographic reports
were presented that showed ADE employees grade 21 and above by
race and section as of June 30, 2007 and September 30, 2007. A
spreadsheet was handed out that showed for grade 21 and above the
number and percentage of black, white, and other race employees in
each unit of the ADE. After reviewing the September report, it was
determined that it needs some corrections. A new September report
will be handed out after the changes have been made.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009

XII. School Construction

This goal is completed. No additional reporting is required.

XIII. Assist PCSSD

Goal completed as of June 1995.

XIV. Scattered Site Housing

This goal is completed. No additional reporting is required.

XV. Standardized Test Selection to
Determine Loan Forgiveness

Goal completed as of March 2001.

XVI. Monitor School Improvement
Plans

On August 10, 2009, ADE staff met with Dr. Linda Watson, Joy
Springer - Representative of Joshua Interveners, Lionel Ward, Leon
Adams, M. Robinson, Dr. Karen DeJarnette, Dennis Glasgow,
Junious Babbs, and Dr. Sadie Mitchell of the LRSD at the LRSD
Administration Building. Staff discussed ACSIP, Smart
Accountability, SES and unused Title I funds.
On August 11, 2009, ADE staff presented the ADE ACSIP
guidelines at the Metropolitan Career Technical Center for the
LRSD.
On August 12, 2009, ADE staff presented ACSIP planning
information at the Principals’ Leadership Meeting for Secondary
Schools to LRSD staff.
On August 13, 2009, ADE staff presented ACSIP planning
information at the Principals’ Leadership Meeting for Elementary
Schools to LRSD staff.
On August 24, 2009, ADE staff met with the school leadership team
and Renee Dawson at Watson Intermediate School in the LRSD.
Staff discussed ACSIP and Smart Accountability.
On November 2, 2009, ADE staff met with Dr. Watson, Dennis
Glasgow, Leon Adams, Lionel Ward and Jasmine Perry from the
Little Rock School District regarding USDOE and ACSIP concerns
at the ADE.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY
XVII. Data Collection

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009
In March of 2009, the ADE Office of Public School Academic
Accountability released the 2008 Arkansas School Performance
Report (Report Card). The following changes were made to the
Report Card this year: SAT-10 Norm Referenced Test was
combined with state-mandated criterion-referenced testing to form
the Augmented Benchmark Examinations for year 2007-08;
Benchmark scores have been added for End-of-Course Biology and
science in grades 5 and 7; Arkansas state average scores on the
National Assessment for Educational Progress (NAEP) in fourth and
eighth grade literacy and mathematics were added; district
compliance with the requirement to provide textbooks for all pupils
was added; the standard four-year adjusted cohort high school
graduation rate for Arkansas recommended by the National
Governor’s Association was used in the State section; the gain index
was added at the top of each school page inside the image of a
yellow pencil. Arkansas Code Annotated §6-15-2102, requires that
each school be identified as being in one of five category levels
based on the annual improvement gains in student scores. Student
growth is based upon changes in student performance levels across
two adjacent years. For each school, the annual improvement gain
index is the average of all value-added points across all students for
literacy and math in grades 3 - 8 within the school. 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 publishes a school
performance report for each individual public school in the state, and
distributes the report to every parent or guardian of a child in
kindergarten through grade twelve (K-12) in the public schools of
Arkansas.

IMPLEMENTATION PHASE
ACTIVITY
XVIII. Work with the Parties and
ODM to Develop Proposed
Revisions to ADE’s Monitoring
and Reporting Obligations

PMT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AS OF
NOVEMBER 30, 2009
On July 10, 2002, the ADE held a Desegregation Monitoring and
Assistance Plan meeting for the three school districts in Pulaski
County. Mr. Willie Morris, ADE Lead Planner for Desegregation,
presented information on the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001. A
letter from U.S. Secretary of Education, Rod Paige, was discussed.
It stated that school districts that are subject to a desegregation plan
are not exempt from the public school choice requirements. “If a
desegregation plan forbids the school district from offering any
transfer option, the school district should secure appropriate changes
to the plan to permit compliance with the public school choice
requirements”. Schools in Arkansas have not yet been designated
“Identified for Improvement”. After a school has been “Identified
for Improvement”, it must make “adequate yearly progress”.
Schools that fail to meet the definition of “adequate yearly
progress”, for two consecutive years, must provide public school
choice and supplemental education services. A court decision
regarding the LRSD Unitary Status is expected soon. The LRSD
and the NLRSD attended the meeting. The next meeting about the
Desegregation Monitoring and Assistance Plan will be held in
August, 2002, after school starts.
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1
2
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Ark. School For The Deaf

Arkansas Pediatric Facility

Ashdown School District

Benton Civitan Cener

Bentonville School District

6092

0401

4101

3

District

Alma School District

1701

LEA

# Waivers
Requested

Hogan, Christin
Madden, Amy

Social Studies
Middle Level Education

English
ECE P-4
ECE P-4, Middle Level
Education

Ferguson, Roger
Grisso, Debra

Knapp, Elizabeth
Lewis, Sharon
Medley, Mary

Conner, Sonja

1 of 11

ECE P-4
ECE P-4, Elem, MS
Social Studies
ECE P-4, Elem, MS
Social Studies

Calaway, Brittany
Conner, Sonja

ECE P-4

Allen, Chrissy

Denied

09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
08-09,
09-10
299 Guidance & Counseling P-8
08-09,
300 Guidance & Counseling 7-12 09-10
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
07-08,
08-09,
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
08-09,
09-10
312 Building Administrator P-8
English As A Second
09-10
307 Language P-8

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Denied
Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted/
Denied

09-10

09-10

09-10

09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10

Yrs
ALP

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
201 Art P-8
09-10

Elementary 1-6
ECE P-4

Hogan, Christin

Shields, Sheila

Shields, Sheila

Middle Level Education 200 Mathematics 7-12
ECE P-4, Elementary KEnglish/Language/Social
6
002 Studies 4-8
ECE P-4, Elementary K6
168 Science/Mathematics 4-8
Sp Education Instructional
Elementary 1-6
230 Specialist 4-12

Hogue, Jared

Elem K-6

Kuykendall, Sherrie

295 Library Media Science P-8

Grade 5/6 Endorsement (P107 4)

ECE P-4

Hartley, Stephanie

7-12

Out of Area

200 Mathematics

License Areas
Business Tech

Teacher
Green, Sara

ALP
Code

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

1

1
3

10

Berryville School District

Brookland School District

Buffalo Is. Central Sch. Dist.

Camden Fairview School
Dist.

0801

1603

1605

5204

Bentonville School District
Continued

200 Mathematics

ECE P-4
Vocal Music P-12, Bldg.
Adm. P-12, ESL P-12,
Elem 1-6

Robertson, Susan

ECE P-4
Elem 1-6
Elem 1-6
PW/Wellness/Leisure
Special Ed P-4

Cooper, Tanneisha
Simmons, Karey
Simmons, Karey
Smith, Douglas
Vaughn, Michelle

2 of 11

ECE P-4
Secondary Principal
Secondary Principal

Bryant, Sarah
Cole, Robin
Cole, Robin

Social Studies

Wickerham, Kylie
ECE P-4
ECE P-4

Elem 1-6, MS Science

Whitley, Brooke

Bethea, Crystal
Bethea, Crystal

Social Studies

Haustein, Katrina

Qualls, Elizabeth

ECE P-4 Elementary

230

Social Studies

Price, Erin

Atchley, Desiree

230

Middle Level Education

Parsley, Sara

7-12

168 Science/Mathematics 4-8
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

306 Gifted & Talented 7-12

305 Gifted & Talented P-8

Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

295 Library Media Science P-8
296 Library Media Science 7-12
Grade 5/6 Endorsement (P107 4)
305 Gifted & Talented P-8
306 Gifted & Talented 7-12

001 Early Childhood P-4
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

312 Building Administrator P-8
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

English/Language/Social
002 Studies 4-8

308

307

Mullican, Mary

Mullican, Mary

English As A Second
Language P-8
English As A Second
Language 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
Specialist 4-12

ECE P-4, Spanish,
5th/6th Endorsement
ECE P-4, Spanish,
5th/6th Endorsement

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

Granted

09-10
08-09,
09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10

Granted
Granted

09-10

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted
Granted
Granted

Granted
Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

09-10

09-10
09-10
08-09,
09-10
09-10
09-10
04-08,
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

09-10
08-09,
09-10

09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

Granted

09-10

Granted

Granted

09-10

2

1
3

1
1
1

1
2

1
4

3

1

Cedar Ridge School District

Centers for Youth & Family

Clarendon School District

Conway County Center for
Exceptional Children

County Line School District

Crossett School District

Division of Youth Services Jonesboro

Fayetteville School District

Guy-Perkins School District

Hampton School District

Hartford School District

Helena/ W.Helena School
Dist.

2403

0201

6094

7203

2304

0701

6604

5403

4802

3212

205 Instrumental Music P-8

ECE P-4

Harvel, Mark

PE P-12
English, Oral
Communications

Denton, Ronnie
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PE P-12

Denton, Ronnie

Williams, Brenda

PE P-12

ECE P-4

Williams, Laura
Denton, Ronnie

Social Studies
English 7-12
English 7-12

Hawkins, Lana
White, Jennifer
White, Jennifer

Rooney, Gretchen

Granted
Granted
Granted

09-10
09-10
09-10

108 Journalism 7-12

09-10

Granted

09-10
08-09,
09-10
293 Coaching 7-12
Physical Education, Wellness 08-09,
09-10
236 & Leisure 7-12
08-09,
09-10
167 Social Studies 7-12

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted
Granted
Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

09-10
08-09,
09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10

09-10

Granted

09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

Granted

Granted

Granted

09-10

09-10

09-10
09-10
09-10

166 English/ Language/ Arts 7-12
305 Gifted & Talented P-8
306 Gifted & Talented 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

Social Studies 7-12
Elementary 1-6, Music K12
001 Early Childhood P-4

Willis, Cynthia

Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
English As A Second
307 Language P-8
English As A Second
308 Language 7-12

Social Studies 7-12

Health, PE, Coaching

Willis, Cynthia

Hendrix, Aaron

Robertson, Summer

Raney, Tara

ECE P-4
231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4
Vocal/Instrumental
Music K-12
2010 Survey of Fine Arts Approval
English/Language Arts 712
108 Journalism 7-12

203 Vocal Music P-8

ECE P-4

Harvel, Mark

Hawkins, Tracie

107

ECE P-4

230

Curr Program Adm. Sp. Ed P4
Curr Program Adm Sp.Ed 412
Sp Education Instructional
Specialist 4-12
Grade 5/6 Endorsement (P4)

Burlison, Amy

PE/Wellness/Leisure

319

Special Education

Seay, Janet
Berell, David

318

Special Education

Seay, Janet

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

1
2

1
2

1
29

Hillcrest School District
Jessieville School District

Lake Hamilton School
District

Lakeside School District

Lee County School District

Little Rock School District

3809
2604

2605

2606

3904

6001

PE 7-12
Elem 1-6, ESL P-12

Bailey, Jack
Christie, Martha
Christie, Martha

Granted

169 Physical /Earth Science 7-12 09-10
Physical Education, Wellness
09-10
236 & Leisure 7-12
07-08,
08-09,
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
Grade 5/6 Endorsement (P09-10
107 4)
English/Language/Social
002 Studies 4-8
09-10

003 Spanish P-8

Middle Level Education
Middle Level Education
ECE P-4
General Science,
Life/Earth Science
PE 7-12, Math 5-8,
Algebra 5-8
ECE P-4

Cunningham, Millicent
Cunningham, Millicent
Hallum, Phillip

Howard, Lahoma
Howard, Tamara

Harder, Melanie
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Granted

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

Clark, Misty

Granted

Granted
Granted

09-10
09-10
09-10
09-10

169 Physical /Earth Science 7-12
200 Mathematics 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

Granted

Granted

09-10

Granted
004 Spanish 7-12
Grade 5/6 Endorsement (P107 4)

09-10

Granted

Clark, Misty

Granted

Granted

Granted

Elem 1-6, ESL P-12
ECE P-4, Elem K-6,
Social Studies 5-8
ECE P-4, Elem K-6,
Social Studies 5-8

Austin, Lakeitha

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Denied

Granted
Granted
Granted

09-10

312 Building Administrator P-8
203 Vocal Music P-8
299 Guidance & Counseling P-8
Curriculum/Program
314 Administrator/Gt P-8

08-09,
09-10
09-10
09-10

09-10
168 Science/Mathematics 4-8
Physical Education, Wellness
09-10
236 & Leisure 7-12
08-09,
09-10
299 Guidance & Counseling P-8
08-09,
300 Guidance & Counseling 7-12 09-10
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12

Austin, Lakeitha

ECE P-4
Business Tech, Career
Orientation
Business Tech, Career
Orientation

ECE P-4

PE K-12, Coaching 7-12
Elem 1-6, Reading P-8
ECE P-4
Building Administrator P12
Life/Earth Science,
Chemistry
Life/Earth Science,
Chemistry

Anderson, Barry

Snyder, Sandy

Parker, Linda

Allard, Julie

Nance, Kirk

Rose, Shawn
Holick, Susan
Picking, Eddie

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

1
4

2

Lonoke School District

Malvern School District

Mena School District

4301

3004

5703

Little Rock School District
Continued

ECE P-4
ECE P-4

Tims, Neitasha
Tims, Neitasha

Bonner, Rochelle

Bonner, Rachelle

Ledbetter, Stephanie

Efird, Sara
Hobbs, Shannon
Hobbs, Shannon

Yates, Patricia
Robertson, Mari

Wise, Joe

PE 7-12

Scott, Crystal

295 Library Media Science P-8

Curr/Program Adm/Sped P320 12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
Physical Education, Wellness
235 & Leisure P-8
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296 Library Media Science 7-12
Physical Education, Wellness
PE 7-12, Health 7-12
235 & Leisure P-8
Physical Education, Wellness
Elem 1-6, Sp Ed K-12
235 & Leisure P-8
English
113 Drama Endorsement 7-12
Grade 5/6 Endorsement (PECE P-4
107 4)
ECE P-4, Elem K-6
295 Library Media Science P-8
ECE P-4, Elem K-6
296 Library Media Science 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
ECE P-4
230 Specialist 4-12
Physical Education, Wellness
ECE P-4, Social Studies 235 & Leisure P-8
ECE P-4, Social Studies
Physical Education, Wellness
7-12
236 & Leisure 7-12

ECE P-5, Spec Ed P-4

Middle Level Education
Business Educatuion
Business 5-8, Social
Studies 5-8, Mildly
Handicapped K-12,
Secondary Principal
PE/Wellness/Leisure P12

PE 7-12, Science 5-8
Elementary 1-6,
Guidance K-9
Elementary 1-6,
Guidance K-9
ECE P-4
ECE P-4

Schnept, Audra

Redmon, Eric

Parchman, Sophia

Miller-Neal, Kasey
Nodine, Laura

Kelly, Tommie
Lowry, Joany
Lowry, Joany

Kelly, Tommie

Jones, Gloria

Granted
Granted
Granted

09-10
09-10

Granted
Granted
Granted

Granted
Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted
Granted

Granted
Granted
Granted

Granted

Granted

09-10
08-09,
09-10
09-10
08-09,
09-10
09-10
09-10
08-09,
09-10

09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

Physical Education, Wellness
09-10
235 & Leisure P-8
08-09,
09-10
295 Library Media Science P-8
08-09,
09-10
296 Library Media Science 7-12
09-10
295 Library Media Science P-8
09-10
296 Library Media Science 7-12
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
200 Mathematics 7-12
09-10
200 Mathematics 7-12

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

6

4

1
2

2

3

Methodist Children's Home

MiChild Friendship Care

Mulberry School District

N. Little Rock School District

Omaha School District

Osceola School District

1704

6002

0504

4713

ECE P-4
ECE P-4

Collins, Kerri
Whitby, Shawna

Granted

09-10
09-10

168 Science/Mathematics 4-8

ECE P-4
ECE P-4

Rolland, Jamie Lee
Rolland, Jamie Lee

6 of 11

Middle Level Education

Jones, Willean

296 Library Media Science 7-12

295 Library Media Science P-8

209 Algebra I Endorsement 8

09-10

09-10

09-10

Granted

Granted

Denied

Granted

08-09,
09-10
167 Social Studies 7-12

MS Social Studies

Thomason, Pam

Granted

Rylee, Christall

07-08,
08-09,
09-10
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

ECE P-4, 5/6
Endorsement

Granted

299 Guidance & Counseling P-8

Elementary 1-6

Smith, Stacy

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

09-10

ECE P-4, Social Studies 231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
295 Library Media Science P-8

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

Granted

Granted

Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
English/Language/Social
002 Studies 4-8

Granted

09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

Davis, Kevin

Elementary 1-6

ECE P-4

Brown, Elisa

Broyles, Stan

ECE P-4

ECE P-4

MS Social Studies,
Elementary K-6
ECE P-4, MS Social
Studies, Elem K-6
ECE P-4, Special Ed P4
ECE P-4, Special Ed P4

Health, PE, Coaching

Blaylock, Tonya

Vaughn, Natalie

Risher, Staci

Risher, Staci

Martin, Teri

Duke, Linda

Bunner, Joe

Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

6006

3505

296

236

295

296

321

MS Social Studies,
Elem 1-5
MS Social Studies,
Elem 1-5

Business Technology

ECE P-4, Elem K-6

ECE P-4, Elem K-6

Elem 1-6

Clemmer, Angela
Cranor, Beth
Darius, Jamie

Freeman, Pamela

Freeman, Pamela

Golden, Jason

Guthrie, Sandra

Guthrie, Sandra

Hall, Nancy

7 of 11

295

Drama/Speech 7-12
Spanish 7-12

Cauthran, Brian

Clemmer, Angela

PE K-12, Coaching
District Adm. P-12,
Elem Principal, Elem 16
District Adm. P-12,
Elem Principal, Elem 16

Brown, Roy

37

Granted

08-09,
09-10
09-10
09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
Library Media Science P-8
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
Library Media Science 7-12
07-08,
Physical Education, Wellness 08-09,
& Leisure 7-12
09-10
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
Library Media Science P-8
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
Library Media Science 7-12
07-08,
08-09,
Curr/Program Adm/Curr P-8 09-10

Granted

Granted

Granted

Denied

Granted

Granted

Granted
Granted

Granted

08-09,
09-10

299 Guidance & Counseling P-8

300 Guidance & Counseling 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12
003 Spanish P-8

Granted

09-10

Granted
Granted

09-10
09-10

7-12

Granted

Denied

Denied

169 Physical /Earth Science 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

200 Mathematics

Physical/Earth Science
PE/Wellness/Leisure P12

Collins, Marcus T.

Vansandt, Elizabeth
1

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

English, ECE P-4,
Middle Level Education

Turner, Laura

Pine Bluff School District
Pulaski Co. Spec. School
Dist.

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

Home Economics

Bagley, Donna

3

Patillo Center-School, Inc.

08-09,
231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10

ECE P-4, Gifted &
Talented

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

Pulaski County Special
School District Continued

Selby, Ronald

Selby, Ronald

Seaton, Lynn

Salazar, Jennifer

Ratliff, Karen

Presley, Sharon

Presley, Carl

Morgan, Keisha

Mellor, Matt

Martin, Shelley Cordell
McFadden, Glenn

Joseph, Dawn

Joseph, Dawn

Jamison, Katie

Henry, James Eric

Harper, Tammy

Hall, Nancy
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07-08,
08-09,
Elem 1-6
322 Curr/Program Adm/Curr 7-12 09-10
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
English 7-12
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
07-08,
08-09,
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
Social Studies 7-12
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
ECE P-4
230 Specialist 4-12
07-08,
08-09,
Gifted/Talented P-12,
09-10
Elem 1-6
295 Library Media Science P-8
07-08,
Gifted/Talented P-12,
08-09,
Elem 1-6
09-10
296 Library Media Science 7-12
08-09,
09-10
English 7-12
108 Journalism 7-12
PE 7-12
09-10
167 Social Studies 7-12
07-08,
08-09,
Vocal Music P-12,
09-10
Instrumental Music P-12 312 Building Administrator P-8
07-08,
08-09,
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
ECE P-4
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
PE P-12
230 Specialist 4-12
08-09,
ECE P-4
231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
MS Social Studies,
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
Elem 1-6, PE P-8
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
08-09,
09-10
Drama/Speech 7-12
108 Journalism 7-12
Middle Level Education,
Special Ed Hearing PSp Education Instructional
08-09,
12
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
Vocal Music P-12,
Survey of Fine Arts
09-10
205 Instrumental Music P-8
Vocal Music P-12,
Survey of Fine Arts
09-10
206 Instrumental Music 7-12

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted
Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

English 7-12

Social Studies 7-12

Social Studies 7-12

ECE P-4

Whitney, Flora

Wilkins, Samantha

Williams, Sandy

Woods, Sharonda

9 of 11

Middle Level Education

Seals, Natasha

200 Mathematics

200 Mathematics

Middle Level Education

Anderson, Nina

7-12

09-10

09-10

09-10

202 Art 7-12
7-12

09-10

201 Art P-8

4

Stephens School District

5206

09-10

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
167 Social Studies 7-12

1

6502

ECE P-4

Vincent, Margaret SanderlinMiddle Level Education
PE/Wellness/Leisure P12, ECE P-4,
Elementary
Adams, Bernard
PE/Wellness/Leisure P12, ECE P-4,
Elementary
Adams, Bernard

Ward, Hannah

Elementary Education

Ogle, Angela
1

Elementary Education

Ogle, Angela

Rainbow of Challenges, Inc.
Searcy County School
District

Middle Level Education

Main, Amanda

3

Quitman School District

Turner, Donna
Vaughn, Bobby

PE 7-12/Coaching 7-12

Smith, Brittany
Secondary Principal,
Health 7-12, PE 7-12
PE/Wellness/Leisure 712

Middle Level Education

Shepard, Tracy

1203

Pulaski County Special
School District Continued

07-08,
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
07-08,
Physical Education, Wellness 08-09,
09-10
235 & Leisure P-8
07-08,
Physical Education, Wellness 08-09,
09-10
235 & Leisure P-8
08-09,
09-10
170 Life/Earth Science 7-12
08-09,
09-10
108 Journalism 7-12
07-08,
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
07-08,
08-09,
09-10
313 Building Administrator 7-12
07-08,
08-09,
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
230 Specialist 4-12
08-09,
09-10
295 Library Media Science P-8
08-09,
09-10
296 Library Media Science 7-12

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Denied

Granted

Miller, Christopher

5

1
1

Van Buren School District

West Fork School District
West Memphis School
District
# School Districts
requesting waivers this
month

1705

7208

40

1803

182

Baughman, Clifford Paul

1

The Richardson Center

169 Physical /Earth Science 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10
08-09,
09-10

Total Waivers Granted this month
Total Waivers Denied this month
Total Waivers Requested this
month

231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
Sp Education Instructional
08-09,
09-10
Social Studies 7-12
230 Specialist 4-12
08-09,
ECE P-4
09-10
305 Gifted & Talented P-8
08-09,
ECE P-4
09-10
306 Gifted & Talented 7-12
07-08,
ECE P-4, Social Studies
08-09,
7-12, Elem K-6
231 Sp Ed Ech Inst Specialist P-4 09-10
Social Studies, Spec Ed
P-12
09-10
313 Building Administrator 7-12
Sp Education Instructional
09-10
Elementary 1-6
230 Specialist 4-12
Physical Education, Wellness
Elementary K-6
09-10
235 & Leisure P-8

Elementary P-6

Social Studies

10 of 11

# Waivers requested this
month

Williams, John

Pope, Kymberly

Johnston, Pamela

Johnston, Pamela

Honeyman, Jason

Crutcher, Dayan

Danielson, Jerrijean

Young, Amy
1

Life/Earth Science

Pearson, Jerry Frank

The Community School

ECE P-4
PE/Wellness/Leisure,
History endorsement

Fallin, Ashley

3

Texarkana School District

4605

English/Language/Social
002 Studies 4-8
Sp Education Instructional
230 Specialist 4-12

Waivers Requested for Teachers Teaching Out of Area
December 2009

182

173
9

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

Denied

Granted

Granted

Granted

Granted

LEA

3

52-04
70-09
06-02

District

# Districts requesting
Substitute Waivers for Dec.

Camden/Fairview School District
Strong-Huttig School District
Warren School District

Trisollini, Geoff
Bennett, Martha
Busch, Megan
Wylie, Pauline
Erwin, Mindy
5

Substitute Name
Biology
Instrumental Music
2nd Grade
Med ProEd
Med ProEd
# Substitute Waivers
requested for Dec.

Subject

Long Term Substitute Teachers Requested
December 2009

Teacher of Record
Jones, Richard
McGill, Greg
Tolefree, Barbara
Harton, Emily
Harton, Emily
Total Waivers Granted
Total Waivers Denied
Total Sub Waivers
for the month

Granted/Denied
Granted
Granted
Granted
Granted
Granted
5
0
5

Arkansas State Board of Education
Resolution: Arkansas School Board Member Recognition Week
Monday, December 14, 2009

WHEREAS, more than 460,000 students attend public and charter schools in Arkansas; and
WHEREAS, the Arkansas State Board of Education recognizes the importance of public
education in our communities today and in the future; and
WHEREAS, the Arkansas State Board of Education appreciates the vital role of the 1,500-plus
elected local school board members who establish the mission and direction for their local
districts and approve policies to guide their school systems; and
WHEREAS, school board members contribute countless hours of their time fulfilling their statemandated roles and responsibilities; and
WHEREAS, school board members must make key decisions regarding the curriculum,
instruction, finance and facilities of our public schools; and
WHEREAS, school board members employ and evaluate the superintendent, who has the daily
responsibility for the operation of the school district; and
WHEREAS, school board members must participate in professional development every year in
order to enhance their knowledge and skills related to their responsibilities;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, That the Arkansas State Board of Education
recognizes and salutes the members of local boards of education by proclaiming January 24-30,
2010 as Arkansas School Board Member Recognition Week.

Adopted this Fourteenth Day of December, 2009

__________________________________
Naccaman Williams, Ed.D.
Chairman, State Board of Education

_____________________________________
Tom W. Kimbrell, Ed.D.
Commissioner, Arkansas Department of Education

Arkansas State Board of Education
Academic Merit Resolution
Monday, December 14, 2009

Whereas the Arkansas State Board of Education is committed to academic excellence;
Whereas the Arkansas State Board of Education seeks to recognize meritorious performance of students
and of schools; and,
Whereas the Arkansas ACT Council Initiative has identified 38 Arkansas High Schools that have earned
the College Readiness Award for 2009 by increasing the ACT Composite Score by a full point or more
while at the same time increasing local participation;
Therefore, the Arkansas State Board of Education adopts this Academic Merit Resolution in recognition
of 38 Arkansas high schools who have increased the ACT Composite Score by a full point or more while
at the same time increasing local participation.
Arkadelphia High School
Crossett High School
Fayetteville Senior High School
Ozark Adventist Academy
Hazen High School
Huntsville High School
Little Rock Christian Academy
Mansfield High School
Ozark High School
Perryville High School
Prescott High School
Shiloh Christian School
West Fork High School

Batesville High School
Elkins High School
Union Christian Academy
Gravette High School
Horatio High School
Lamar High School
Glen Rose High School
McGehee High School
Pangburn High School
Poyen High School
Rison High School
Van Buren High School
Wynne High School

Brinkley High School
Farmington High School
Fouke High School
Gurdon High School
Lake Hamilton High School
Pulaski Academy
Mammoth Spring High School
Acorn High School
Pea Ridge High School
Prairie Grove High School
Salem High School
Vilonia High School

Adopted this Fourteenth Day of December, 2009

________________________________________
Naccaman Williams, Ed.D.
Chairman, State Board of Education

_______________________________________
Tom W. Kimbrell, Ed.D.
Commissioner, Arkansas Department of Education

Age nc y
My First School Jacksonville, Inc. (1)*
Kid's Place Learning Center, Inc. (2)*
Beebe School District
Bentonville School District
Bright Beginnings (Mays)
Busy Bee
Cedar Ridge School District
Child Development, Inc.
Child of Mine
Clarendon School District
Bigelow Assem. of God/Comm.Christian Acad.
Conway School District
Crowley's Ridge Education Cooperative
Danville School District
Dawson Education Cooperative
Decatur School District
DeQueen Mena Education Cooperative
Des Arc School District
Dewitt School District
Dollarway School District
Emmanuel Learning Center
First Presbyterian Church Warren
Focus, Inc.
Fort Smith Public Schools
Grandma's Child Care
Gurdon School District
Hamburg School District
Happy Day Christian Preschool
His Little Lambs
In His Image Youth Development Center, Inc.
Jackson Co. School District
Lakeside SD Hot Springs
Lincoln Consolidated Schools
Little Kids Daycare
Little Leaps
Love A Lots
Magnolia School District
Manila School District
Mansfield ABC, Inc.
Marmaduke School District
Melba Connelly dba Gram's House
Mineral Springs School District
Miss Mary's Preschool
Mother Goose
Mother's Touch FCCH
North Little Rock School District
OUR Education Cooperative
Paragould School District
Paris School District
Quality Child Care
Rogers School District

Purpose of Gra nt
Direct Services (change in ownership)
Direct Services (transfer)
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

Am ount
48,600.00
48,600.00
2,000.00
6,000.00
800.00
1,000.00
1,550.00
2,950.00
1,750.00
1,200.00
1,000.00
4,000.00
1,975.00
1,000.00
10,000.00
1,700.00
17,000.00
1,000.00
700.00
3,475.00
1,500.00
1,000.00
1,000.00
5,450.00
750.00
875.00
3,500.00
500.00
800.00
4,000.00
1,500.00
1,825.00
750.00
850.00
1,000.00
500.00
2,500.00
1,000.00
1,500.00
1,400.00
1,000.00
500.00
500.00
500.00
750.00
7,175.00
8,825.00
5,500.00
2,275.00
2,000.00
7,000.00

SEACBEC
Small Fry Preschool
South Central Service Cooperative
SW Arkansas Community Development
Texarkana School District
The Exploration Station
Trumann School District
Valley View School District
Vilonia School District
Western Yell County School District
White County Central School District
Helena-West Helena School District
Paragould School District
ASU Programs for Children/Families in the Delta
Bentonville School District
Bright Beginnings (Mays)
Crowley's Ridge Education Cooperative
Dawson Education Cooperative
DeQueen Mena Education Cooperative
East End (Bigelow) School District
Fayetteville School District
Lead Hill School District
Lincoln Consolidated Schools
North Little Rock School District
OUR Education Cooperative
South Central Education Cooperative
Springdale School District
Texarkana Arkansas School District #7
Van Buren School District
TOTAL

Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Enhancement Grant
Even Start
Even Start
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant
Quality Grant

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

3,000.00
300.00
5,425.00
750.00
3,225.00
1,500.00
2,000.00
1,500.00
2,250.00
950.00
1,000.00
50,000.00
50,000.00
800.00
1,200.00
600.00
800.00
6,600.00
600.00
600.00
2,200.00
800.00
800.00
1,200.00
600.00
600.00
1,600.00
2,400.00
800.00
368,625.00

Age nc y
My First School, Inc. (1)*
Busy Body Quality Child Care Program
Kidz World Child Development Center, Inc.
Randrinar, L.L.C. D/B/A Shining Star Academy (2)*

Cha nge in Gra nt St a t us
Voluntary Termination/Transfer
Voluntary Termination
Voluntary Termination
Voluntary Termination/Transfer

Effe c t ive Da t e
1/1/2010
11/1/2009
11/1/2009
11/30/2009

October 2009
Sunrise Child Development Center
West Memphis, AR
Owner: Gwen Brown
Funded ABC Slots: 20
Current Enrollment: 15
ERS Scores
Date
Score
2/28/08 2.14
11/6/08 2.56
5/14/09 3.67
History:
Participation with ABC program began in 2007-2008.
Program Improvement/Compliance Plans (financial and programmatic) have been
issued since 2007 with only partial compliance met each year.
≠ Documents on file show repeated notices sent via mail, email, and fax of issues
that need attention with no response from the Provider.
≠ Staff turnover has been an ongoing problem with this program resulting in
instability for the children served in the program.
≠ An IRS levy has been issued against this program totaling $19,041.63 as a result
of non-payment of taxes.
≠ During the last ABC monitoring visit on 10/22/09, documents were not available
for review even though the program had prior notice that the review would take
place.
≠ Compliance issues were documented in the following areas on the items that were
available for review:
o Children’s Records were incomplete-missing eligibility documentation
(financial, birth certificates, up-to-date immunizations, developmental
screenings)
o 2 ineligible children enrolled in the program
o Information in COPA not accurate when compared to the daily sign-in
sheets
o Lunch served did not meet USDA requirements
o Minimum licensing requirements in violation-staff/child ratio, electrical
outlets uncovered, smoke detectors not working.
≠ Visit made by Licensing Specialist on 10/28 and 10/29/09
o Children were sent home because the water was shut off upon the
Specialist arrival
o Transportation was suspended due to the fact that the facility had been
transporting toddler and preschool children without the use of car seats
o Use of the playground suspended due to large holes on the playground
with some measuring 6 feet deep and 2-3 feet wide. The holes were full of
water creating a drowning hazard.
Recommendation:
≠ Terminate this grant effective November 1, 2009.
≠
≠

Agency # 005.19

Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the
Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability Program
and the Academic Distress Program
December 14, 2009

1.0

Regulatory Authority
1.01

These Rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education
Emergency Rules Governing the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing,
Assessment and Accountability Program (ACTAAP).

1.02

The State Board of Education promulgated these Rules pursuant to
implementation of A.C.A. §§ 6-11-105, 6-15-401 et seq., 6-15-431, 6-15th

437, 6-15-2009, 25-15-204 and Act 2243 of the 85 Arkansas General
Assembly Act 1307 of 2009.
2.0

Purposes of Rules
2.01

To develop a single comprehensive testing, assessment and
accountability program, which applies to and governs all public schools
and public school districts in Arkansas.

2.02

To develop a single comprehensive testing, assessment and
accountability program which utilizes the most current and effective
testing, evaluation and assessment research information designed to
achieve the following:
2.02.1 Clear academic standards that are periodically reviewed and
revised;
2.02.2 Professional development standards for all administrators,
teachers and instructional support personnel;
2.02.3 Expected achievement levels;
2.02.4 Reporting on student achievement and other indicators;
2.02.5 School and school district evaluation data;
2.02.6 A system of sanctions and rewards based on performance of
schools and school districts; and
2.02.7 Compliance with current federal and state law and State Board of
Education policies.

2.03

To ensure that all students in the public schools of Arkansas have an
equal opportunity to demonstrate grade-level academic proficiency
through the application of knowledge and skills in the core academic
subjects consistent with state curriculum frameworks, performance
standards and assessments.

ADE 247-1
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3.0

2.04

To improve student learning and classroom instruction and to support
high academic standards for all students, including identifiable subgroups,
by establishing the provisions, procedures and requirements for the
student assessment program.

2.05

To require point-in-time intervention when it is determined that a
student(s) is not performing at grade level.

2.06

To outline testing and assessment security and confidentiality
requirements.

2.07

To establish a program to identify, evaluate, assist and advise public
school districts in academic distress.

Definitions – For the purpose of these Rules, the following terms mean:
3.01

―Academic Content Standards‖ – a series of documents that specify what
a student enrolled in an Arkansas Public School should know and be able
to do. These Academic Content Standards also provide the foundation for
development of the State assessment system.

3.02

―Academic Distress‖ – a classification assigned to any public school
district in which 75% or more of its students perform at the ―below basic‖
performance level on the criterion-referenced assessments administered
in that district.

3.03

"Academic Improvement Plan‖ – a plan detailing supplemental or
intervention and remedial instruction, or both, in deficient academic areas
for any student who is not proficient on the state-mandated criterionreferenced assessments and state mandated developmental appropriate
assessments for K-2 (or delayed as that term is defined in ―Uniform
Readiness Screening‖).

3.04

―Adequate Yearly Progress‖ – the level of academic performance required
of public schools or school districts on the state-mandated criterionreferenced assessments and/or other indicators as required in the
ACTAAP, which shall comply with State and Federal law.

3.05

―Alternative Education Intervention Program‖ – A special instructional
program for students who have been retained for two consecutive years.
The program shall include research-based learning opportunities and
instructional strategies.

3.06

―Approved Early Reading Assessments‖ – Those assessments that
identify students’ strengths and weaknesses in all of the elements of
reading as described in the Report of the National Reading Panel.

3.07

―Approved Intensive Reading Program‖ – Programs of high-quality
instruction that include the essential elements of reading described in the
Report of the National Reading Panel.

ADE 247-2
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3.08

―Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program‖ – means the testing
component of Arkansas Comprehensive, Testing, Assessment and
Accountability Program, which shall consist of developmentally
appropriate assessments for kindergarten, Grades one and two, national
norm-referenced tests in Grades 3 through 9, any other assessments as
required by the State Board of Education, criterion-references tests for
Grades 3 through 8, or other assessments which are based on
researched best practices as determined by qualified experts which would
be in compliance with federal and state law, End-of-Course tests for
designated grades and content areas, and the high school literacy test.

3.09

―Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment and Accountability
Program‖ – means a comprehensive system that focus on high academic
standards, professional development, student assessments, and
accountability for all schools.

3.10

―Arkansas Comprehensive School Improvement Plan (ACSIP)‖ – a plan
developed by a local school team based on an analysis of student
performance data and other relevant data that provides a plan of action to
address deficiencies in student performance as evidenced in the
Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program as defined in Section
3.08. This plan shall be reviewed annually and monitored at least every
two years. Components of the plan include professional development,
technology, and materials and resources necessary to carry out the
activities of the plan. Additionally, this plan shall become the application
for all instructional federal programs as administered by the Department
of Education.

3.11

―Awards‖ – financial or other recognition of a public school structured to
recognize schools that demonstrate and maintain high performance over
time and to recognize schools that demonstrate growth on the statemandated indicators. Awards also can be used to highlight individual
schools so that their practices can be adopted in other schools and
districts across the state.

3.12

―Benchmarks/Grade-Level Benchmarks‖ – Academic Content Standards
and/or grade-level statements of what a student should know and be able
to do. The Grade-Level Benchmarks provide guidance to classroom
teachers in planning instruction aligned with the Academic Content
Standards.

3.13

―Board‖ – The Arkansas State Board of Education.

3.14

―Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT)‖ – an assessment required by state
statute, rule or regulation which is designed by the State to measure
student performance/achievement on the State’s Academic Content
Standards.

3.15

―Department‖ – The Arkansas Department of Education.
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3.16

―District Improvement Plan‖ – a compilation of the individual school
improvement plans which align the district’s resources to meet the needs
of the individual school’s plans. The main focus of the district
improvement plan shall be to ensure that all students have an opportunity
to demonstrate proficiency on all portions of state-mandated criterionreferenced assessments.

3.17

―Early Intervention‖ – a short-term, intensive, focused individualized
instruction developed from ongoing, daily, systemic assessment that
occurs while a child is in the initial, kindergarten through grade one (K -1),
stages of learning.

3.18

―Elementary School‖ – public school(s) having some combination of
grades kindergarten through four (K – 4).

3.19

―End-of-Course Exam Test‖ – an a criterion-referenced assessment
taken at upon the successful completion of a course of study to determine
whether a student demonstrates, according to a requisite scale score
established by rule of the Board, attainment of the necessary knowledge
and skills necessary for proficiency in that course.

3.20

―Essential Elements – Early Reading‖
Comprehension – Understanding and remembering what is read
Decoding and Word Recognition (Phonics) – Recognizing words
accurately, fluently, and independently
Fluency – Ability to read text accurately, quickly and with expression
Phonemic Awareness – Ability to hear and manipulate the sound
structure of language
Vocabulary – Words that must be known to communicate effectively

3.21

―Grade Level‖ – performance of a student (or group of students) at the
proficient level on benchmark assessments at the specified grade that is
age-appropriate for that student(s).

3.22

―High School‖ – public school(s) having some combination of grades 9 –
12.

3.23

―Intensive Reading Improvement Plan (IRI)‖ – An intervention program for
any K-2 student identified with substantial reading difficulties.

3.24

―Longitudinal Tracking‖ – means tracking individual student yearly
academic achievement gains based on scheduled and annual
assessments.

3.25

―Middle School‖ – public school(s) having some combination of grades
five through eight (5 – 8).

3.26

―Norm-Referenced Test (NRT)‖ – an assessment required by state law,
rule or regulation to measure the performance/achievement of Arkansas
students relative to the achievement of students who comprised the norm
or standardization group for a particular commercial instrument.
ADE 247-4
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3.27

―Participation in Remediation‖ The amount of student involvement
required in a student academic improvement plan that addresses those
deficiencies for that student.

3.28

―Pass Rate‖ – The pass rate for the Benchmark Exams and the
developmental appropriate assessments for K – 2 shall be proficiency.
However, the pass rate for end-of-course and high school literacy shall be
those scores established and independently approved by the State Board
of Education. (See 6.03 for the proficiency definition)

3.29

―Public School District/Public School‖ – those school districts and schools
(including open-enrollment charter schools) created pursuant to Title 6 of
the Arkansas Code and subject to the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing,
Assessment and Accountability Program except specifically excluding
those schools or educational programs created by or receiving authority
to exist pursuant to §6-15-501; §9-28-205, and §12-29-301 through §1229-310, or other provisions of Arkansas law.

3.30

―Remediation‖ – a process of providing corrective, specialized
supplemental instruction to help a student overcome academic
deficiencies pursuant to their student academic improvement plan.

3.31

―Safe Harbor‖ – An alternate method of demonstrating Adequate Yearly
Progress under the No Child Left Behind Act determined by decreasing
the percent of students not performing at the proficient level on the
Criterion Referenced Assessments by at least ten percent. Safe Harbor
can only be applied if the school meets the secondary indicator condition
and tests 95% or more of eligible students.

3.32

―Sanction‖ – intervention by the state to assist teaching and learning at a
public school or a public school district that fails to meet expected
performance goals on the state-mandated criterion-referenced
assessments and/or other indicators.

3.33

―School Improvement‖ – the initial classification applied to a school that
fails to meet adequate yearly progress for two successive years.

3.34

―Starting Point‖ – a specific figure for grade-level clusters K- 5, 6-8, and 912 in the content areas of literacy and mathematics which was derived by
determining the school at the 20th percentile in the state based on total
enrollment, among all schools ranked by the percentage of students at
the proficient level, using data for the 2001-2002 school year or
subsequent year for which there is a recalculation.

3.35

―Secure Examination or Assessment‖ – an assessment instrument,
materials or other student achievement evaluation method required by
State statute, rule or regulation that is administered to assess student
performance or achievement and takes place on the dates specified on
the testing/assessment calendar developed by the Commissioner of the
Department.
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4.0

3.36

―Substantial Reading Deficiency‖ – a determination for first and second
grade students who score in the Below Basic Category on the State
Reading Assessment in the previous school year and for kindergarten
students who are rated as Delayed in both oral communication and
written language on the Uniform Reading Scale (URS).

3.37

―Uniform Readiness Screening‖ - uniform, objective evaluation
procedures specifically formulated for children entering public school for
the first time that are intended for either kindergarten or first grade, as
appropriate, and developed or adopted by the Board.

3.38

―Value-Added Computations of Student Gains‖ – statistical analyses of
the educational impact of the school’s instructional delivery system on
individual student learning using a comparison of previous and post
student achievement gains.

Academic Content Standards
4.01

The Board shall establish clear, specific, challenging academic content
standards, which define what students shall know and be able to do in
each content area.

4.02

The Board shall establish a schedule for periodic review and revision of
academic content standards to ensure Arkansas academic content
standards are rigorous and equip students to compete in the global
workforce. For each review, the Department will provide the following:
4.02.1 Study and consideration of academic content standards from
across the nation and international levels as appropriate;
4.02.2 Study and consideration of evaluations from national groups or
organizations as appropriate;
4.02.3 Committees composed of Arkansas teachers and instructional
supervisory personnel from public schools, assisted by teachers
from institutions of higher education;
4.02.4 Review and input by the Departments of Higher Education and
Workforce Education as well as community members; and
4.02.5 Public dissemination of revised academic content standards on the
Department Website.

4.03

The Board shall provide for external review of revised standards by
nationally recognized content experts in the discipline/area under
consideration.

4.04

The Board shall establish a clear, concise system of reporting the
academic performance of each school on the state’s mandated criterion-

ADE 247-6

Agency # 005.19

referenced assessments and the norm-referenced assessments, which
conform to current state and federal law.
4.05

5.0

Each local school/school district shall engage in a procedure that will
assure that the academic standards for every level - grades kindergarten
through twelve (K-12) are aligned and education and financial resources
are aligned with student performance expectations at each level.

Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program
The Board shall establish a statewide assessment system for Grades K through
12 to be implemented in each public school in the State by the Department. All
districts shall comply with the requirements of the assessment system. Failure to
do so shall result in a recommendation to the Board for Probationary status or
loss of accreditation as set out in the Standards for Accreditation, or for other
intervention or sanction as allowed or required by these rules, state or federal
law.
Local district school boards shall not establish school calendars that jeopardize
or limit the valid testing and comparison of student learning gains.
5.01

Kindergarten, Grade One and Grade Two
5.01.1 The Board shall adopt and the Department shall implement a
developmentally appropriate, uniform school readiness screening
to validate a child’s school readiness as part of a comprehensive
evaluation decision. Beginning with the 2004-2005 school year
and thereafter, the Department shall require that all school
districts administer the uniform school readiness-screening
instrument to each kindergarten student in the district prior to or
upon the entry into kindergarten. Children who enter public school
for the first time in first grade must be administered the uniform
school readiness screening instrument as modified for use in first
grade to determine placement.
5.01.2 Kindergarten, Grades 1 and 2: The Department shall select a
developmentally appropriate assessment to be administered to all
students in kindergarten, Grades one (1) and two (2) in reading
and mathematics.

5.02

Criterion-Referenced Tests - Grades three through eight and high school
5.02.1 The Department shall develop and implement criterion-referenced
assessments as follows: (1) Grades three (3) through eight (8)
which measure application of knowledge and skills in reading and
writing literacy and mathematics and science in Grades 5 and 7;
(2) End-of-Course testing in Algebra I, geometry and Biology I
(Biology begins in 2007-2008); (3) High school literacy that
measures application of knowledge and skills in reading and
writing literacy; and (4) social studies as funds are available and
approved by the State Board of Education.
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5.02.2 All criterion-referenced assessments shall be based on the
Arkansas Curriculum Frameworks and Academic Content
Standards.
5.02.3 All students in Grades 3 – 8 as well as all students enrolled in
courses for which End-of-Course assessments are administered,
shall take the criterion-referenced assessments on the testing
dates established by the Department. This requirement includes
the high school literacy assessment. This authority shall include
field testing and any other requirements needed to establish fullydeveloped assessment instruments and methodologies.
5.02.4 Each school district shall administer criterion-referenced
assessments to its students according to procedures established
by the Commissioner of Education and specified in the applicable
assessment administration materials.
5.02.5 Accounting for Students with Disabilities and Limited English
Proficient Students
5.02.5.1

Each student in the specified grades shall
participate as outlined in the test coordinator’s
handbook. A student shall participate in the
Arkansas Alternate Assessment Program only upon
the formal determination of :

5.02.5.1.1

The student’s individual education program
(IEP) committee, as documented in the
student’s individual educational program; or

5.02.5.2

The Individual Education Program (IEP) committee
shall determine whether or not participation in the
standard state assessment program is appropriate
for students with IEPs. Students with disabilities for
whom it is deemed inappropriate to take the
standard state assessments (Benchmarks and
End-of-Course) with the established
accommodations shall participate in the Arkansas
Alternate Assessment Program following the
guidelines established by the Board.

5.02.5.3

Scores for students with disabilities shall be reported
with other assessment results from the school.

5.02.5.4

LEP students shall participate in all required
criterion referenced assessments. LEP students
may access state approved accommodations
provided such accommodations have been
recommended by the language proficiency
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assessment committee and are used regularly in
classroom instruction and assessment.
5.02.5.5

5.03

LEP students with less than one year in a U.S.
school will not be required to take the State
required literacy benchmark test or the High school
literacy test. Districts may exercise this option. LEP
students must take the appropriate mathematics
test.

Norm-Referenced Assessments
5.03.1 The Board shall adopt a norm-referenced test to be administered
in Grade 3 through Grade 9 in mathematics and reading, which
shall be administered by the Department annually.
5.03.2 Each school district shall administer the norm-referenced
assessments to its students according to procedures established
by the Department and specified in the applicable test
administration materials.
5.03.3 The Department shall establish mandatory training sessions for
local district testing coordinators and other appropriate school
personnel to ensure understanding of the norm-referenced
assessments, proper administration of assessments, security, and
effective use of the assessment reporting data to improve
classroom instruction and learning.

5.04

National Assessment of Educational Progress
5.04.1 Selected schools shall participate in any or all components of the
National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP).
5.04.2 Any school that fails to participate in the administration of any
NAEP assessment shall be reported to the Board and may be
subject to probationary status as set out in the Standards for
Accreditation

5.05

Test Administration
5.05.1 The Department shall establish mandatory training sessions for
local district testing coordinators and other appropriate school
personnel to ensure understanding of the administration of
assessments and effective use of assessment reporting data to
improve classroom instruction and learning to provide program
evaluation;
5.05.2 The superintendent or his/her designee in each school district shall
be responsible for coordinating all local assessment activities
including:
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5.05.3 Scheduling testing times of all affected campuses according to the
testing calendar developed by the Department;
5.05.4 Ensuring that security is maintained as specified in the appropriate
testing administration materials;
5.05.5 Ensuring that all district personnel involved in the testing have
been properly trained as specified by the Department;
5.05.6 Ensuring that all testing instruments are administered to all
students according to the procedures established by the
Commissioner of Education;
5.05.7 Ensuring that all assessment documents and student identification
information are properly and accurately coded; and
5.05.8 Attesting whether ALL students have participated in the
appropriate grade-level assessment(s).
5.05.9 Recommending for adoption by local school boards a school
calendar that in no way jeopardizes or limits the valid testing and
comparison of students’ learning gains.
5.05.10 The appropriate test administration materials shall specify any
allowable accommodations available to students participating in
the administration of standard state assessments.
5.05.11 All students enrolled in a State-tested grade shall be accounted
for in the State Assessment System.
5.06

A Technical Advisory Committee composed of nationally-recognized
testing experts and psychometricians shall be selected by the
Commissioner of Education and shall advise the Department in all
technical aspects of the assessment system.

5.07

Security and Confidentiality
5.07.1 Violation of the security or confidential integrity of any assessment
is prohibited.
5.07.2 The Board shall sanction a person who engages in conduct
prohibited by this section, as provided under Arkansas Code §617-405 and following the Process for Certificate Invalidation as
approved by the Board. Additionally, the Board may sanction a
school district and/or school in which conduct prohibited in this
section occurs.
5.07.3 Procedures for maintaining the security and confidential integrity of
all assessment instruments and procedures shall be specified in
the appropriate test administration instructions. Conduct that
violates the security or confidential integrity of an assessment is
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defined as any departure from either the requirements established
by the Commissioner of the Department for the administration of
the assessment or from the procedures specified in the applicable
test administration materials. Conduct of this nature may include,
but is not limited to the following acts and omissions:
5.07.3.1 Viewing secure assessment materials;
5.07.3.2 Duplicating secure assessment materials;
5.07.3.3 Disclosing the contents of any portion of secure
assessment materials;
5.07.3.4 Providing, suggesting, or indicating to an examinee a
response or answer to any secure assessment
items;
5.07.3.5 Aiding or assisting an examinee with a response or
answer to any secure assessment item;
5.07.3.6 Changing or altering any response or answer of an
examinee to a secure assessment item;
5.07.3.7 Failing to follow the specified testing procedures or to
proctor students;
5.07.3.8 Failing to administer the assessment on the designated
testing dates;
5.07.3.9 Encouraging or assisting an individual to engage in the
conduct described in this subsection;
5.07.3.10 Failing to report to appropriate authority that an
individual has engaged in conduct set forth is this
section;
5.07.3.11 Failing to follow the specified procedures and required
criteria for alternate assessments; or,
5.07.3.12 Failing to return the secured test booklets back to the
testing company in a timely manner.
5.07.4 The superintendent of each school district shall develop
procedures to ensure the security and confidential integrity of all
assessment instruments and test items. The superintendent shall
be responsible for immediately notifying the Department in writing
of conduct that violates the security or confidential integrity of an
examination or assessment.
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6.0

Student Performance Levels
6.01

The Board shall establish four (4) performance levels for each criterionreferenced assessment administered as part of ACTAAP. The Board
shall establish five (5) performance levels for the Alternate Assessment
for Students with Disabilities as part of ACTAAP. Those performance
levels shall be not evident, emergent, supported independence, functional
independence, and independent. Performance levels shall be established
for mathematics, reading/language arts and science independently.
Additionally, the Board shall establish a pass rate for each end-of-course
and high school literacy assessment.

6.02

The Board shall establish four (4) performance levels for Grades K-2 for
the norm-referenced assessment administered as part of the Arkansas
Comprehensive Assessment Program for reading and mathematics. The
following numerical scores define those performance levels.
Mathematics Norm Referenced Assessment
standard score cut scores*
Grade Below Basic Basic
Proficient Advanced
K
1
2

0-120
0-134
0-148

121-128
135-146
149-164

129-136
147-159
165-181

137-400
160-400
182-400

*Lowest possible standard score value is 80
Reading Norm-Referenced Assessment
standard score cut scores*
Grade Below Basic Basic
Proficient Advanced
K
1
2

0-119
0-136
0-153

120-127
137-145
154-165

128-137
146-158
166-182

138-400
159-400
183-400

*Lowest possible standard score value is 80
6.03

Beginning in the 2009-2010 school year, all students in Grade 9 or below
who are in enrolled in Algebra I are required to complete and meet the
requisite scale score on the End-of-Course Algebra I Examination in order
to receive an academic credit towards graduation. The Board shall
establish a requisite scale score of student performance on the End-ofCourse Algebra I Examination. The following numerical scores define
those performance levels.
End-of-Course Algebra I
Pass Scale Score
Not Pass
Pass
158 and Below
159 and Above
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6.034 The following numerical scores define the performance levels on the
criterion-referenced assessments and on the Students with Disabilities
Alternate Assessment for not evident, emergent, supported
independence, functional independence and independent. Functional
independence and independent are considered to be grade level.
Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessments (Augmented Benchmark Exams)
Scale Score Ranges
Grade
Below Basic
Basic
Proficient
Advanced
3
0 - 408
409 - 499
500 - 585
586 & above
4
0 - 494
495 - 558
559 - 639
640 & above
5
0 - 543
544 - 603
604 - 696
697 & above
6
0 - 568
569 - 640
641 - 721
722 & above
7
0 - 621
622 - 672
673 - 763
764 & above
8
0 - 654
655 - 699
700 - 801
802 & above
Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessments (Benchmarks)
raw score points
Grade
Below Basic
Basic
Proficient
Advanced
3
0 – 22
23 – 39
40 – 56
57 – 80
4
0 – 31
32 – 44
45 – 60
61 – 80
5
0 – 30
31 – 42
43 – 60
61 – 80
6
0 – 29
30 – 45
46 – 60
61 – 80
7
0 – 27
28 – 37
38 – 56
57 – 80
8
0 – 29
30 – 38
39 – 59
60 – 80

Literacy Criterion Referenced Assessments (Augmented Benchmark
Exams)
Scale Score Ranges
Grade
Below Basic
Basic
Proficient
Advanced
3
0 - 329
330 - 499
500 - 653
654 & above
4
0 - 353
354 - 558
559 - 747
748 & above
5
0 - 381
382 - 603
604 - 798
799 & above
6
0 - 416
417 - 640
641 - 822
823 & above
7
0 - 425
426 - 672
673 - 866
867 & above
8
0 - 506
507 - 699
700 - 913
914 & above
Literacy Criterion Referenced Assessments (Benchmarks)
raw score points
Grade Below Basic
Basic
Proficient Advanced
3
0 – 47
48 – 64
65 – 79
80 - 96
4
0 – 41
42 – 63
64 – 79
80 - 96
5
0 – 38
39 – 61
62 – 80
81 - 96
6
0 – 43
44 – 68
69 – 82
83 – 96
7
0 – 42
43 – 64
65 – 79
80 – 96
8
0 – 46
47 – 63
64 – 80
81 - 96
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Science Criterion Referenced Assessments (Augmented Benchmark Exams)
Scale Score Ranges
Grade
Below Basic
Basic
Proficient
Advanced
5
0 - 153
154 - 199
200 - 249
250 & above
7
0 - 151
152 - 199
200 - 249
250 & above

Below Basic
0 - 151

End-of-Course Algebra I
Scale Score Ranges
Basic
Proficient
152 - 199
200 - 249

Advanced
250 & above

End-of-Course Geometry
Scale Score Ranges
Below Basic

Basic

Proficient

Advanced

0 - 151

152 - 199

200 - 249

250 & above

Below Basic
0 - 145

End-of-Course Biology
Scale Score Ranges
Basic
Proficient
146 - 199
200 - 249

Advanced
250 & above

Below Basic
0 - 168

Grade 11 Literacy
Scale Score Ranges
Basic
Proficient
169 - 199
200 - 249

Advanced
250 & above

Mathematics Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities
Scale Score Ranges
Grade
Not
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independent
Evident
Independence Independence
3
520 - 672 673 - 703
704 - 708
709 - 723
724 - 733
4
523 - 673 674 - 707
708 - 712
713 - 721
722 - 736
5
545 - 674 675 - 708
709 - 713
714 - 725
726 - 733
6
535 - 677 678 - 708
709 - 714
715 - 722
723 - 731
7
478 - 675 676 - 705
706 - 713
714 - 720
721 - 731
8
484 - 697 698 - 717
718 - 725
726 - 727
728 - 738

Grade
3
4
5
6
7
8

Mathematics Alternate Assessment Students with Disabilities
raw score points
Not Evident
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independence
Independence
0-431
432-517
518-530
531-573
0-426
427-522
523-535
536-563
0-413
414-523
524-539
540-575
0-437
438-533
534-551
552-573
0-469
470-539
540-559
560-574
0-505
506-552
553-569
570-577
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Literacy Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities
Scale Score Ranges
Grade
Not
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independent
Evident
Independence Independence
3
487- 663 664 - 685
686 - 710
711 - 730
731 - 734
4
503 - 672 673 - 692
693 - 712
713 - 727
728 - 733
5
545 - 664 665 - 692
693 - 717
718 - 730
731 - 735
6
518 - 637 638 - 684
685 - 709
710 - 721
722 - 732
7
464 - 620 621 - 674
675 - 708
709 - 722
723 - 736
8
442 - 622 623 - 690
691 - 719
720 - 726
727 - 742

Literacy Alternate Assessment Students with Disabilities
raw score points
Grade
Not Evident
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independent
Independence
Independence
3
0-387
388-436
437-490
491-533
534-540
4
0-399
400-447
448-493
494-527
528-540
5
0-340
341-420
421-491
492-527
528-540
6
0-302
303-420
421-485
486-515
516-540
7
0-311
312-420
421-487
488-513
514-540
8
0-327
328-448
449-501
502-514
515-540
End of Course Geometry
End of Course Algebra I
Performance Standards
Performance Standards
Advanced
250 & above Advanced
250 & above
Proficient
200 – 249
Proficient
200-249
Basic
154-199
Basic
151-199
Below Basic
153 & below Below Basic
150 & below
Literacy (High school)
Performance Standards
Advanced
250 & above
Proficient
200 – 249
Basic
169-199
Below Basic
168 & below

Science Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities
Scale Score Ranges
Grade

Not
Evident

Emergent

Supported
Independence

Functional
Independence

Independent

5
7

563 - 700
490 - 670

701 - 718
671 - 688

719 - 723
689 - 705

724 - 730
706 - 720

731 - 736
721 - 733

Grade 9 Mathematics Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities
Scale Score Ranges
Not Evident
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independent
Independence
Independence
0 - 99

100 -149

150 -199
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Grade 11 Literacy Alternate Assessment for Students with Disabilities
Scale Score Ranges
Not Evident
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independent
Independence
Independence
483 - 595
596 - 655
656 - 680
681 - 692
693 - 740

Not Evident
486 - 600

7.0

Science Grade 10 Alternate Assessment
Scale Score Ranges
Emergent
Supported
Functional
Independence
Independence
601 - 664

665 - 692

693 - 715

Independent
716 - 742

Student Accountability
7.01

By the year 2013-2014 all students are expected to perform at the
proficient level or above.

7.02

Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, a) students identified as failing
to achieve at the proficient level on the State 2004-2005 or any
subsequent mandated CRT (as referenced in Section 6.03 tables:
Mathematics Criterion Referenced Assessments, Benchmarks, raw score
points and Literacy Criterion Referenced Assessments, Benchmarks, raw
score points, etc.); b) students in Grade K scoring delayed on either
written language or oral communications and scoring delayed in
mathematics on the state mandated uniform readiness screening (as
referenced in Sections 3.36 and 3.37 Uniform Readiness Screening); and
c) students in Grades 1 and 2 not scoring proficient on the state
mandated NRT(as referenced in Section 6.02 tables, Mathematics Norm
Referenced Assessment standard score cut scores and Reading NormReferenced Assessment standard score cut scores), shall be evaluated
by school personnel, who shall jointly develop, a remediation plan with
the student’s parents. The remediation plan (AIP or if appropriate IRI) will
assist the student in achieving the expected standard and will describe
the parent’s role and responsibilities as well as the consequences for the
student’s failure to participate in the plan.
7.02.1 The AIP shall be prepared using the format designed by the
Department of Education. However, the local school may adjust
the format as deemed necessary.
7.02.2 The AIP shall be developed cooperatively by appropriate teachers
and/or other school personnel knowledgeable about the student’s
performance or responsible for the remediation in consultation
with the student’s parents. An analysis of student strengths and
deficiencies based on test data and previous student records shall
be available for use in developing the Plan. The plan shall be
signed by the appropriate school administrator and the
parent/guardian.
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7.02.3 The AIP should be flexible, should contain multiple remediation
methods and strategies, and should include an intensive
instructional program different from the previous year’s regular
classroom instructional program. Examples of strategies and
methods include, but are not limited to, computer assisted
instruction, tutorial, extended year, learning labs within the school
day, Saturday school, double blocking instruction in deficient
areas during the school day, extended day etc.
7.02.4 The AIP shall include formative assessment strategies and shall
be revised periodically based on results from the formative
assessments.
7.02.5 The AIP shall include standards-based supplemental/remedial
strategies aligned with the child’s deficiencies.
7.02.6 A highly qualified teacher and/or a highly qualified
paraprofessional under the guidance of a highly qualified teacher
shall provide instructional delivery under the AIP.
7.02.7 The AIP should contain an implementation timeline that assures
the maximum time for remedial instruction.
7.02.8 AIPs should be individualized; however, similar deficiencies based
on test data, may be remediated through group instruction.
7.02.9 In any instance where a student with disabilities identified under
the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act has an
Individualized Education Program (IEP) that already addresses
any academic area or areas in which the student is not proficient
on state-mandated criterion-referenced assessments, the
individualized education program shall serve to meet the
requirement of an AIP.
7.03

Retention for failure to participate in the Academic Improvement Plan
7.03.1 School districts shall notify parents, guardians or caregivers of
remediation requirements and retention consequences for failure
to participate in the required remediation at the beginning of the
2004-2005 school year. Beginning with the 2005-2006 school
year, this information shall be included in the student handbook.
7.03.2 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, students in Grades
three through eight, identified for an AIP who do not participate in
the remediation program shall be retained. The local district shall
determine the extent of the required participation in remediation as
set forth in the student academic improvement plan.
7.03.3 Remedial instruction provided during high school years (Grades 7
– 12) may not be in lieu of English, mathematics, science or social
studies, or other core subjects required for graduation.
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7.03.4 Any student who does not score at the Proficient level on the
criterion–referenced assessments in reading, writing and
mathematics shall continue to be provided with remedial or
supplemental instruction until the expectations are met or the
student is not subject to compulsory school attendance.
7.03.5 Any student that has an AIP and fails to remediate, but scores at
the Proficient level on the criterion-referenced assessments, shall
not be retained.
7.03.6 Beginning in the 2005-2006 school year, students not proficient on
the End-of-Course tests or on the high school Literacy test, shall
participate in a remediation program to receive credit for the
corresponding course.
7.03.7 Beginning with the 2009-2010 school year, students who fail to
meet the pass rate on the end-of-course assessments shall not
receive credit for the course until at least one of the following
conditions are met. Any student failing to meet one of these
conditions shall not be entitled to graduate with a high school
diploma from an Arkansas high school or charter school.
7.03.7.1 The student is identified as meeting a satisfactory pass
level on a subsequent end-of-course assessment.
7.03.7.1.1 No student that is identified as having failed to
meet the satisfactory pass levels on an
initial end-of-course assessment shall be
entitled to take more than three (3)
additional subsequent end-of-course
assessments. ADE will determine annually
the schedule for administration of additional
assessments.
7.03.7.1.2 Prior to a student taking additional end-ofcourse assessments, the student shall be
given a sufficient opportunity and time for
remediation.
7.03.7.2 The student is identified as having, by the end of grade
twelve (12), finished an appropriate Alternate exit
course and is identified as having met a satisfactory
pass level on an Alternate assessment directly
related to the Alternate exit course.
7.03.7.2.1 Any student that fails to pass the end-of-course
assessment after three additional attempts
shall be required to take and pass an
Alternate exit course and meet a
satisfactory Alternate level score on a
subsequent Alternate assessment.
7.03.7.2.2 Alternate exit courses may be offered through a
distance learning class and may be offered
outside the normal school day.
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7.04

7.05

7.06

7.03.7.3 The student is identified as a student with
disabilities who, because of the nature of
the disabilities, cannot meet the
requirements. In such case that student
may graduate from high school by
demonstrating alternate competencies or
Alternate levels of competency as contained
in the student’s individualized education
program.
The results of End-of-Course assessments shall become a part of each
student’s transcript or permanent record. Each course for which a student
completes the assessment shall be recorded with the performance level
(advanced, proficient, basic or below-basic).
The Department shall implement a statistical system that shall provide the
best analysis of classroom, school, and school district effects on student
progress based on established, value-added longitudinal calculations,
which shall measure the difference in a student’s previous year’s
achievement compared to the current year achievement for the purposes
of improving student achievement, accountability, and recognition.
The approach used by the Department shall be in alignment with federal
statutes and developed in 2004-2005 to collect data to allow research and
evaluation of student achievement growth models.

7.07

The approach shall include value-added longitudinal calculations with
sufficient transparency in the model’s conception and operation to allow
others in the field to replicate the results.

7.08

Reading Deficiency for Students in Kindergarten through Grade Two
7.08.1 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, any student who
exhibits a substantial reading deficiency shall be provided
intensive reading instruction utilizing a scientifically-based reading
program. The intensive instruction shall systematically, explicitly,
and coherently provide instruction in the five essential elements of
reading as defined in Section 3.20.
7.08.2 During the 2005-2006 school year, the State Board of Education
shall establish performance levels for kindergarten, Grade 1 and
Grade 2 that define substantial difficulties in reading based on the
State mandated, developmentally appropriate assessment. The
State mandated Uniform Screening Readiness (USR) instrument
shall be used to determine substantial reading difficulty for
kindergarten students.
7.08.3 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, all kindergarten
students exhibiting substantial difficulties in reading will be
evaluated by school personnel for the purpose of diagnosing
specific reading difficulties. This evaluation will occur within 30
days of receiving the USR results.
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7.08.4 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, within 30 days of the
beginning of school, Grade 1 and Grade 2 students exhibiting
substantial difficulties in reading will be evaluated by school
personnel for the purpose of diagnosing specific reading
difficulties. However, in those school years in which the State
Board of Education shall revise the performance levels schools
shall be allowed 30 days from the date of the final approval to
conduct the evaluation.
7.08.5 The evaluation shall include the Dynamic Indicators of Basic Early
Literacy Skills (DIBELS).
7.08.6 Beginning with the 2005-2006 school year, school personnel shall
develop an Intensive Reading Improvement plan (IRI) that
describes the intervention program for any student identified with
substantial reading difficulty. The IRI shall be developed
cooperatively by appropriate teachers and/or other school
personnel knowledgeable about the student’s performance or
responsible for remediation.
7.08.7 The IRI shall contain an implementation timeline that assures the
maximum time for remedial instruction. The intervention shall
occur during the regular school day whenever possible, but may
include extended day when appropriate. The intervention shall
supplement, and not supplant, core classroom instruction.
7.08.8 The IRI shall include valid and reliable progress monitoring
assessments to measure student growth toward the grade level
benchmarks in each essential element of reading.
7.08.9 The intensive reading instruction provided under the IRI shall
utilize strategies that are aligned with scientifically-based reading
research.
7.08.9.1 The intensive instruction shall systematically, explicitly
and coherently provide instruction in the five
essential areas of reading. The intensity and focus
of the instruction shall be based on the evaluation
results, teacher observation, and data from
progress monitoring assessments. The intervention
plan shall be revised periodically to reflect student
needs as indicated on progress monitoring
assessments.
7.08.9.2 The IRI should be individualized; however, similar
deficiencies may be remediated through group
instruction.
7.08.9.3 A highly qualified teacher and/or a highly qualified
paraprofessional under the guidance of a highly
qualified teacher shall provide instruction under the
IRI.
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7.08.9.4 The intervention shall continue until the child has reached
grade level benchmarks in all essential areas of
reading.
7.08.10 Student achievement in each of the essential elements shall be
monitored monthly after students complete the
intervention. Students who are not meeting current
expectations shall be provided additional interventions.
7.08.11 In any instance where a student with disabilities identified under
the Individuals with Disabilities Act has an IEP that already
addresses reading deficiencies, the individual education
program shall serve to meet the requirements of the IRI.
7.09 The parent or guardian of any student identified with a substantial reading
deficiency shall be notified in writing to include the following:
7.09.1 That the child has been identified as having a substantial
deficiency in reading;
7.09.2 A description of the current services that are provided to the child;
and,
7.09.3 A description of the proposed supplemental instructional services
and supports that will be provided to the child that are designed to
remediate the identified area of reading deficiency.
8.0

School Accountability
8.01

The Department of Education shall provide analyses of data produced by
the Arkansas Comprehensive Assessment Program and other reliable
measures of student learning to determine classroom, school, and school
district academic performance.

8.02

Student performance trend data shall be one of the components used in
developing objectives of the school improvement plan, internal
evaluations of instructional and administrative personnel, assignment of
staff, allocation of resources, acquisition of instructional materials and
technology, performance-based budgeting, and assignment of students
into educational programs of the local school program.

8.03

Each school shall develop one (1) Arkansas Comprehensive, School
Improvement Plan (ACSIP) focused on student achievement. This
requirement is intended to focus the school/school district annually on the
school’s performance data for the purposes of improved student
performance, based on data and the performance of students on the state
assessment system.

8.04

The purpose of ACSIP is to provide equal opportunity for all students,
including identifiable subgroups, to meet the expected performance levels
established by the Board on all State assessments.

ADE 247-21

Agency # 005.19

8.05

Consistent with the No Child Left Behind Act, each school must make
adequate yearly progress (AYP), based primarily on the administration of
the criterion-referenced assessments described in Section 5.02. In order
to make AYP, a school or school district must—
• Demonstrate that at least 95 percent of all students and of students
in each applicable subgroup, as provided in Section 8.06, at the
tested grade levels, participated in the assessments;
• Meet or exceed the annual measurable performance levels
described in Section 904.5, based on the percentages of students
scoring proficient or above on the assessments, overall and for each
applicable subgroup; or alternatively, if the total group or any
subgroup does not meet the annual measurable performance levels,
demonstrate that the percentage of students in that subgroup who did
not meet the proficient level for that year decreased by 10 percent of
that percentage from the preceding school year and that the subgroup
made progress on one additional academic indicator; and
• Show progress for all students on an additional academic indicator,
which shall be graduation rate for high schools and percent
attendance for elementary and middle schools.

8.06

The following subgroups must be included in the school/school district
data disaggregation:
8.06.1 Students with Disabilities
8.06.2 Students who are English Language Learners
8.06.3 Economically Disadvantaged Students
8.06.4 Ethnic Subgroups
8.06.4.1 Caucasian
8.06.4.2 African American
8.04.4.3 Hispanic

8.07

A school must meet AYP criteria overall and for each of these subgroups
that meets the minimum group size as determined by the Department of
Education and approved by the U.S. Department of Education.

8.08

The Department will determine AYP separately for mathematics and
literacy, using appropriate statistical treatments. Based on the single
statewide starting point described in this section, annual performance
levels assure that ALL students will reach proficient by school year 20132014.

8.09

The Department will determine for each school in the state the percent of
students performing at the proficient or advanced levels. This percentage
will be determined by computing the sum of students proficient or
advanced for the current year or the most recent three years across each
grade for which there is a criterion-referenced assessment. That sum is
divided by the total number of students assessed for that year or across
those three years and grades. This number shall include students taking
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alternate assessments. The percentage shall be determined separately
for mathematics and reading/literacy.
8.10

The AYP starting point regarding percent proficient on state assessments
will be determined for grade-level clusters K- 5; 6 – 8; and 9 – 12 and
separately for mathematics and reading/literacy.

8.11

The AYP starting point will be determined by ranking each school within
the grade-level by the percent proficient. Additionally, the ranking will
include the total student enrollment for those grades using October 1,
2002, data or October 1 of a subsequent year for which there is a
recalculation.

8.12

The Department will determine the school that contains the 20 percent
student of total enrollment – starting from the school with the lowest
percent proficient and counting upward. The percent proficient of that
school becomes the ―starting point‖ for determining AYP for that gradelevel cluster and content area.

8.13

The following table establishes the starting point and projected
performance level for each year of the twelve years addressed by the No
Child Left Behind Act.

th

Calculating AYP and Annual Expected Performance Levels

Year
05-06
Year
06-07
Year
07-08
Year
08-09
Year
09-10
Year
10-11
Year
11-12
Year
12-13
Year
13-14

K-5
Math
40.00

K-5
Literacy
42.40

6-8
Math
29.10

6-8
Literacy
35.20

9-12
Math
29.20

9-12
Literacy
35.50

47.50

49.60

37.96

43.30

38.05

43.56

55.00

56.80

46.83

51.40

46.90

51.63

62.50

64.00

55.69

59.50

55.75

59.69

70.00

71.20

64.55

67.60

64.60

67.75

77.50

78.40

73.41

75.70

73.45

75.81

85.00

85.60

82.28

83.80

82.30

83.88

92.50

92.80

91.14

91.90

91.15

91.94

100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00

100.00
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9.0

8.14

Each year, in determining whether a school has met the target of percent
proficient for that school year as listed on the chart, the Department shall
compare the school’s percent proficient in the appropriate grade-level
cluster and content area with the statewide projected goal for that year. A
school shall be deemed to have met AYP for a particular year for a
particular grade-level cluster and content area as long as the school
attains at least the statewide projected goal.

8.15

Schools/School Districts failing to meet expected performance standards
as established by the Board shall be subject to sanctions as specified in
school improvement or academic distress.

8.16

Schools/School Districts exemplifying exceptional performance levels
and/or growth patterns shall be recognized for exemplary performance
and will be eligible to participate in the rewards program.

Accountability
Schools failing to meet Adequate Yearly Progress as determined under these
Rules shall be classified subject to the following consequences.
9.01

A school will be identified in alert status if it has not made AYP in the
same subject (Mathematics or Literacy) for one year.

9.02

A school will be identified as in Improvement Status if it has not made
AYP in the same subject (Mathematics or Literacy) for two consecutive
years.

9.03

A school in Alert Status or Improvement Status that fails to make AYP,
but does not fail to make AYP in the same subject for two consecutive
years, will remain in its existing status for the following school year.

9.04

The first year a school fails to meet expected performance levels, that
school shall be classified as on Alert Status. Any school classified on
Alert Status shall be required to review and/or revise the school’s ACSIP
Plan with special attention given to State designated subgroup(s) which
failed to meet expected performance levels.

9.05

The local school board president and the superintendent of a public
school or school district identified by the Department in school
improvement shall be notified in writing by the Department, via certified
mail, return receipt requested, and the school district shall have a right to
appeal to the Commissioner of the Department. The written appeal must
be received in the Office of the Commissioner of Education within thirty
(30) calendar days of the receipt of notice.

9.06

The second year a school fails to make Adequate Yearly Progress, that
school shall be classified as Year 1 of School Improvement. Any school
classified in Year 1 of School Improvement shall offer eligible students
choice options to another school in the district not in school improvement.
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9.07

The third year a school fails to make Adequate Yearly Progress, that
school shall be classified as Year 2 of School Improvement. Any school
classified in Year 2 of School Improvement shall offer eligible students
supplementary educational services in keeping with federal guidelines in
addition to continued consequences from Year 1 of School Improvement.

9.08

Should a school fail to make Adequate Yearly Progress in the fourth year,
the Board shall advance that school into corrective action. Schools in
corrective action must continue to offer consequences from School
Improvement Year 2 and the school must implement a plan, with the
approval of the Department, having specified corrective actions.

9.09

Should a school fail to make Adequate Yearly Progress in the fifth year,
the Board shall advance that school into restructuring. In restructuring the
Department may require the school to dismiss staff and administrators,
annex the school to another school that is not in school improvement,
and/or take other such action as deemed necessary by the Department
and the Board.

9.10

Once a school has been identified in school improvement, that school
must meet the standard(s) for which it failed to meet for two consecutive
years to be considered for removal.

9.11

Schools that receive Title I funds must meet all funding requirements as
specified by federal guidelines. Schools that do not receive Title I funds
must implement programming in keeping with the school’s ACSIP Plan as
revised.

9.12

Beginning with the 2006-2007 school year, schools designated in year
three, four or five school improvement shall participate in a scholastic
audit conducted by the Department of Education (or its designees).
19.12.1 Results of the scholastic audit shall be presented to the
superintendent within four (4) weeks of completing the scholastic
audit. The audit shall make recommendations to improve
teaching and learning for inclusion in the comprehensive school
improvement plan.

9.13 School Performance Rating System
9.13.1

The Department of Education will establish a working task force
during the 2004-2005 school year to assist in the development
of the rating system. The task force shall include educators,
parents, and business/community stakeholders. In order to
keep the rating system reliable and valid, a Technical Advisory
Committee composed of nationally recognized accountability
experts, statisticians, and psychometricians shall be selected by
the Commissioner of Education and shall advise the Department
in all technical aspects of the accountability system. The rating
system shall include the establishment of a performance level
and an improvement level. The improvement level shall be
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assigned in the 2007-2008 school year and the performance
level shall be assigned no later than the 2009-2010 school year.
The ADE will implement a pilot system of performance levels
required by A.C.A. § 6-15-1903, at least one (1) year prior to the
year of implementation required by law. The performance level
designations may be applied to any school district requesting to
be classified by such performance designations as allowed by
A.C.A. § 6-15-1903 (b) (1).
9.14

Performance Category Levels
9.14. 1 The Department of Education shall prepare an annual report,
which shall describe the school rating system. The annual
report shall designate two (2) category levels for each school.
The first category, annual performance, is based on the
performance from the prior year on the criterion-referenced test
and end–of–course exams. The second category, growth, shall
be based on the schools’ improvement gains tracked
longitudinally and using value-added calculations on the
criterion-referenced assessment
9.14.2

9.15

The initial annual report shall identify schools as being in one (1)
of the following annual performance category levels, based on
the criterion-referenced Benchmark exams, as defined in 6-15404(g) (1), and defined according to rules of the State Board of
Education:
(1)
―Level 5‖, schools of excellence;
(2)
―Level 4‖, schools exceeding the standards;
(3)
―Level 3‖, schools meeting the standards;
(4)
―Level 2‖, schools on alert; or
(5)
―Level 1‖, schools in need of immediate improvement.

For the years 2004-2005 through 2008-2009, school will not be
assigned annual school performance category levels, unless an annual
performance category levels is requested by the school.

9.16 Annual School Performance Rating: Weighted Average Approach
9.16.1

Since the ACTAAP testing program in Arkansas was designed as
a criterion-referenced assessment system with performance
standards, the standards for student performance can be used to
develop a rating index of school performance.

9.16.2

Numerical values to be used as weighting factors can be
assigned to each students’ performance category (Advanced = 4;
Proficient = 3; Basic = 2; Below Basic = 1)

9.16.3

With these weights assigned to the performance levels, a
performance index for the school can be computed by multiplying
the weights of the performance levels times the number of
students scoring in the performance category.
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9.16.4

The sum of the weighted student performance for each subject
and grade in the school is divided by the total number of students
testing the subjects and grades. The resulting average for the
school is an index of performance that will range between 1.0
and 4.0.

9.17 Achievement Rating Weighted Average Approach
9.17.1 Assigned the following points:
4 points per student scoring in the advanced category,
3 points per student scoring in the proficient category;
2 points per student scoring in the basic category,
1 point per student scoring in the below basic category.
Points = Number of student scoring in category X points assigned
to categories
9.17.2 Example
Number of
Students
10
30
40
20

9.18

Scoring
Category

Points Assigned
to Categories

Advanced
4
Proficient
3
Basic
2
Below Basic
1
Total points for the school for all categories

Total
40
90
80
20
230

Achievement Rating: Weighted Average Approach Calculation
9.18.1 To calculate the rating score for each school, divide the total point
for the school by the number of students in the school.
Points Received

Number of Students

Rating

230

100

2.3

9.18.2 At the direction of the state board, a panel of stakeholders was
convened to review the statewide performance of schools and
conduct the standard setting process. In the school standard
setting process, stakeholders representing administrators,
teachers, business, parents, and school board members served
as panelists to decide on the quality level represented by various
points within the distribution of school index scores. The state
board reviewed and adopted the following standards
recommended by the stakeholder’s advisory panels for the annual
performance rating.
Standard Setting Recommendations
Stakeholder Advisory Panels
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Cut Scores
Administrators
Teachers
Business
Parents
School Board
Median
Average

Cut 1/2
1.7
1.6
1.735
1.75
1.81
1.735
1.719

Cut 2/3
2.19
2.25
2.145
2.2
2.30
2.2
2.21

Cut 3/4
2.76
3.0
2.7
2.65
2.87
2.755
2.79

Cut 4/5
3.02
3.5
3.365
3.0
3.30
3.300
3.23

9.18.3 After the rating score has been calculated for each school,
schools may calculate their annual performance level by locating
the established performance standard (cut score) for placing each
school in one of five performance categories.
9.18.4 In the example below, if the rating score of the school is between
3.5 and 4.0, it will be in the ―schools of excellence‖ performance
category level.

Expert Panel
Cut Scores
3.23 – 4.0
2.79 – 3.22
2.21 – 2.78
1.719 – 2.20
1.0 – 1.718

Performance
Categories
Schools of excellence
Schools exceeding the standards
Schools meeting standards
Schools approaching the standards (alert)
Schools in need of immediate improvement

9.18.5 The second category, growth, available in 2007-2008, shall be
based on the schools’ improvement gains tracked longitudinally
and using value-added calculations on the criterion-referenced
assessment. The working taskforce shall continue to assist in the
rating system during the establishment of the second category.
9.19

School Choice
9.19.1 For all schools that have received an annual performance
category levels of Level 1 for two (2) consecutive years, the
students in these schools shall be offered the opportunity public
school choice option with transportation provided pursuant to
A.C.A. § 6-18-227 et seq.

9.20

Supplemental Educational Services
9.20.1 In addition, the school district board shall provide supplemental
educational services, approved by the State Board, to affected
students.

9.21

Recognition Awards
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9.21.1 Schools that receive an annual performance category level of
Level 5 or Level 4 are eligible for school recognition awards and
performance-based funding pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-15-1907.
9.22

Sanctions
9.22.1 Any school or district that is involved in substantiated test security
violations will not be eligible to receive the ―school of excellence‖
performance rating.

10.0

School District Accountability
10.01 The Department annually reviews each district to determine whether it is
making AYP in the following way.
10.01.1

Determine the collective status for all the schools within a
district within each grade-level grouping (k-5; 6-8 and 9-12)

10.01.2

Determine the district percent of participation across each
grade level group

10.01.3

Determine the district status on secondary indicator across
each grade-level group.

10.01.4

A district shall be in school improvement when all levels within
a district fail to meet performance standards for two
consecutive years in the same subject. A district having status
of School Improvement shall be removed from that status
when any one level meets the performance standard for two
consecutive years in that subject.

10.02 Before identifying a district for district improvement, the Department will
provide the district with an opportunity to review the data on which the
identification is based. The district may appeal the identification, and the
Department will decide the appeal within 30 days.
10.03 Each district identified for school improvement shall within three months
of identification develop or revise a district improvement plan that
complies with the requirements of the No Child Left Behind Act, including
the requirement that it spend not less than 10% of its Part A, Title I funds
on professional development for each fiscal year in which the district is
identified for improvement. The district shall initiate implementation of the
plan expeditiously, but not later than the beginning of the next school year
after the school year in which the district was identified for improvement.
The Department will provide technical assistance to districts in developing
and implementing improvement plans under this section.
10.04 Academic Distress – Procedures for Identification, Classification and
Appeal of School Districts in Academic Distress
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10.04.1

A school district for which 75% or more of the students
completing the state’s assessments perform at the below basic
level shall be designated in Academic Distress. This
computation shall collectively include students from each
school in the district and from each grade for which a criterionreferenced assessment is given.

10.04.2

Within thirty calendar days (30) after the release of the state
assessment results by the Department, the Department shall
identify all school districts in Academic Distress and shall
notify in writing each school district superintendent and board
president via certified mail, return receipt requested.

10.04.3

A school district may appeal a determination of the
Department identifying the district as an Academic Distress
school district by filing an appeal in writing in the Office of the
Commissioner of the Department within (30) calendar days
after receiving the notification, justifying why the district should
not be identified as being in Academic Distress.
The Board shall render a written decision of a classification on
a district’s appeal of identification as an Academic Distress
school district within sixty (60) calendar days of the district’s
written request.

10.04.4

10.04.5

The decision of the Board shall be final with no further right of
appeal, except a school district may appeal to the Circuit Court
of Pulaski County pursuant to the Administrative Procedures
Act, A.C. A. §25-15-201 et seq.

10.05 Time Limitation of Academic Distress Status
10.05.1

A public school district identified as in academic distress shall
have no more than two (2) consecutive school years beginning
on July 1 following the date of notice of identification to be
removed from academic distress status.

10.05.2

The Board may at any time take enforcement action on any
school district in academic distress status including, but not
limited to, annexation, consolidation, or reconstitution of a
school district pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-13-1401 et seq.

10.05.3

If a public school district fails to be removed from academic
distress status within the allowed two (2) year time period, the
Board shall annex, consolidate or reconstitute the academic
distress school district prior to July 1 of the next school year
unless the Board, at its discretion, issues a written finding
supported by a majority of the board, explaining in detail that
the school district could not remove itself from academic
distress during the relevant time period due to external forces
beyond the school district’s control.
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10.06

Procedures for assisting school districts in academic distress
10.06.1

Within thirty (30) calendar days of classification by the State
Board, each Academic Distress school district shall develop
and file with the Department a modified Comprehensive
School Improvement Plan to target and address any area in
which the district is experiencing academic distress.

10.06.2

Within fifteen (15) calendar days of classification by the State
Board, the Department shall assign a team of educators to
evaluate the district and determine the need for on-site
technical assistance.

10.06.3

The team of educators shall evaluate and make
recommendations to the district superintendent within sixty
(60) calendar days following the district’s classification as an
Academic Distress school district.

10.06.4

School districts classified as Academic Distress shall provide
access to all district assessment, instruction, personnel and
academic records and reports to assist the team in the
formulation of the recommendations for improvement.

10.06.5

The Department with assistance from the team of educators
shall review the data relative to the academic status and
performance of students in the Academic Distress school
district.

10.06.6

Following the on-site review, the team of educators will submit
a written set of recommendations to the Academic Distress
school district.

10.06.7

The Department shall provide relevant technical assistance to
each identified school district based upon the needs identified
in the Comprehensive School Improvement Plan.

10.08 Procedures for evaluating and removal of school districts from academic
distress status

11.0

10.08.1

The Department shall review and annually report to the Board
the academic conditions existing in each Academic Distress
school district and determine whether the district is making
progress and has fewer than 75% of the students performing
in the below basic performance level.

10.08.2

A school district designated in Academic Distress shall be
removed from Academic Distress only if fewer than 75% of the
students perform below basic for two consecutive years.

Board Authority
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11.01 The Board shall have the following authority regarding any public school
district in academic distress:
11.01.1

Require the superintendent of the school district to relinquish
all authority with respect to the district, to appoint an individual
to administratively operate the district under the supervision of
the Commissioner of the Department, with the cost to be paid
from school district funding;

11.01.2

Suspend or remove some or all of the current board of
directors and call for the election of a new school board for the
school district in which case the school district shall reimburse
the county board of election commissioners for election costs
as otherwise required by law.

11.01.3

Allow the school district to operate without the local school
board under the supervision of the local school district
administration or an administration chosen by the
Commissioner of the Department.

11.01.4

Waive the application of Arkansas law, with the exception of
the Teacher Fair Dismissal Act of 1983, A.C.A. § 6-17-1501 et
seq., and the Public school Employee Fair Hearing Act, A.C.A.
§ 6-17-1701 et seq., or Department Rules.

11.01.5

The Board has exclusive jurisdiction to determine the
boundary lines of the receiving or resulting school district and
to allocate assets and liability of the district.

11.01.6

Require the annexation, consolidation, or reconstitution of the
public school district.

11.01.7

Take any other necessary and proper action as determined by
the Board that is allowed by law.

11.01.8

After providing thirty (30) calendar days written notice, via
certified mail return receipt requested, to a school district, the
Department may petition the Board or the Board on its own
motion, at any time, may take action pursuant to 11.0 as
allowed by Act 1467 of 2003, in order to secure and protect
the best interest of students in the public school district or to
secure and protect the best interest of the educational
resources of the state.

11.01.9

The School District shall have a right of appeal to a public
hearing before the Board after filing a written notice of appeal
with the office of the Commissioner of the Department at least
thirty (30) calendar days prior to the appeal hearing.

11.01.10

The State Board shall consolidate, annex or reconstitute a
school district that fails to remove itself from the classification
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of a school district in academic distress within two (2)
consecutive school years of receipt of notice of identification
unless the Board, at its discretion, issues a written finding
supported by a majority of the Board, explaining in detail that
the school district could not remove itself from academic
distress due to impossibility caused by external forces beyond
the school district’s control.

12.0

11.01.11

After a public hearing, the Board shall consolidate, annex, or
reconstitute the school district in academic distress to another
non-academic distress school district upon a majority vote of a
quorum of the members of the Board as permitted or required
by this subchapter.

11.01.12

The Board’s classification of a school district in Academic
Distress shall be final except that the school district shall have
a right of appeal to the Circuit Court of Pulaski County
pursuant to the Arkansas Administrative Procedures Act,
A.C.A. § 25-15-201 et seq.

School Choice and Academic Distress
12.01 Any student attending a public school district classified as being in
academic distress shall automatically be eligible and entitled pursuant to
A.C.A. § 6-18-206, the ―Arkansas Public School Choice Act‖, to transfer to
another geographically contiguous school district not in academic distress
during the time period a district is classified as being in academic
distress, and therefore, not be required to file a petition by July 1 but shall
meet all other requirements and conditions of the Arkansas Public School
Choice Act.
12.02 The cost of student transportation to the nonresident district shall be borne
by the resident district.
12.03 The nonresident district shall count the student for average daily
membership purposes.

13.0

Emergency Clause
WHEREAS, the score tables set out in these Rules are critical to the Arkansas
public educational system in that without these tables Arkansas public school
districts would not be aware of the relevant scores to be used by the Arkansas
Department of Education in determining the various levels of student competency
on standardized tests it will administer during the Spring 2010 testing cycle.
Therefore, without the revisions to these Rules, The Arkansas Department of
Education would be impeded in its ability to carry out the educational
accountability provisions of Act 1467 of 2003 (the Quality Education Act), Act 35
of the Second Extraordinary Session of 2003, and Act 1307 of 2009, thus directly
impacting the education of children in said school districts, which may impact
the fiscal welfare, and peril of certain students. As a result, the Arkansas State
Board of Education hereby determines that imminent peril to the schools and
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school districts of this state, as articulated above, will exist if these Rules are not
promulgated on an emergency basis. Therefore, pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §
25-15-204, these Rules are to immediately take effect upon passage by the
Arkansas State Board of Education.
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ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
PROPOSED RULES GOVERNING ACCESS TO
PUBLIC SCHOOL INFORMATION ON COMPREHENSIVE
SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLANS
1.0

AUTHORITY
1.01

2.0

These Rules are promulgated pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-11-105,
6-15-2202 (added by Act 1373 of 2009) and 25-15-201 et seq.

PURPOSE
2.01

The purpose of these Rules is to execute the following requirements of
Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-2202:
2.02.1 Improve student achievement and close achievement gaps among
student subgroups by providing public access to comprehensive
school improvement plans;
2.01.2 Improve parental involvement and communication with parents;
2.01.3 Increase transparency and accountability of public schools and
public school districts to the public; and
2.01.4 Make public school and public school district data more accessible
to researchers and policymakers.

3.0

ACCESS TO PUBLIC SCHOOL INFORMATION ON COMPREHENSIVE
SCHOOL IMPROVEMENT PLANS
3.01

By the twentieth day following the date a public school or public school
district is required by law or rule to provide the applicable information
listed in this section, a public school district shall post the most recent
version of the following information on its website:
3.01.1(a)

(b)

The comprehensive school improvement plan developed
under the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment,
and Accountability Program Act, § 6-15-401 et seq. for
each public school in the public school district.
A public school that accepts National School Lunch Act
funds and national school lunch student state categorical
funding under § 6-20-2305 shall report in the public
school’s comprehensive school improvement plan the
following:

(i)

A description of how the public school plans to use
National School Lunch Act funds and national
school lunch student state categorical funds in the
current school year; and

(ii)

A description of how the school used National
School Lunch Act funds and national school lunch
student state categorical funds in the previous
school year;

3.01.2

The public school district’s annual report card and the
annual report card of each public school in the public
school district;

3.01.3

A parent-friendly explanation of:

3.01.4

(i)

The school improvement status of the public school
district;

(ii)

The school improvement status of each public
school in the public school district, including the
identification of any supplemental educational
services available to each public school; and

(iii)

Why the public school district or any of its public
schools are under academic distress, school
improvement, or fiscal distress and what the district
is doing to be removed from academic distress,
school improvement, or fiscal distress.

The public school district’s parental involvement plan and
the parental involvement plan of all public schools in the
public school district and informational packets required
under Ark. Code Ann. § 6-15-1702.
3.01.4.1

3.01.5

3.02

Public school districts and schools receiving
Title I funds shall also post the parental
involvement policy required by the No
Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

Teacher qualifications for all public schools in the public
school district under the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.

Not less than annually, the Department of Education (ADE) shall monitor
compliance with the requirements of this section when the ADE:

(i)

Directly monitors a school for compliance with standards and
Accreditation; or

(ii)

Monitoring the implementation of ACSIP in compliance with Act
807 of 2007. Any areas of non compliance will be forwarded to
the Standard for Accreditation Unit.

3.02.1 Monitoring may be performed electronically.
3.03

The ADE shall report a failure to comply with this section to the State
Board of Education.

3.04

Compliance with these Rules is a requirement for accreditation of a public
school, including an open-enrollment charter school, or public school
district.

Stricken language would be deleted from and underlined language would be added to the law as it existed
prior to this session of the General Assembly.
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8
9
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10

SCHOOL DATA ON ACHIEVEMENT GAPS AND ON PUBLIC

11
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12

OTHER PURPOSES.

13
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14
15

TO IMPROVE PARENTS' ACCESS TO PUBLIC

16

SCHOOL DATA ON ACHIEVEMENT GAPS AND ON

17

PUBLIC SCHOOL PLANS TO CLOSE ACHIEVEMENT

18

GAPS.

19
20
21

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

22
23
24
25
26
27
28

SECTION 1.

Arkansas Code Title 6, Chapter 15, Subchapter 22 is amended

to add an additional section to read as follows:
6-15-2202.

Access to public school information on school improvement

plans.
(a)

This section is intended to:
(1)

Improve student achievement and close achievement gaps among

29

student subgroups by providing public access to comprehensive school

30

improvement plans;

31

(2)

Improve parental involvement and communication with parents;

32

(3)

Increase transparency and accountability of public schools

33
34
35

and public school districts to the public; and
(4)

Make public school and public school district data more

accessible to researchers and policymakers.
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1

(b)
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By the twentieth day following the date a public school or public

2

school district is required by law or rule to provide the applicable

3

information listed in this subsection (b), a public school district shall

4

post the most recent version of the following information on its website:

5

(1)(A)

The comprehensive school improvement plan developed under

6

the Arkansas Comprehensive Testing, Assessment, and Accountability Program

7

Act, § 6-15-401 et seq. for each public school in the public school district.

8

(B)

A public school that accepts National School Lunch Act

9

funds and national school lunch student state categorical funding under § 6-

10

20-2305 shall report in the public school’s comprehensive school improvement

11

plan the following:

12

(i)

A description of how the public school plans to

13

use National School Lunch Act funds and national school lunch student state

14

categorical funds in the current school year; and

15

(ii)

A description of how the school used National

16

School Lunch Act funds and national school lunch student state categorical

17

funds in the previous school year;

18
19

(2)

annual report card of each public school in the public school district;

20

(3)

21
22

The public school district’s annual report card and the

A parent-friendly explanation of:
(A)

The school improvement status of the public school

(B)

The school improvement status of each public school in

district;

23
24

the public school district, including the identification of any supplemental

25

educational services available to each public school; and

26

(C)

Why the public school district or any of its public

27

schools are under academic distress, school improvement, or fiscal distress

28

and what the district is doing to be removed from academic distress, school

29

improvement, or fiscal distress;

30

(4)

The public school district’s parental involvement plan and

31

the parental involvement plan of all public schools in the public school

32

district and informational packets required under § 6-15-1702 and under the

33

No Child Left Behind Act of 2001; and

34
35
36

(5)

Teacher qualifications for all public schools in the public

school district under the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.
(c)

Not less than annually, the department shall monitor compliance

2
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1

with the requirements of this section when the department:

2
3

(1)

6
7
8
9
10

Directly monitors a school for compliance with standards and

accreditation; or

4
5

SB943

(2)

Assists a school with its comprehensive school improvement

plan.
(d)(1)

The department shall report a failure to comply with this

section to the State Board of Education.
(2)

The state board shall establish by rule that compliance with

this section is a requirement for accreditation of a public school or public
school district.

11
12

/s/ Elliott
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18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
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30
31
32
33
34
35
36
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Minutes from Public Hearing on Rules for Act 1373
ADE Staff present at the hearing included Dr. Alice Barnes Rose, Bernice Martin-Russell, Frank
Wimer and Fred Hodge.
Non-ADE staff present at the meeting included:
Mike Martens - Arkansas Association of Education Administrators
Matthew Miller - Bureau of Legislative Research
Dr. Bobbie Davis – Arkansas Public School Research Center
Dr. Rose began the hearing on, August 12, 2009, at 10:00 a.m. with a welcome and introduction
advising on the purpose of the hearing.
Mike Martens was the first to speak. He had one suggestion. In 3.01 ‘shall post the most
recent version of the following information’. He asked that it read ‘shall post or provide a link
to the most recent version of the following information’. He said that he thought there was
precedent for adding ‘or provide a link to’. ACA 6-13-620 includes a list of things that are to be
published on a district website. One is the district’s audit, it is common practice for a district to
have a link on their website that goes to Legislative Audit and to a copy of their audit. Mr.
Martens provided additional examples of items districts are required to have on their websites
that the districts are using links to satisfy.
Dr. Bobbie Davis was the last person to comment. She said that Mr. Martens had addressed
one of her concerns. She went on to add that the language should be changed to specify the
‘most current version’ of information contained at the link referenced in Section 3.01 in the
event that data from multiple years are posted on the website. In 1.01, Dr. Davis questioned
the (added by Act 1373). Mr. Walter explained that the code section was added by the Act.
Dr. Davis’ suggested that the rule should spell out that ‘open enrollment charter schools’ are
impacted the same as all other local school districts. Section 3.02 specifies there will be an
‘annual monitoring’ and will be done through accreditation. Dr. Davis thought it should be
specified whether or not this would be an ‘annual monitoring visit’ or will this be done
electronically so districts didn’t confuse this with their four year monitoring cycle. Her concern
was that districts wouldn’t update until their once every four year monitoring visit was due.
With no other attendees to be heard from, Dr. Rose adjourned the hearing.

Arkansas Department of Education
Rules Governing the Calculations of Miscellaneous Funds
August 2009 December 2009
1.00 Authority
1.01

The Arkansas State Board of Education’s authority for promulgating these
Rules is pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-20-2301 et seq. and 6-20-2503
and Acts 154 and 1469 of 2009.

1.02

These Rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education
Rules Governing the Calculations of Miscellaneous Funds (Rules).

2.00 Purpose
2.01

The purpose of these Rules is to define the procedures for the calculations
of Miscellaneous Funds for state State Foundation Funding and for Bonded
Debt Assistance funding Funding.

3.00 Definitions
For purposes of these Rules, the following terms mean:
3.01

“Average Daily Membership (ADM) – The total number of days of school
attended plus the total number of days absent by students in grades
kindergarten through twelve (K-12) during the first three (3) quarters of each
school year divided by the number of school days actually taught in the
school district during that period of time, rounded to the nearest hundredth.
Students who may be counted for average daily membership are:
3.01.1 Students who reside within the boundaries of the school district
and are enrolled in a public school operated by the school district
and in a curriculum that fulfills the requirements established by the
state board under the Standards for Accreditation of Arkansas
Public Schools and School Districts.
Legally transferred students living outside the school district but are
attending a public school in the school district under a provision of
the Arkansas Code and in a curriculum that fulfills the requirements
established by the state board under the Standards for Accreditation
of Arkansas Public Schools and School Districts.
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Open-enrollment public charter school students who are enrolled in a
curriculum that fulfills the requirements established by the state
board under the Standards for Accreditation of Arkansas Public
Schools and School Districts.
3.01.2 “Students who are eligible to attend and who reside within the
boundaries of a school district and are enrolled and participate in the
Arkansas National Guard Youth Challenge Program.
3.01

Local revenue per student” as used in calculating foundation funding for
public school districts means in each school year ninety-eight percent
(98%) of the amount of revenue available, whether or not collected, in a
school district solely from the levy of the uniform rate of tax plus the
Miscellaneous Funds used in the calculation of foundation funding for public
schools divided by the average daily membership of the school district.

3.023.03“Local revenue per student” as defined in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-20-2503 for
bonded debt assistance means in each school year ninety-eight percent
(98%) of the amount of revenue available, whether or not collected, in a
school district solely from the levy of the uniform rate of tax plus the
average Miscellaneous Funds collected in the previous five (5) years
divided by the average daily membership of the school district.
3.033.021 “Miscellaneous Funds” as used in calculating Foundation Funding and
Bonded Debt Assistance for public school districts means the average of
those funds collected in the five (5) school years immediately preceding the
previous school year, consisting of funds received by a school district from
federal forest reserves, federal grazing rights, federal mineral rights, federal
impact aid, federal flood control, wildlife refuge funds, severance taxes,
funds received by the school district in lieu of taxes, and local sales and use
taxes dedicated to education under § 26-74-201 et seq., § 26-74-301 et
seq., § 26-75-301 et seq., and the Local Government Bond Act of 1985,
§14-164-301 et seq.; and multiplied by the ratio of the uniform rate of tax to
the school district’s total millage rate in effect as of January 1 of the fiscal
year prior to the current funding year.
3.04 “Miscellaneous Funds” as defined in Ark. Code Ann.§ 6-202503 for bonded debt assistance means those funds
received by a local school district from federal forest reserves, federal
grazing rights, federal mineral rights, federal impact aid, federal flood
control, wildlife refuge funds, severance taxes, funds received by the district
in lieu of taxes, and local sales and use taxes dedicated to education
pursuant to §§ 26-74-201 et seq., 26-74-301 et seq., 26-75-301 et seq., and
14-164-301 et seq.
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3.053.032 “School Year” is the year beginning July 1 of one calendar year and
ending June 30 of the next calendar year.
4.00 Procedures for Miscellaneous Funds Used in the Foundation Funding
Calculation
4.01

The calculation of Foundation Funding for public school districts uses
Miscellaneous Funds listed in 3.03 021 of this Rule calculated pursuant to §
6-20-2303 (11) amended by Acts 154 and 1469 of 2009 as follows:
4.01.1 The average of those funds listed in 3.03 of this Rule collected in the
five (5) school years immediately preceding the previous school
year, and multiplied by the ratio of the uniform rate of tax to the
school district’s total millage rate in effect as of January 1 of the
fiscal year prior to the current funding year.
4.01.2 1 If a school district did not received funds from a category of
Miscellaneous Funds listed in calculated under 3.03 021 of this Rule
during in the most recent school year used to calculate the five-year
average, then previous collections from that category of
Miscellaneous Funds shall not be included in the five-year average
calculation of Miscellaneous Funds used in the calculation of
Foundation Funding.

4.02 The calculation of Miscellaneous Funds shall be an annual calculation.
5.00 Procedures for Miscellaneous Funds Used in the Bonded Debt
Assistance Funding Calculation
5.01

The calculation of Bonded Debt Assistance fFunding for public school
districts uses Miscellaneous Funds listed in 3.04 021 of this Rule calculated
pursuant to § 6-20-2503 2303 (11) amended by Act 154 and 1469 of 2009
as follows:as the average of Miscellaneous Funds collected in the previous
five (5) years.
5.01.1 If a school district did not received funds from a category of
Miscellaneous Funds listed in calculated under 3.021 of this Rule
during in the most recent school year used to calculate the five-year
average, then previous collections from that category of
Miscellaneous Funds shall not be included in the five-year average
calculation of Miscellaneous Funds used in the calculation of Bonded
Debt Assistance fFunding.

5.02

The initial payment of bonded debt assistance in July will be based on
estimated Miscellaneous Funds. The estimate will be the average of the
five (5) most recent years of Miscellaneous Funds data available.
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5.03

The second and final payment of bonded debt assistance in January will be
based on Miscellaneous Funds data as defined in 5.01 of this Rule. Any
adjustments needed as a result of the Miscellaneous funds estimate used
for the first payment will be made at this time.

5.04 02 The calculation of Miscellaneous Funds shall be an annual calculation.
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ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
RULES GOVERNING APPEALS INVOLVING STUDENT RESIDENCY
DISPUTES BETWEEN SCHOOL DISTRICTS
1.00

PURPOSE
1.01

2.00

AUTHORITY
2.01

3.00

The purpose of these rules is to establish a procedure by which school
districts may appeal to the Arkansas Department of Education from a
determination made by another school district concerning a student’s
correct school district of residence.

These rules are promulgated pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-11-105, 618-202 (as amended by Act 1310 of 2009), and 25-15-201 et seq.

PRELIMINARY INVESTIGATION BY SCHOOL DISTRICTS
3.01

Prior to appealing any matter concerning a student’s correct school district
of residence to the Arkansas Department of Education, the school districts
shall complete the following process as outlined in Ark. Code
Ann. § 6-18-202(e):
3.01.1 The superintendent of a school district that determines that a
student who resides within its boundaries is unlawfully attending
another school district (hereinafter “appealing district”) shall send
written notification to the superintendent of the other school
district (hereinafter “responding district”) that the student is
unlawfully attending the responding school district.
3.01.2 The written notification to the appealing district’s superintendent
shall include a reasonable description of the location of the
residence, including a street address if available, and other
information that enables the responding school district to
determine whether the student is a resident of the appealing or
responding school district.
3.01.3 Upon receipt of the appealing district superintendent’s notification,
the responding school district’s superintendent shall immediately
investigate and determine which school district the student is
required to attend.
3.01.4 The responding school district’s investigation shall conduct the
investigation within ten (10) business days after receiving the
written notice from the appealing district’s superintendent.

3.01.5 The responding school district’s superintendent may extend the
investigation ten (10) business days in a case that involves five (5)
or more students by submitting written notice within the first ten
(10) business days of the investigation to the appealing school
district’s superintendent.
3.01.6 The responding school district’s superintendent shall make a
determination as to which school district the student is required to
attend and send a written report to the appealing school district’s
superintendent, in writing, of the findings of the investigation and
the documentation supporting his or her determination.
3.02

4.00

A student who is determined to be unlawfully attending a school not
within the student’s resident district shall be immediately barred from
attending the nonresident school district.

RIGHT OF APPEAL
4.01

The appealing school district’s superintendent may, within five (5) days
after receiving the written report of the responding district’s
superintendent, appeal to the Arkansas Department of Education the
decision of the responding district’s superintendent.

4.02

The appeal shall be made by filing a written notice of appeal with the
General Counsel’s Office of the Arkansas Department of Education.

4.03

The written notice of appeal shall include a list of the names of students
that the appealing school district alleges are unlawfully attending the
responding district and a copy of the written report completed by the
responding district.

4.04

The written notice of appeal shall also include all documentation
indicating that the appealing school district followed all preliminary
procedures as outlined in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-18-202(e) and Section 3.00
above.

5.00 BRIEFING SCHEDULE
5.01

Once a notice of appeal is received by the General Counsel’s office, a
hearing officer will be appointed to investigate the facts surrounding the
appeal and conduct a hearing.

5.02

The General Counsel’s office will notify each school district of a briefing
schedule to be followed by both districts, as well as the date of the
hearing.

6.00

5.03

The appealing school district, in its brief, shall provide a detailed
explanation as to why the student in question is unlawfully attending the
responding district.

5.04

The responding school district, in its brief, shall provide a detailed
explanation as to why the student in question is entitled to attend its school
district.

5.05

Each school district’s brief shall be limited to ten (10) pages, excluding
any exhibits that may be attached.

5.06

The hearing officer may, only for good cause shown and upon written
request of either district, allow either district to submit a brief of up to
twenty (20) pages, excluding any exhibits that may be attached.

5.07

The hearing officer may compel disclosure of additional information from
both school districts in his or her duties.

5.08

The briefs of both districts shall become a part of the official record of the
proceedings.

HEARING PROCEDURES
6.01

The hearing officer will conduct the hearing in the following manner:
6.01.1 The hearing officer will give an opening statement to describe the
nature of the proceedings for the record. This statement will
include the date, time, and location of the hearing and an
identification of the parties present.
6.01.2 A representative from each school district will have the
opportunity to present an opening statement of no longer than five
(5) minutes, beginning with the appealing school district.
6.01.3 A representative from each school district will be allowed thirty
(30) minutes to present their cases, beginning with the appealing
school district. The hearing officer may, only for good cause
shown and upon request of either district, allow either district up to
one (1) hour to present their cases.
6.01.4 A representative from each school district will be allowed ten (10)
minutes to present a closing argument, beginning with the
appealing school district.
6.01.5 The hearing officer may ask questions of any party or witness at
any time throughout the proceedings.

7.00

6.02

The hearing will be recorded by a certified court reporter. Every witness
giving oral testimony must be sworn under oath by the court reporter and
will be subject to direct examination, cross examination, and questioning
by the hearing officer.

6.03

As noted in Section 5.08 above, the briefs of both districts shall become a
part of the official record of the proceedings. Additional documents or
exhibits offered during the hearing will be included in the official record
of the proceedings if those documents are relevant to the matter in dispute
and not cumulative.

6.04

For purposes of the record, documents offered during the hearing by the
appealing district shall be clearly marked in sequential, numeric order
(e.g., 1, 2, 3).

6.05

For purposes of the record, documents offered during the hearing by the
responding district shall be clearly marked in sequential, alphabetic letters
(e.g. A, B, C).

6.06

The responding school district shall have the burden of proof in proving
that the student is entitled to attend its school district.

6.07

The hearing officer may announce his or her decision immediately after
hearing all arguments and evidence or may take the matter under
advisement.

6.08

Within ten (10) business days after the hearing, the hearing officer shall
issue a final order including findings of fact and conclusions of law. The
superintendents of both school districts will be served either personally or
by mail with a copy of the order.

CIRCUIT COURT APPEAL
7.01

Either school district may appeal from the hearing officer’s final order to
the circuit court of the county where the school district that is appealing
the order is located.

7.02

The circuit court shall affirm the order of the hearing officer if it is
supported by substantial evidence.

Stricken language would be deleted from and underlined language would be added to the law as it existed
prior to this session of the General Assembly.
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11
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12
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14
15

TO AMEND THE LAW PERTAINING TO RESIDENCY

16

REQUIREMENTS AND ATTENDANCE AT PUBLIC

17

SCHOOLS.

18
19
20

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

21
22
23
24

SECTION 1.

Arkansas Code § 6-18-202(e), concerning age and residence

requirements for attending public schools, is amended to read as follows:
(e)(1)

Any A school district that admits shall not admit for ten (10)

25

school days or more a student who is not a resident of the school district or

26

is not otherwise entitled by law to attend the school district for ten (10)

27

school days or more a student that the school district knows or should have

28

known is a resident of another school district not included in a tuition

29

agreement or is not officially transferred to it shall be liable to the

30

resident district of the student for an amount of money equal to the amount

31

of state foundation funding per student.

32

(2)

Notice to a school district by a complainant school district

33

that a student is attending illegally in the school district begins the

34

running of the ten-day time period.

35

(3)
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3
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(4)

The school district that admits the student shall have the

burden of proof as to the student's residency.

4

(5)(A)

Upon presentation of a court order or judgment finding

5

that a school district has admitted for ten (10) school days or more a

6

student the district should have known was a resident of another district, as

7

set forth in subdivision (e)(1) of this section, the Department of Education

8

will satisfy the defendant school district's liability by transferring to the

9

complainant school district the appropriate amount of funds from state aid

10

that the department would have distributed to the defendant school district.

11

(B)

The transfer will be made from the next payment due to

12

the district from the department after the order is received by the

13

department.

(2)(A)

14

A school district that determines that a student who

15

resides within its boundaries is unlawfully attending another school district

16

shall send written notification to the superintendent of the other school

17

district that the student is unlawfully attending the school district.

(B)

18

The written notification to the superintendent shall

19

include a reasonable description of the location of the residence, including

20

a street address if available, and other information that enables the school

21

district to determine that the student is a resident of the school district.

22

(3)(A)

The school district that receives the notification under

23

subdivision (e)(2) of this section shall immediately investigate and

24

determine which school district the student is required to attend.

25
26
27
28

(B)

The school district conducting the investigation

shall:

(i)(a) Complete the investigation within ten (10)
business days after receiving the written notice.
(b)

29

The school district conducting the

30

investigation may extend the investigation ten (10) business days in a case

31

that involves five (5) or more students by submitting written notice within

32

the first ten (10) business days of the investigation to the school district

33

that submitted the notification under subdivision (e)(2) of this section;

34
35
36

(ii)

Make a determination as to which school

district the student is required to attend; and
(iii)

Send a written report to the school district

2
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1

that submitted the notification, in writing, of the findings of the

2

investigation and the documentation supporting its determination.

3

(4)

A student who is determined to be unlawfully attending a

4

school not within the student's resident district shall be immediately barred

5

from attending the nonresident school district.

6

(5)(A)

The school district that submitted the notification may

7

within five (5) days after receiving the written report, appeal the decision

8

of the school district that conducted the investigation.

9
10

(B)

The appeal shall be made to the Department of

(C)

The school district that conducted the investigation

Education.

11
12

shall have the burden of proof in proving that the student is entitled to

13

attend its school.

14

(6)(A)

The department shall promulgate rules to establish the

15

procedure for a department hearing officer to investigate the appeal and

16

conduct a hearing.

17
18

(B)

The department hearing officer may compel disclosure

of information from both of the school districts in his or her duties.

(C)(i) The decision of the department hearing officer may

19
20

be appealed by either school district to the circuit court of the county

21

where the school district that is appealing the decision is located.
(ii) The circuit court shall affirm the decision of

22
23

the department hearing officer if it is supported by substantial evidence.

24
25

SECTION 2.

Arkansas Code § 6-18-202(f), concerning the age and

26

residence requirements for attending public schools, is amended to read as

27

follows:

28

(f)

Any person who knowingly gives a false residential address for

29

purposes of public school enrollment shall be is guilty of a violation and

30

subject to a fine not to exceed five hundred dollars ($500) one thousand

31

dollars ($1,000).

32
33

/s/ Lowery

34
35
36

3
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