
DRAFT MINUTES

JOINT LEGISLATIVE EDUCATION OVERSIGHT COMMITTEE

November 912009

The Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee met on Monday, November 9,2009, at

1:00 p.m. in room 544 of the Legislative Office Building. Senator Tony Foriest, Senate Co-

Chairman, presided and the following senators were in attendance: Senators Apodaca,
Atwater, Dannelly, Hartsell, Queen, Nesbitt, Stevens, and Tillman. The following House
members were also present: Representative Douglas Yongue, House Co-Chairman;
Representatives Bell, Blackwood, Cotham, Fisher, Johnson, Lucas, Mclawhorn, Parmon,
Rapp, Warren, and V/iley. The following members of the Legislative Research staff were in
attendance: Shirley lorio, Drupti Chauhan, Kara McCraw, Sara Kamprath and Dee Atkinson.
Members of the Fiscal Research Division were present. Committee Clerks Jackie Ray and

Katie Stanley \üere present as well. Members of the sergeant-at-arrns were present.

Chairman Foriest convened the meeting and welcomed members, staff and guests. He noted
the importance of examining many of the programs, budgets and policies of the Department of
Public Instruction, the State Board of Education, the NC Community College System, the UNC
Board of Governors, the University of North Carolina System and constituent institutions, and

all of the things that make up education here in North Carolina. He stated that educating our
youth was vitally important and that the Committee was taking a significant role in determining
what is going on with education and how it can implement changes to make things better than

they presently are.

Middle Grade Transition to High School

Chairman Foriest introduced Dr. Gene Bottoms, Senior Vice President of the Southern

Regional Education Board (SREB), who addressed the Committee relative to middle grade

transition to high school (Attachment 1).

Chairman Doug Yongue commented to the Committee that he and Representative Rick Glazier
had heard Dr. Bottoms' presentation during the last SREB meeting in San Antonio, Texas.

They both thought the presentation was very dynamic and that it would be imperative to share

with the Committee. Chairman Yongue further noted that SREB is prominentin32 states and

has maintained a lot of good data which would be helpful to this Committee.

The SREB was created in 1948 by southern governors - led by significant political and

educational leaders from North Carolina and Florida. It was built on the idea of a report issued

in 1939 by President Roosevelt that the South's educational level was an embarrassment to the

nation. Coming out of WWII, the group of southern governors thought that the best way to

move the South forward would be to first improve higher education. For the next32 years, the

mission of SREB was to improve higher education across the South. In 1980, the board of
directors was composed of the 16 Southern governors, key legislative members, key members

from public schools/trigher education and private sector. Since that time, the focus has been to

improve K-12 education. In the year 2000, SREB set up 12 goals for the region. One of those
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goals was to improve the middle grades to ninth grade transition. SREB has a staff of people

who work with middle schools. Most of the information shared today has come from SREB's
"on the ground" work inside schools - referred to as a "bottoms up" strategy.

Dr. Bottoms noted that the majority of his information today would be drawn from the
following:

1) Differences between a group of middle schools that made a lot of
progress/improvements, compared to a group which had not made much
progres s/improvements ;

2) Their latest report, "Keeping Middle Grades Students on the Path to Success in High
School" - noting a critical report on adolescent reading; and

3) Exemplary practices by some of the SREB states in terms of middle grade education.

He indicated that the transition from middle school to high school was one of the most difficult
transitions that students have to make. The following middle grade achievement benchmarks
were given:

Meet readiness standards for high school in reading and math
Close achievement gaps

Meet national averages for number of students at NAEP (National Assessment of
Educational Progress) Proficient level; all students at basic or higher
Prepare students to enroll in Algebra I or be ready for it by the end of eighth grade

Dr. Bottoms talked about the state of Maryland, in comparison to North Carolina and the
United States as a whole, and what it has done to improve NAEP eighth-grade reading results.

He stated that Maryland requires high school teachers (those teaching in grades seven through
12) to have two courses in how to teach reading in content area. Maryland also requires
elementary teachers (those certified kindergarten through eighth) to have four courses in the

teaching of reading. Dr. Bottoms noted that Maryland has embedded its reading standards in
the reading grades into each core course - reading standards for math, science, and social
studies. He indicated that most states embed reading standards in English only; however, this
is not the problem. The problem is not engaging kids in reading expository materials in other
subject areas.

There was discussion on math achievements in the middle grades - comparing North Carolina
to Texas and the United States as a whole. He noted that achieving math at the basic level
does not necessarily mean that a student is ready for high school level math. Dr. Bottoms
talked about the state of Texas, who has jumped ahead of all states at the basic level in math.
He noted that Texas has a "no majority''yet very diverse population. Dr. Bottoms indicated
that although Texas made a major investment in increasing NAEP eighth-grade math results, it
was not a one-year quick fix. This effort spanned over several years whereby states set very
consistent initiatives over time. Dr. Bottoms indicated that Texas has set out to teach everyone

at the grade-level standards in math. He stressed that schools cannot remediate to grade level
standards because remedial standards are always below grade level. Dr. Bottoms also noted

that Texas has made heavy investments in teacher retraining on the content of math and how
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math is taught. He pointed to the special math center provided by the University of Austin,
which is being utilized by the state of Texas, and how it plays a major role in leading this
educational effort. Dr. Bottoms indicated that Texas is a state to study if you want to increase
math standards in terms of a sustained emphasis over a period of time.

Dr. Bottoms spoke on narrowing achievement gaps for raciallethnic groups. He believes that
the message is simple - it takes a comprehensive multi-strategy approach that you must stay
with over time if you plan to have an impact in any of these areas. He indicated that it also
takes top staff leading this effort as well as major investments in staff development.

There was discussion on reducing the percentage of students coming in to ninth grade who fail.
Effective middle grade benchmarks based on the success rate of students in grade nine are
needed. The following improvements for transitioning from middle grades to high schools
were discussed:

Make adolescent reading an immediate and sustained priority
Accelerate curriculum for all students
Better prepare students for Algebra I by grade eight or nine
Set policies and standards for hands-on and inquiry-based science that is embedded
with mathematics and literacy
Support professional development of teachers and school principals
Build student aspirations for college, advanced training and careers by engagement
in exploring and planning for future careor and educational opportunities
Develop and adopt a vision for the middle grades to prepare more students for
challenging high school studies

Dr. Bottoms noted that in order to improve high schools you must improve middle grade
schools. Emphasis should be placed on modeling schools where progress is being made in the
middle grades. The redesigned effort is to have more students coming into high schools better
prepared.

There was discussion on how science should be expanded to include a greater use for reading
and math whereby middle graders become more interested and involved. Dr. Bottoms stated
that the trend shows that we are losing more males in middle schools, high schools, and
college.

Dr. Bottoms noted that in order to improve the quality of schools, you must have well-prepared
instructors, and, more importantl¡ principals who know curriculum instruction. He talked
about the following things that he would advocate the Committee to think about as an
assessment system for comparing, supporting, and evaluating middle grades principals:

J
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, l) Principals should be able to lead the faculty in atigning the curriculum for high school

readiness standards;
2) Principals should be able to establish a culture of continuous improvement;

3) Principals should be able to use time, personnel and other resources for providing

extending learning needs for more students;

4) Principali should be able to spend at least one-half of their time in the classrooms (even

if you have to hire someone with a degree to do paperwork);

5) Principals should be able to support teachers with common planning time and with staff

development;
6) Principals should be able to support teachers who embed reading and writing in all

classes; and
7) Principals should be able to conduct teacher evaluation with specific feedback and

support for improvement.

Dr. Bottoms expressed how it is important to help middle grade students become more

interested in math and science through understanding why they need it. SREB has advocated

with a group from New York about a middle grades technology curriculum that deals with
robotici, eléctronics, space, engineering, etc. as a way for kids to begin to see the real need for

math and science.

Dr. Bottoms stressed the need for the Committee to look at authorizing the State Board of
Education to set up a special commission to put together a thoughtful product on what an

effective middle school would look like. There should be a team of people within a state

agency whose sole job is to bring focus to middle grades and keep it aligned with elementary

aãa nign school. Dr. Bottom noted that many state agencies are not focused on middle school

y.urr in that regard. He referenced states that have comprehensive plans for improving middle

schools - Virginia, Tennessee, Florida, and Maryland. Maryland has the most comprehensive

report on what good middle schools look like and it notes the following:

1) Extend the school daylyear as dictated by the needs of certain learning

2) Integrate math, science and technology instruction with a focus on problem-solving in

real world applications
3) Teach skillsessential to school success - e.g. encouraging middle school study teams

Dr. Bottoms summarized that these are possible suggestions and actions to think about as it
relates to improving the transition from middle school to high school.

There were questions and comments taken from Committee members regarding SREB's

approach to middle school transitioning and Dr. Bottoms answered and/or addressed

acõordingly. With regard to integrating technology, Dr. Bottoms noted that their studies have

shown that students who maintain electronic portfolios generally have significant higher

reading achievement. He stressed that building technology into classrooms and linking it to

standaids drives up academic achievement and engages the student in the process. With regard

to funding for invãstments in education, Dr. Bottoms suggested targeting Title I funds that

would be coming to North Carolina. V/ith regard to teacher retraining, Dr. Bottoms indicated

that teachers should understand strategies in their respective subject area including project-
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based teaching approaches. He noted that the intent was not to make a science teacher into a

reading teacher. The intent is how to have the science teacher, for examplo, use reading

standaids to get students to master science. This method increases reading achievement and

should be a siatewide priority. V/ith regard to learning strategies for youth, Dr. Bottoms talked

about enhancing motivation through tapping into students' talents and interests and building

academics around that. He stated that the contextual learning strategy is a good way of
teaching students. With regard to what some of the successful things being done with
education by other states, Dr. Bottoms noted that Virginia had funded a series of STEM

initiatives in high schools whereby business partners are brought in to help design curriculums.

South Carolina has adopted a national pre-engineering curriculum, Project Lead the Way.

Indiana has made large investments in implementing a bio medical science curriculum' Dr.

Bottoms also talked about the Gateway to Technology curricrrlum in middle schools designed

to introduce that area linking it to math and science.

Chairman Yongue commented on Singapore's leading educational system with emphasis on

leaming through hands on strategies. He noted how Singapore's students seem to be very

enthusiastic about leaming. He acknowledged that legislative members traveling to Singapore

were in for a special time and that they would witness a different learning atmosphere.

Chairman Foriest thanked Dr. Bottoms for his presentation.

Charter Schools

Chairman Foriest introduced Jack Moyer, Director, Offrce of Charter Schools, NC Department

of Public Instruction; Paul LeSieur, Director, School Business Administration, NC Department

of Public Instruction; and Dr. Bill Harrison, Chair, State Board of Education, who addressed

the Committee regarding charter schools.

Mr. Moyer addressed the Committee regarding the structure and governance of charter schools.

He noted that, by definition, charter schools must be a 501(cX3) non-profit corporation.

Charter schools are made up of the board of directors who appoint a principal who works with

the board of directors in hiring the staff. Mr. Moyer referenced a charter school directory

provided to the Committee. Information was also provided on charter school application

statistics, relinquished and revoked charter schools, and comparison of charter schools LEAs

(Attachment 2). V/ith regard to charter school governance, Mr. Moyer noted how the charter

schools are monitored by the Office of Charter Schools (Office). The Office works closely

with the schools in following general statutes and policies. The application process for charter

schools begins in February, two years proceeding when the school will open. Between

February and April, a review committee goes over applications. In April, applications go to

before a Leadership For Innovation (LFD Committee of the State Board of Education. The LFI

interviews all applications that have gotten to that point and makes recommendations to the

State Board of Èàucation. The State Board of Education has discussions in May and a final

vote is made in June. The following March is when those schools with preliminary charters are

recommended to receive a final charter by the State Board of Education.
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Mr. Paul LeSieur addressed the Committee regarding funding allocation for charter schools.
He noted that charter schools receive state, local, and federal funding. Under G.S.115C-
238.29h, it tells the state how to fund charter school from the state and local ñrnds. The State
Board of Education is required to allocate on average a per pupil amount based on the school
district in which the charter school is housed. Local fi¡nds are based on the school district in
which the student resides in. Initial allotments are projected on average daily membership for
the upcoming year. Per pupil amounts distributed to charter schools are determined by the total
allocations going out to school districts, based on initial allotments, divided by local school
district's average daily membership. Charter schools report average daily memberships
(ADMs) through the reporting process. The ADM is calculated and revisions are made based
on first month ADM. Funding for children with disabilities is allocated based on head count,
not ADM, and is calculated separately. Local education agencies calculate on a per pupil basis
for the purpose of distributing funds to charter schools with children that come from their
school district. Charter schools are eligible to receive federal funds based on student
population or percentage of students determined to be low wealth with regard to Title 1

population of the school district. There are different types of funding that charter schools are
eligible for. However, not all charter schools apply for federal funding. Funding is generally
distributed with34o/o given the fïrst month, 68% given after the first month, and then the
following March the balance, 32yo, is given. If additional funding is needed, charter schools
are able to come back to the Department to request an increase. Planning and budget
development for the next fiscal year is based on ADM for the frrst two months, projection of a
I0%o inqease for charter schools, and fall enrollment and/or expansion information.

Dr. Bill Harrison addressed the Committee regarding the role of the LFI and the role of the
adhoc committee on charter schools. He noted when an entity applies for a charter, the Offïce
determines which applicants meet the requirements set forth by statutes to become a charter
school. There were seven (7) potential schools that met the criteria this spring. These schools
go before the LFI Committee, which ranks the charter schools using a tally formula. After
rankings, applications go before the entire Board and the Board determines which applicants
are granted a charter. The LFI also plays a role in whether charter schools are non-renewed or
revoked based upon the recommendation of the Offrce. The adhoc committee's role is to
access the role of the LFI. Dr. Harrison noted that the Governor asked the Board to look at the
charter school process and have some type of rubric mechanism in place to evaluate whether or
not a charter school is going to be innovative and doing things differently than is being done in
traditional public schools. Dr. Harrison stated that they are looking at a process to deal with
charter schools that are not performing. He indicated that charter schools are overly
represented among higher performing schools across the state, and they are also overly
represented among lower performing schools. They are in the process of developing specific
criteria that charter schools need to adhere to or face revocation. They are looking at diversity
provisions among charter schools as well as a clearly defined role for the Office - being a

support system or an oversight system. Dr. Harrison commented that an adhoc committee is
looking at recommendations from the Blue Ribbon Commission on Charter Schools which
submitted a report over one and one-half years ago.
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There \ryas a question and answer session regarding charter schools. Dr. Harrison noted that the

Governor had written a letter to U.S. Department of Education Secretary Duncan about the

different type of innovations that North Carolina has relating to charter schools. He noted that

Secretary Duncan has spoken pretty strongly about states having charter school caps being a

disadvantage. Guidelines are scheduled to come out next week. Dr. Harrison commented that

in order to have a high probability for success, we would need to have a solid application
process that considers innovation and a solid accountability model.

Chairman Foriest thanked Mr. Moyer, Mr. LeSieur, and Dr. Harrison for their presentations.

Common Core Standards

Chairman Foriest introduced Angela Quick, Deputy Chief Academic Officer, Academic

Services and Instructional Support, Department of Public Instruction (DPI), who addressed the

Committee regarding common standards that have been reported in the media, how these

standards relate to the DPI's work referred to as ACRE (Accountability and Curriculum
Revision Effort), and intemational assessments (Attachment 4).

Ms. Quick explained that the Common Core is led by the National Governors Association and

the Chief Council of School State Officers. Standards are being driven by each state

participating in the collaboration. Common Core standards are currently being looked at for
English and math at this time (science is being looked at and may be added in the next phase).

These standards are in line with the ACRE project with emphasis on:

o Fewer, higher and clearer standards
o State led initiatives
r Ensuring competitiveness with anyone, anywhere
o Comparable assessment data across country
o Saving money
o Giving students access to larger set of resources

o Research-basedefforts

The time line for Common Core spans from August 2009 for drafts to early 2010 for adoption.

Ms. Quick spoke on how Common Core standards are related to international standards. She

talked about the following three (3) international tests being used at DPI work on essential

standards work:

1) PISA - (Program for Intemational Student Assessment) - math, science and reading

tests designed for 15-year olds
2) TIMSS - (Trends in International Mathematics and Science Study) - math and science

tests designed for fourth and eighth graders

3) PIRLS - (Progress in International Reading Literacy Study) - reading and reading

comprehension skills test for fourth graders

7
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Ms. Quick noted that the TIMSS test is the one out of the three mentioned that can be modified
to be more aligned with their national assessment.

The following reference websites were given:

o www.corestandards.org - to check progress related to the Common Core
o www.ncpublicschools.ore/acre/ - to compare the work of the Common Core with the

work of DPI

Chairman Foriest thanked Ms. Quick for her presentation.

There was a question and answer session in which Ms. Quick and State Superintendent June
Atkinson addressed concerns. Ms. Quick noted that although there was not a strong track
record of comparison of international tests to our tests, scores from other tests, including
NAEP, were being looked at for linking studies. She indicated that it was important to compare
students'profrciencies in awareness and learning with other states and to ensure that students
are globally competitive. Costs for these tests are expensive; however, tests should be done
appropriately and aligned with what is actually being taught. The goal is not to create more
tests, but to use tests that are already being used to create different metrics for the
accountability system. Ms. Quick noted that documentation from the Blue Ribbon Commission
was used with the State of Education and the ACRE project in redesigning assessment and
accountability models.

Superintendent June Atkinson addressed the issue of a state led initiative to have national
voluntary core standards in English, language arts and reading. She noted that the initiative is
designed where states can come together and have assessments where comparisons can be
made. The national initiative, led by the State, is a way to get students to the point where they
need to be and where assessments are developed. Dr. Atkinson noted that they were not
promoting the TIMSS, PIRLS, or PISA tests to be a part of the testing suite. These tests were
presented for informational purposes.

Chairman Foriest noted that the Committee will meet again tomorrow, November I0,2009, at
9:00 a.m.

The meeting adjourned at3:44p.m.
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The Joint Legislative Education Oversight Committee met on'Wednesday, November 10,
2009 at 9:00 am in Room 544 of the Legislative Office Building. House Co-Chairman,
Representative Doug Yongue presided. This meeting was attended by Representatives Bell,
Blackwood, cotham, Fisher, Glazíet,Jeffi;s, Lucas, Mclawhom, parmon, Rupp, Tolson,
Warren, and Wiley, in addition to Senators Dannelly, Dorsett, Foriest, Hartsell,Queen, Stevens,
Swindell, and Tillman. Chairman Yongue welcomed members, committee staff, presenters, and
the public, as well as, the Sergeant-at-Arms staff. The agenda, attendance record, and list of
visitors are attached (Attachments 1-3).

Dual Enrollment for High School Students

As the first order of business, Chairman Yongue invited Mr. Van Wilson, Associate Vice-
President, Student Services, NC Community Colleges System, discussed the three distinct dual
enrollment programs. The first of which is the Huskins Program, established in 1983, where
courses are taught at the high school. These couÍses generate FTE with exception of general
education courses, but covers math, science, and English. The second classification is dual
enrollment or dual credit courses, which are offered to students age 16 or above. These classes
are taught on the community college campus and non-public students may enroll. These courses
generate FTE, with the exception of general education courses, but includes math, science, and
English. The third category is Learn and Eam Online, where courses are offered to public and
non-public high school students, grades 9-I2, withno restrictions based on region or residency.
All Leam and earn courses generate FTE. Please see the attached "Joint High School
Partnership Programs" document (Attachment 4). Mr. V/ilson offered a wealth of information to
distinguish between the three, evaluating service area, fee and textbook cost, credit usage,
approval process, eligibility, contracts and agreements between school, etc. Mr. Wilson
welcomed legislators to consider ways to eliminate confusion between these programs.
Chairman Yongue opened the floor to questions. Senator Tillman asked if a itudent is at the
public school for a half day and attending community college courses for a half day, how is the
student funded? Ms. Jennifer Haygood, Chief Financial Officer, NCCCS, said the public school
gets ADM for a whole day, while the community college gets FTE for only the courses in which
the student is enrolled. So there is more accountability on the community college level as it
relates to funding. Representative Blackwood asked why a student may only generate F'IE when
taking amath, science, or English course, but not when enrolled in philosophy or religion, etc.
Representative Rapp, also Co-Chair of the House Appropriations Subcommittee on Eãucation,
responded by saying the state was forced to make cuts in the 2009 budget and saw that students
were doubly funded in many cases. They considered that math, science, and English were more
critical areas of study. Representative Blackwood asked if a student can enroll indpay out of
pocket. He encouraged the committee to consider covering the cost with state dollars.
Representative Rapp also acknowledged that school boards and LEAs certainly have the
authority and sometimes have the funds to cover these costs at the local level. Representative
Bell asked if there are different distinctions between students in Early College programs. Mr.
V/ilson noted that the Early Colleges are completely different than dual enrollment. Senator



Stevens asked if there are estimates available to account for those students who may have
enrolled in the past but did not enroll since state funding was cut? Ms. Jennifer Haygood stated
that the cut accounted for $14,6 million with equatesto2,770 FTE. These same students may
have lost the state fi.mded benefit of Huskins enrollment and Dual enrollment, but are still
covered when taking Learn and Eam courses online. Senator Dorsett asked for the definition of
a 'service delivery area'. Mr. Kennon Briggs, Vice President, NCCCS, explained that the State
Board of Community Colleges defines the service area for each community college. There may
be cooperative agreements between colleges for the purpose of eliminating duplication. Please

see the auhorizing legislation attached (Attachment 5).

Mr. Kennon Briggs noted that students, parents, and colleges may be easily confused in trying to
distinguish between these three dual enrollment programs. Mr. Briggs suggested that courses
could and should be more efficiently funded and administered in two groups: (1) cooperative
and innovative high school program (Early College, Middle College, etc.) and (2) aIl other high
school program. Chairman Yongue, Senator Swindell, and Representative Glazier all expressed
the need to streamline and simpliff these offerings. Representative Glazier expressed the need to
review the mission of the community colleges.

UNC Tech Transfer

Dr. Steve Leath, Vice President for Research, UNC briefed members of the committee on the
many research efforts of the University ofNorth Carolina. Dr. Leath informed the committee on
the current IINC effort to overhaul technology transfer. The IINC System has the 3'd largest
research system in the nation. Research opportunities continue to grow as federal stimulus funds
flow to states. The system has already captured over $6 billion dollars in stimulus funds. They
are currently working to otganize and manage these efforts in order to promote seamless

technology transfer. For more detail on examples of specific grants awarded, please see the
attached handout (Attachment 6). The North Carolina Research Center in Kannapolis, NC is
open and operating. This recently funded c¿Ìmpus employees 94 UNC researchers and support
staff, which includes 12 graduate students. Dr. Leath highlighted a few products developed as a

result of research conducted at one of the UNC institutions. The Entegrion Stasilon wound
dressing is considered to be cutting-edge as it is used to promote coagulation of the blood.
Researchers at North Carolina State University has found away to add value to apples by
preparing and preslicing apples. These apples are preserved using a modified plant hormone, so

as not to ripen too soon.. East Carolina University has developed an anti-stuttering device and
developed an early stage vaccine for patients with Multiple Sclerosis. Changes to be

implemented over the next year include simplifications of IP negotiations, recognition of faculty
entrepreneurial activity, and identification and expansion of each campus' unique research
strengths. Senator Stevens asked for a document outlining the various research dollars at each
university. Dr. Leath provided the document at a later date and it is included at AttachmentT .

Representative Lucas asked if the Research arm of the UNC system could be utilized to save NC
jobs or create new jobs. Dr. Leath indicated that as the data is more accessible to industry, the
information could be used to better serve our citizens. Representative Wiley asked for
clarification on intellectual property rights. Dr. Leath said the inventor has first right of refusal.
He also expressed the need to better address intellectual property so as to offer more incentives
to researchers. Representative Glazier asked if there is a need for policy changes to accomplish



these goals. Dr. Leath did not foresee the need for policy changes. Representative Glazier asked
if these efforts can be disseminated and published so that people will know how much is
accomplished at each university.

With no fi¡rther discussion, Chairman Yongue announced the date of the next meeting:
December 8,2009. The meeting adjourned at 10:50 a.m.
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Forsyth

Buncombe

Northampton

Avery

Stanly

Gui¡ford

cuilford

Z¡p Code

24305

2A671

285 10

27 tOL

2A778

27320

27573

247L2

2A676

24403

28577

24o75

27705

27616

282r1

2445r

27344

283s9

272t7

28472

28036

27549

2a616

24213

27530

27597

27615

24805

27603

27r06

28a16

27432

2a604

2A 109

274tO

27405

City

Fayettêv¡lle

Stâtesv¡lle

Arapahoe

w¡nston-Salem

Swannanoa

Reidsville

Roxboro

Erevard

StateRoad

W¡lm¡n9ton

Morehead C¡ty

Harrisburg

Durham

Raleigh

Charlotte

Leland

Siler City

Luñberton

Burl¡ngton

Whiteville

Davidson

Louisburg

Crossnore

Charlotte

Goldsboro

zebulon

Raleigh

Asheville

Raleigh

W¡nston-Salem

Ashev¡lle

Gaston

Banner Elk

Misenhe¡mer

Green5boro

Greensboro

Address

9O7 Hay St.

217 South Center Street

9OO5 Hwy 3065

1380 N Martin Luther K¡ng
Jr. Dr

2O3O US Hwy 70

181 Bethany Rd

401 gethel H¡ll School Rd

2587 Pleasant Ridge Rd

31318 Randa¡l Parkway

11O8 Bridges St

88lo Hickory Ridge Rd

1305 West Club Blvd

2600 sumner Blvd #13O

8310 McAlpine Park Dr

7O55 Eacon's way

Po Box 245

PO Box 706

2454 Altamahaw-Union
R¡dge Rd.

35 Bacon's Way

s65 Griffith S

P O Box 1075

PO Box 3O9

55OO N. Tryon St.

5O4 West Elm St

4OO NMC Dr.

94OO Forum Drive

50 Bell Road

4O1 H¡llsborough Street

5426 Shattalon Dr

PO Box 16161

32O Pleasant Hill Road

PO 8ox 98

c/o Pfeiffer univ.
960

POB

4O49 Eattteground Ave

2207AE. Cone Blvd

felephone

9t o.223.77LL

704.a78.6009

252.249.7599

336.74A.41 16

a2a-294.2747

336.951.2500

336.599.2423

a2a.8a5.2665

336-A74.2727

9to.367.9A22

252,726.760t

704.455.3447

919.416.9025

919.a5s.98r 1

704.295-Or37

910.655.1215

9L9.742.4550

9 10.521.1669

336.586.9440

910.64t.4042

704.896.6262

919.497.3 l9a
aza.733.5241

704.597.5100

9 19-581.O166

919.404.O444

919-a4A-O333

aza.294.2t73

919.715.3690

336.922.1121

828.236.9441

2s2.304.6932

a28.A9A.3a6a

704.463.3309

336.2a6.a404

336.954.1344

Lead Adm¡n¡stratot

Éugene Slocum

Stephen Gay

Tom M€Carthy

Rob¡n Hollis

Lori Cozz¡

Vicky Bethel

John Betterton

Shirley Reed

Paul welborn

Brian corriqan

Susan Smith

Carole Forbes

Gail Taylor

tanice Bonham West

leremy Sp¡elman

.rènñifer Eeamer

Ronn¡e Joyce

Ronald Bryant

Linda Humble
Pugh

David

Steve Sm¡th

Joy K. Warnêr

Robin.¡ackson

Sharon Sm¡th Wise

centry Campbell

Hilda H¡cks

Brandon Sm¡th

Steve McAdams

Dr- susan Gottfr¡ed

Kêvin Piacenza

Lori H¡ll

Buffy Fowler

Chr¡stine Barfordi Tammi
Sutton
Byron Jones

Helen Nance

Rudy Swofford

Rob¡n Buckrham

Alpha Academy

American Renaissance School

Arapahoe charter School

Arts Based ElementarY

Artspace Charter School

gethany Community Middle School

Bethel Hill charter school

Erevard Academy

Eridges

cap€ Fear Center for Inqu¡ry

Cape Lookout Mar¡ne Science HS

Carolina Internat¡onal School

Cãrter Community School

casa Esperanza Montessor¡

Charlotte Secondary School

Charter Day School

Chatham Charter School

CIS Academy

Clover Garden

columbus charter school

commun¡ty school of Davidson

Crosscreek Charter

Crossnoae AcademY

Crossroads Charter High

Dillard Academy

East Wake Academy

Endeavor Charter School

Evergreen Corñmunity Charter School

Explor¡s Middle School

Forsyth Academies

Francine Delany New School for
Children

Gaston College PreparatorY

Grandfather Academy

Gray Stone Day School

Greensboro Academy

Gúilford Prep Academy

ci



Nt¡¡fh Caroliaa
Charter Schools

2008-09

2000

L997

r997

200 1

1994

2004

2007

1998

1997

1998

1994

t997

1997

2000

2000

2002

2007

L997

2004

2000

2000

r999

1997

2002

1999

1999

1999

1994

L997

2006

1997

1999

2005

2000

1997

1997

2001

1994

1998

2003

2006

r99a

a

L997

1997

2000

2002

2006

1997

2003

2000

2000

2006

1999

1999

t997

2001

1999

1999

1999

r99a

t997

2005

r997

1999

2004

135

1ç2

6A

106

722

470

346

rao

1.O56

1,O28

297

245

461

151

2t3

799

557

79

245

940

526

526

676

572

952
/l2/¡

7AA

520

572

K-12

K-a

K-3

K-s

6- l2
6-12

K-a

5-6

5-8

K-12

K-L2

3-a

K-8

K-a

K-a

K-5

K-a

9-t2
K-5

K-12

K-l 1

K-a

6-t2

K-10

K-A

9-12

K-8

K-12

K-12

6-L2

K-A

K-a

K-3

3

3

6

3

6

3

2

6

6

a

6

6

6

7

a

3

5

6

7

3

4

5

6

3

3

5

3

5

3

4

6

93A

328

364

92Q

60c

320

548

60L

60D

204

554

554

60F

874

51A.

68^

6aN

368

92M

534

348

60G

92N

92K

32H

o1B

644

738

9aA

638

60J

Vvarren

Durham

Gaston

Wake

Mecklenburg

Durham

Leno¡r

Mecklenburg

Mecklenburg

L¡ncoln

Liñcoln

Mecklenburg

swa¡n

.¡ohnston

Orange

Gúilford

Gaston

fredell

Wake

Lee

Forsyth

Mecklenburg

wake

wake

Durham

Alamance

Nash

Person

wilson

Moore

Mecklenburg

27A44

27701

Gastonia i
I

2ao53

Raleigh 27604

2azro

27707

28sO1

28205

2ao78

2a906

2AO37

24o92

2a277

28713

27s76

27278

27st7
27265

28054

115

776LO

27331

27105

28227

276t5

27604

27r03

27253

27404

27573

27493

2a394

2a105

Holl¡ster

Durham

Cha rlotte

Durham

K¡nston

charlotte

Huntersville

Murphy

Denver

Lincolñton

Raleigh

Durham

Charlotte

Mount A¡ry

Bryson C¡tY

Selma

Hillsborough

Cha

H nt

Gastonia

Mooresv¡lle

Rale¡gh

sa nford

winston-Salem

M¡nt H¡ll

Rale¡9h

Raleigh

Durhãm

Graham

Rocky Mount

Roxboro

wilson

Vass

Metthêws

13O Haliwa Saponi Trail

aO7 w. Chapel Hill St.

324 N H¡ghland Street
Box 1653

po

1116 N Elount St-

1717 Sharon Rd. west

47OO S. Alston Ave

2OOO Mart¡n Luther King, Jr.
Blvd

931 wilann Orive

12435 Old Stãtesville Rd

7834 Galway Lane

t 33 Êagle Nest Road

7OO0 Endhaven Lane

89O .lenkins Branch Rd.
North
P.O. Box 339

4o2o Meet¡ng waY

PO aox 3706

1O4 Yellow Wood Circle

3815 Rock Quarry Rd'

P O Box 5437

50l2-D Lans¡ng Dr

64OO Matthews-Mint Hill Rd.

965O Strickland Rd
t75

Ste

111r. Haynes St.

2013 Ellis Rd

PO Box 1450

3334 B¡shop Rd

1 15 Lake Dr¡ve

1OO4 Herring Ave.

14O Southern Ounes Or

3909 wedd¡ngton Rd.

252.257.5853

919.956.5599

704.866.6342

919.434.0941

704.688.2939x579

919.444.1300

252.SZ2.O2LO

9AO.297.2522

704.94a.4600

704.4a3.661 1

704.736'.9Aa8

919.844.O277

919.493

704.so3.11 12

336.7A9.7570

a2a.488.1222

919.965.8044

079

7lJ4.857.2428

704.237.5340

919.235.O51 1

919.499.0945

336.744.7134

704.573.6611
704.542.1096

9 19.841.O44 I

9 19.7 15.1 155

919.957.7 tOA

336.229.O909

252.443.9923

336.s97.OO20

252.293.4t50

9 10-695.1004

704.32L.1711

Chenoa Davis

lim Mccormick

Joseph Dixon; Sher¡da
Stevens
Richard Rub¡n

Stacey Rose

f¡m Þugan

Ozzie Hall

Keith Burnam

Tim R¡emer

Dave Machado, Lead
Adm.
f udy Smith

Dr- Mar¡e Peine

Carter Petty

Patricia Harris

.rennifer Putdee; Rebeccã
Fr¡end (H.S.)

Michael Stack

Sadie Jordan

Simon.rohnson

Christy Morrin, K-8
8ob Thomas 9-1o

Dr. Charles watson

Dr. Tom Humble

Terri Gullick

Jeff o¡shmon

Michael Pratt

Walter F¡nn¡9an

Dr. JoAnne Woodard

Sue Kemple

lanir Oell¡nger-Holton

Healthy Stãrt AcademY

tf 'çt*æ¿ charter Publ¡c School

ElementarY

school

Kestrel Heights School

Charter

KIPP:

Lake Nffin charter School

LincolnCharterSchool-Denver K-f2

a¡ncoln charter School-L¡ncolnton K-8

úãiõtin. neg¡onal scholars' Academy

t'lountain DiscoverY Charter

Neuse Charter School

Piedmont Community School

P¡ne Lake PrepãratorY

Charter

Prov¡s¡ons AcãdemY
*L¡tagat¡on Pendingt

Qual¡ty Educat¡on AcademY

Grant Comm Schools

Quest

Raleigh Charter High School

Research Tr¡angle Charter

Rocky MouDt PreP. school

Roxboro CommunitY School

Sallie g. Howard school

Smãh¡tts tt eatre Arts Rena¡ssãnce
School (STARS)

so€rates Academy

(\I



North (
Cbårier SL.uols

2008-09

2000

199'

2000

1999

1997

1997

2003

1997

1997

199'
1994

1998

1999

200 1

1994

I

1998

1999

2008

2005

2000

t999

2007

2000

zlJ07

2000

199'

2000

1998

1997

L997

2002

1997

r997

r997

1998

1994

1999

2001

r998

1999

1994

1999

2008

2004

1999

2006

2000

2f)06

952

424

94

607

167

161

94

6l)7

r36

148

323

r.2t2
al

164

a2

252

948

13S

373

252

150

990

439

11'

9-t2
K-A

K-8

K-8

K-a

K-8

K-12

K-5

K-6

K-5

5-8

K-12

9-12

K-8

K-5

L-t2
K-12

K-5

K-5

t<-7

K-a

K-1r

K-8

4-8

K-a

K-4

3

3

7

6

I
4

5

3

2

6

5

3

5

a

7

5

a

2

3

5

a

6

3

3

1

2

92P

92E

49D

608

50A

634

34D

32K

544

604

34C

92F

o1D

454

12A

198

81A

164

92L

4tF

954

904

32L

07A

6sB

wake

wake

Iredell

Mecklenburg

Jackson

Moofe

Forsyth

ourham

Lenoir

Mecklenburg

Forsyth

wake

Alamance

Henderson

Burke

chatham

Rutherford

Carteret

wake

Gu¡lford

Watau9a

Union

Durham
gea ufort

New Hanover

27540

27560

2a6a7

28206

247L7

28315

27727

2770L

28502

28204

27toa
27587

27340

2A792

2a655

275t7

2A1L4

2a5 16

27604

2f4{J5

2A607

241 ro

27704

2A403

Holly Springs

Morrisville

Statesv¡lle

Charlotte

cashiers

Aberdeen

w¡nston-Salem

Durham

Kinston

charlotte

winston-Salem

Wake Forest

saxapahãw

Hendersonville

Morganton

Chapel H¡ll

Mooresboro

gea ufort

Raleigh

Greensboro

Soone

Monroe

Henderson

Durham

wash¡n9ton

w¡lmington

PO gox 1OO

2O2 Treybrooke Dr.

P o Box 1332

4101 N Tryon St

PO Box 1339

12588 Hwy. 15-5O1

437 Gold Floss St

724 Foster St.

Po Box 2206

5 10 S. Torrence St.

zao S, L¡berty St'

604 Frankl¡n St

P.O. Box 162

613 Glover Street

501 East concord Street

PO Box SOOa

2527 HwY 22L-A

1950 Hwy 70 E

321I Bramer Dr¡ve

9OO Sixteenth Street

1018 Archie carroll Rd

675 N. M-L. K¡ng f,r. Blvd

P.O. Box 71567

606 South Colleqe Road

919-567.9955

919.462.84a9

704.A81.0441

704.509.5470

82A.743.5755

910.757.0401

336.723.6834

919.6a2,1200

2s2.939.19s8

704.377.3L8O

336.748.3838

919.554.49 1 1

336.376.Lr22

a2a.696.8480

82a.437.5753

919.960,8353

82A.657.9998

252.728.1995

919.429.9500

33€-621-OO61

82A 262.54L1

704.23a.8883

252.43L.O641

9 19.433.3301

252.946,t977

9to.799.6776

carroll Reed

Bill zajic

Tenna w¡ll¡ams

Cheryl Êllis

Dr. Jack Talmadge

Allyson S€hoen

Ruth Hopk¡ns

carolyn Kirkland; John
Heffernan

Glor¡a Battle

Kr¡sti Dahlstrom

Ed Herring

Den¡se Kent K-5;
Mahaley 6-12

David

Dr, Marc¡a Huth

Chad Hamby

Larry Wilkerson

Harrell Rentz

Joseph A. Maimone;
Jason Cole

Lynsey Plume

Cynthia McQueen

Hakan orak

,une Gilch

Raymond Reinsant

Carl Forsyth

Steve Jones

Margar€t Franklin

S*rtt*-" W.k" AcademY

Ste¡l¡ng Montessori 
^cademY

Success lnstitute

Sugar Creek charter School

summ¡t Charter School

The Academy of Moore County

The Carter G. woodson School of
challenge

central Park for Ch¡ldren

The v¡llage Academy

The CommunitY Charter

The Downtowo school

The Franklin AcademY

School

The Þlountain Commun¡tY

the New D¡mensions School

The woods Charter School

Thm jefferson class¡cal AcademY

Torchlight

TRIAD Math & Sc¡€nce

R¡vers school

Union Academy

Cha rter

Voya9er

Montessor¡

¡n9ton PreparatorY AcaóeñY

L'?l



Charter School Application Statistics

Total # of
Approved Schools

Currently in
Session

32

6 1

78

9 1

96

94

9'/

99

97

93

98

100

97

,. #of
Revocations of
Year Approved

1

3

0

1

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

1l

# of Non
Renewals of

Year Approved

0

2

1

0

0

0

0

ô

0

0

0

0

0

3

# of Voluntary
Relinquishments

of Year
Approved

5

1 1

11

1

2

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

30

, #of l
Applications

Receiving
Approval

34

32

28

1 7

9

2

4

2

1

7

6

2

0

L44

# of Applications
Submitted

65

66

53

54

JJ

I

26

1 9

1 2

T9

t2
6

No slots available

24

406

Year of Final
Approval

r991

1998

r999

2000

2001

2002

2003

2004

2005

2006

2007

2008

2009

20r0

Totals

sil



R-ËVOCATIONS & VOLL]NTARY iìELiN ^SIIÌ\'IENTS OF Ci{Atr{TER SCTIOOLS

1997-2408
Updated 6/9/2008

REASON FORACTION

Financial Noncompliance
Financial Noncompliancr_
Exceptional Children
N
Student EnrollmenVBusiness
Student Enrollment/Business
FinanciaVGovernance
Noncompliance

Financial Noncompliance
EnrollmenlBusiness

Incomplete Planning

Incomplete Planning

Enrollment/Business
En¡ollment/Business
Incomplete Planning

Enrollment/Business
Enrollment/Business

Enrollment

EnrollmenVBusiness
Inadequate fu ndinglDeclining
En¡ollment

Incomplete Planning

Incomplete Planning

EnrollmenlBusiness
Incomplete Planning

Un¡esolved Legal Issues

Unresolved Legal Issues

DATE

January 2001

December 1999

December 1999

August 1999

January 1999

May 1998

December 2000

May 1999

January 1998

August 2001

March 2001

December 2000

August 2000

October 1999

September 1999

April 1999

November 1998

January 2002

February 2000

Septernber 1999

December, 1999

February 2000

May 1999

May 1999

ACTION

Revocation
Revocation
Revocation

Revocation
Revocation
Revocation

Revocation
Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Relinquishment
Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Reiinquishment

Relinquishment

. ìYEAR
OPENED

r997
r997
1997

199'7

t991
r99'7

1 998

199'7

Withdrew - Did not
open(one delay)

Withdrew-Did not
open
1 998

1998

Withdrew - Did not
open
(one year delay)

1998

I 998

Withdrew- Did not
open
1998
1999

Withdrew - Did not
open (one year
delay)
Withdrew - Did not
open
r997
Withdrew - Did not
open
'Withdrew - Did not
open
'Withdrew-Did not
open

YEAR, :, . '

APPROVED
t997
799'l
t991

t99'l
1997

t991

l 998

r997

1997

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

1998

i998

1998
r999

r999

r999

199'7

r999

1999

r999

SCHOOL

Academ
LIFT Academy
Elizabeth Grurton Charter

School
Horizons
Saba Charter School

Bonner Academy

PHASE AcademY

School in the CommunitY

Odyssey Charter School

Bear Grass Charter School

Sankore

OMA's Inc. Charter School

Partnership AcademY

Arts and Basics Charter

Change for Youth

Catawba Valiey Tech

Wilkes Technical High
Developmental Day School

Hope Elementary School

Harnett Technical High School

United Children's Ability Nook
Cabumrs County Charter
School
Tarheel Challenge-West

Tarheel Challenge-East

COI]NTY

1. Pltt
2. Forsyth
3. Wilkes

4. Wayne
5. Caldwell
6. Wake

7. Onslow
8 Orange/Chapel

Hill City School
9. Orange

ì0. Martin

il. Wake
12. Cumberland
13, Durham

14. Wilkes
15. Wayne

16. Catawba

17. Wilkes
18. Iredell

19. Wake

20. Harnett

21. Wilkes
22. Cabarnts

23. Mecklenburg

24. Sampson

tfì



REASON FOR ACTION

Enrollment/Business
En¡ollmenVBusiness
En¡ollment/Business
Low Eruollment
Facilities

Facilities

Business, enrollment, rePorting,
governance

Governance, business,
reporting, financial
Closing of Children's FacilitY

Low en¡ollment

Finance

Low enrollmenlFinance
Governance, Finance,
Enrollment
Governance, Finance

Governance

Consolidated with Amer.
Renaissance Middle school

Governance

Low Enrollment
Low Enrollment

Student Reporting
Noncompliance

DATE

February 2002
August 2002

Auzust 2002

August 2002
}l4.ay2002

JuIy 2002

July 2003

November 2005

December 2005

December 2005

February 2006

March 2006

June,2006

July,2006

Effective 613j107

March,2007

Effective 6130108

June,2008

June 30, 2008

June 30, 2009

ACTION

Relinquishment
Relinquishment
Relinquish¡nent
Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Renewal not
approved
Revocation

Relinquishment
Relinquishment
Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Non Renewal

Revocation

Revocation

Relinquishment

Non Renewal

Relinquishment

Relinquishment

Non Renewal

YEAR GPENEÐ

I 998

1998

r999
1999
Withdrew-Did not
op€n
Withdrew-Did not
open
1999

1 998

199'7

2002

1999

199'7

1998

1998

1997

I 998

i998
t999
i999

1999

YEAR
APPROVtrÐ
1998

1998

1999

r999
2000

2001

1998

r998

1997

2001

r999
199'1

1998

1998

1997

I 998

1998

1999

1999

1999

CHARTÐR SCHOOL

Childhood AcadHarnett EarlY
Point

Success
Outreach

Tar Heel Charter High School

Oak Ridge Charter School

Wayne Technical AcademY

East Winston PrimarY School

Lakeside Charter I
Ann Atwater (32J)

Rowan Academy (804)

Visions Charter (188)

Laurinburg Charter School
(83A)
Imani Instihtte Charter School

4l
Jotur H. Bake¡, Jr. High School

American Renaissance Elem-
(4eA)

SPARC AcademY (92I)

Omuteko Gwamaziima (32G)

The Laurinburg Homervork
(838)
Provisions AcademY (534)
(Pending Litigation)

COUNTY

25. Harnett
26. Durham
2'7. Du¡ham
28

29 Biaden

30. Guilford

31. Wayne

32. Fors¡h

33. Alamance
34. Durham

35. Rowan

36. Catawba

3'7. Scotland

38. Guilford

39. Wake

40. Iredell

4l. Wake

42. Durham

43. Scotland

44. Lee

(o



74,365.283.473.4920Wake

85.181.286.780.592GEast Wake AcademY

61.351 .177.163960Wayne

N/AN/A69.83496CDillard Academy

73.752.778.466.5350Franklin

87.555.668.467.1354Crosscreek Gharter

63.960.178.6br/.J600Mecklenburg

N/Aóö,¿>9592.460tComm Sch of Davidson

75.464.782.369.2241lMiteville Clfy Schoo/s

N/AN/As3.870.824NColumbus Charter

63.5qö.¿80.463.210Alamance

89.768.89075.301cClover Garden

43.140.368.648.6780Roôeson

31.6N/A66784CIS Academy

76.768.980.569.2190Chatham

8478.188.879.6194Chatham Charter

70.863.779.9': 68,9100Brunswick '

>9575.374,9104Charter Day School

63.960.178.667,3600Mecklenburg

N/AN/A76.772.960KCharlotte Secondary

74.3' 65.2:.83.473.4- 920Wake

. N/A76.9',84.977.392RCasa Esperanza

54.548.9bb.J52.5320Durham

>956.782.964.132CCarter CommunitY

ô2.982.1
" 

72.2Cabarius '

82.1,,84.3Carolina lnternational'

/ J.()61.1ó¿71 .S650New Hanover

78.492.991.685.46sACape Fear Cnt for lnq.

77.5'' 62.184.1970WIkes

,69.245.571.',|97D

BB.179.887.375,2BBOTransylvania

82.4>9587.482.888ABrevard Academy

57.464.378.263.s730Person :

N/A84.687.977.8734Bethel Hill Charter Sch

61 .356.475.860790Rockingham

65.9N/A80.968.57SABethany Comm. MS

76.362.784.573.1110Buncombe

, 85,781.68073,9118ArtSpace Charter

61.960.97864.5340Forsyth

N/A6981.967.134GArtsBased Elem

80.679.686.974690Pamlico

71.451.377.967.7694Arapahoe Charter "
73.26586.973.6490Iredell

69.86572.269.2498Am. Renaissance

59.354.573.265260Cumberland

33.338,568.557.6268Alpha Academy

Grade 8

Science
Grade 5

ScienceMathReadingLEA #Charter School

67.660.8BO67.6STATE AVERAGE

Grade I
Science

Grade 5

ScienceMathReading

School Year

2008-2009

K-IEOGComparisons
Charter Schools/ Local LEA's/ State

2008 - 2009

Grade I'
Science

54.5

76.6

69.2

/J.J

78.7ô9.58773.9510Johnston

N/A>9585.474.E514Neuse Charter School

76.681.569.7870Swain

66.770.570.587AMountain Discovery

67.3E5.169.3862Mt Aity CiA Scåoo/s

75.96082.178.1867Millennium Charter

63.960.178.667.3600Mecklenburg

>9595>95>9560FMetrolina Regional

54.548.966.352.9320Durham

47.4407554.1324lMaureen Joy Charter

74.365.283.473.4920Wake

>95>95>95>9592DMagellan Charter Sch

' 78.772.285.471.6550Lincoln

88.970.89282.6554Línôoln Charter School

80.61ao83.775.1200Cherokee

>9593.388.690.9Learning Center

63.960.178.667.3600

>9584.294.192.260DLake Norman Charter

63.960.178.667.3600Mecklenburg

N/A70.867.159.1601KIPP Charlotte

72.360.2

54.5s3.748.6548

54.548.966.352.9320Durham

63.8N/A81 ,21A a32DKestrel Heights

74.365.2 :,83.4Wake:: :

N/A, 61.5 '.78s6.192QHooe Elementary

48.966.352.9JZVDurham

18.949.238.7J¿ÓHealthy Start AcademY

s2.2. 50.3 .61.8, s30' Warren' ..

33.354.8r, .50Haliwa-Saponi

62.357.18065.6410Guilford

84.634.563.959.641cGuilford Prep

62.365.6410Guilford'.,;

86.469.19492.6418Greensboro Aiademy

47.547.169.948.9660Northampton

>9585.384.978.5664Gaston College PreP

76.362.984.5v3.1. 110Buncombe

81.364.776.571.411KFrancine Delany

61.960.47864.5340Forsyth

41 .455.7ô¿.¿+34FForsyth Academies

74.365.283.473.4.920Wake i'
93.4N/A93.289.s928Exploris Middle School

76.362.984.573.1110Buncombe

92.584.68B87.6114Evergreen Comm.

74.365.283.473.4920Wake

N/A94.2>95.189.792SEndeavor Charter School

Grade I
Science

Grade 5
ScienceMathReading

LEA
flCharter School

67.660.8BO67.6STATE AVERAGE

Grade 5
ScienceMathReading

School Year
2008-2009

7



K-8EOGGomparisons
Charter Schools/ Local LEA's/ State

2008 - 2009

. -¡l Year
08-2009

61.960.47864.5340

6327.572.140.634D

76.36682.472,5630Moore

501051 .247.7A2^The Acad. of Moore Co.

75.479.584.671.6500Jackson

>9572.787.5E7.5504Summit Charter

63.960.178.667.3600Mecklenburg

41.334.474,9s5.5608Sugar Creek Charter

73.26586.973.6490Iredell

64.34.471.758.549DSuccess Gharter

74.365.283.473.4920Wake

78.91E90.384.6928Sterlinq Montessori

63.960.178.667.3600Mecklenburg

N/A95.789.460JSocrates

76.36682.472.5630Moore

37.525.867.162.5638STARS

5',1.779.963.4980

30.373.5984Sallie B, Howard

57.464.378.263.5730Person

79.5N/A94.286.5738Roxboro CommunitY

59.755.2' ,. 640Nash

61.472.9'66.5644 .Rocky Mount PreP,:;:, '

63.548.280.463.210Alamance

89.659.688.377.6018

Research Triangle

am

Riv.' Mill AcademY

54.548.966.352.9320

47.231.968.9.r 55.4 ,

7 4.365.283.473.4920Wake

>9593.3>95>9592NQuest AcademY

63.9,. 60.178.667.3Mecklenburg

69.275,87.683.260GQueen's Grant Comm

61 .g60.47B64.5340Forsyth

66.770,690.377.4348Quality Education

74.365.283.473.4920Wake .

34.5I 1.950,743.292MPreEminent Charter

73.26586.973.6490lredell

93.890.794.6B949EPine Lake Prep.

69.352.277.46ô360Gasfon

80.470.683.376.3368Piedmont Comm. Sch,

62.357.18065.6410Guilford

N/A66.786.182.841DPhoenix Academy

72.368,383.572680Orange

72.25580.270.7684Orange Charter School

Grade 8

Science
Grade 5
ScienceMathReadingLEA #Charter School

bi.b60.8BO67.6STATE AVERAGE

Grade I
Science

Grade 5

ScienceMathReading

1)O61.1ó¿71 .9b5uNew Hanover

N/A12.531.829.5658Wilmington Prep.

58.649.977.16370Beaufort

64.768.275.772.1074Washington Montessorí

È^ a48.9bþ.J52.9ó¿vDurham

89.87889.379.932LVovager Academy

45.5497355.1910Vance

88.689.29585Vance Cha¡tèr Scñoo/

72.869.489.4aaa900Union

92.37592.787.2904Union Academy

87.5; 79.291.783.9950

68.881,8BB.6954Two Rivers Communíty

62.357.1BO65.6410Guilford

N/A82.B80.673.441FTRIAD Math and Sci

74.383.473.4

: N/A73.9921Torchlight Academy ",

8575.689.479.2160Carteret

N/AB190.2BB.2168Tiller School

6s.363.68',1,466.6r8'10Rutherford

83.567.2s'l:7814Thomas Jefferson

76.768.980.569.2190Chatham

92.S9092.489.B198The Woods Chañer

79.288.1, 72,7, 120

N/A66.760124Ihe New Dimensions

82.977.590.479.5450Henderson

85tt.ó90.482.5454The Mountain Comm.

74.365.283.473.4920Wake

89.785.689.989.992FThe Franklin Academy

61 .960.47864.5340Forsyth

4011.161 .351 .434CThe Downtown Middle

63.960.178.667.3600' Mecklenburg

N/A37.556.365.6ô04The Community Charter

48.757.272.360.2540Lenoir

N/A71.951.6544The Children's Village

54.548.966.352.9320Durham

N/A52.38178.932KThe Central Pk. Sch.

Grade 8

Science
Grade 5

ScienceMathReading
LEA
#Charter School

67.660.88067.6STATE AVERAGE

Grade I
Science

Grade 5

ScienceMathReading

School Year
2008-2009

Carter G. Woodson



High School EOC GomParisons
Charter Schools/Local LEA's/State

2008 - 2009

71.271 .485.962.777.771.273.372.967.773.8STATE AVERAGE

Civics &

EconomicsPhysics
Physical
ScienceChemistryBiologyGeometryAlgebra llAlgebra IEnglish IHigh School Course

US

73.184.762.584.769.266.469.46872.510Alamance

68.471.8N/A89.551,976.965.26r,894.'l93.2clBRiver MillAcademY

77.680.492.167.287.380.28181.676.580.7920Wake

>95>95>95N/A91.9>95>9592.290.2>9592KRaleigh ChaÉer HS

78.977.187.26175.178.27375.674.776.6600Mecklenburg

70.880.sN/A61.76r.565.777.369.661.682.260GQueen's Grant Gommuni

69.967.275.24B71.764.765.265.660.670.9340Forsyth

B490N/A85.7N/A43.538.711 .145.564.3348Quality Education

71.275.1>95'63,990.8'77.783.7', 7'.|.3:79.7,, 490lredell'

91.77584.881.570.1Pine Lake Prep '

77.771.287.557.47370.473.570.272.871.5360Gasfon

43.861.8N/AN/A17.66058.314.363.889.4368Piedmont Commun

83.2'1,,' 80,1'91.2'68.2:. 82.3',78.2.,

, 61.5 '.":,70bb. I' 'N/A'.'.'33.3N/APACE Academy,"', :::"'' ::"::'

77.977.692.17276.481.B82.970.879.575.2ÃqLincoln

9491.59076.770.482.579.766.784.886.7554Lincoln Charter

87.2,.75.1 ::'v8:2',,'75.6 i:'' 74,7',600

' 78.3i 93.460D .Lake N öimi an Ch arte r 
"',,

]N/A 
:ri: N/A .i'>95,.,:gg,7 :

63.859.680.738.26'1.661.251.64946.86'1.3Durham

66.710.539.5N/A62.238.32946.766.732DKestrel Heights

.66.7',..42.9.156,130.2,: 49.2.,..60.4 ,',t'930

: N/A,29.6':,: 42.9.30,8,,', .60' ,'.,73.3,'e3AHaliwa:Saponi Tr¡bal Si!

64.271.588.969.688.173.380.984.578.178.1

B7.B>9585.7N/A86.2>9594.485.278.8>9584BG Stone

. 48.9.. 54.2', 87.5"48,2'... 20.3',,28.7'47.9,North

:,, 92.7';:,71.4,' N/A:].,73.2, 
,oþAGaston Co llege P¡

77.680.492.167.287.380.2B'1.676,580.7920Wake

65.978.3N/AN/A47.978.560.747.558.588,292GEast Wake AcademY

6884.762.5,84.7 ,69.266.4

57.1N/A86.3N/4,':86.490.67565.4CloVer Garden ' '

79.282.686.270.784.680.2B581.97 4.17B130Cabarras

N/A61.9N/AN/AN/A6578.657.165.193.8134Carolina lnternational

/ þ.Ð: 75.5'93.156.570.270.773.8'.. 77.1160

83.380.8N/A58.180>95'57.1, 53.155.9 '164Lookout Marine H

US History
Civics &

EconomicsPhysics
Physical
ScienceChemistrYBiologyGeometryAlgebra llAlgebra IEnglish ILEA #School

'48.2

54.5

I

68



High School EOC Comparisons
Charter Schools/Local LEA's/State

2008 - 2009

71.271 .485.962.777 .771.273.372.967.773.8STATE AVERAGE

US History
Civics &

EconomicsPhysics

Physical
ScienceChemistryBiologyGeometryAlgebra llAlgebra IEnglish IH School Gourse

, 78,277.6 ;,92.476.284.37681 ,,', 81,5

Rtúherford

U .Academ
Union

N/A70.260.7,.68.488.641.7

60.7566053.668.162.761.860.158.268.4810

81.6>95809093.584.283.593.187.4>95814Thomas Jefferson

'75.6,96.1 ,s7.874.962.877.4Chatham ."'i,,1 
.

91.7", >95N/A..N/A95.882.5,' 93,3>95The Woods Charter Sch.

6873.184.762.584.769.266.469.46B72.510Alamance

B1 .B93.3N/A>95N/A>95B57566.783.301DThe Hawbridge School

77.6 '.80.467.287,380.281I'1.6,,76.5920Wake

90.3', 95,'>95 ,85.291.8: 94.6>95szF'The Franklin AcademY

69.967.275.24B71.764.765.265.660.670.9340Forsyth

45.887.5N/A71 .4N/A66.753.837.560.662.534DThe Carter G. Woodson

77.692.1, 67,287.380.28'l81.676.580.7920

.45.552.4N/A29N/A63.2508092P.Southern Wake Acad,

62.758.752.635.469.866.252.970.348.166.8730Person

66.778.BN/AN/A83.373.356.86B72.490.1738Roxboro CommunitY

70.259.9 '94.756.690.958.877.68064.4640Nash

62.555.63.7N/A35.946.274.266.774.3 ,644Mt.

* This chart does not include any alternative charter schools
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EOC Algebra I and Geometry Comparisons
for K-8 Charter Schools and LEA's

2008-2009

8l76.5920Wake

>95>95920Magellan Charter School

56.9410Guilford

NA>9541CGuilford Preparatory

bb56.9410Guilford

>9592.841BGreensboro AcademY

75.1,,-:: 110Buncombe ,.,, . '': '

. , >95. .,11K

60.6340Forsylh

NA94.134FForsyth Academies

,' >95928Exploris Middle School ,ì

75.1110Buncombe

s1 .7114Evergreen CommunitY Sch

63.ô
Grosscreek Chþ66¡ " I 

', ,'' '

bz.ó190Chatham Cha¡fer

NA>95194Chatham Charter

71.5Brunswick

NA., >95Gharter DaY School

70.771650New Hanover

>95>95654Cape Fear Cnt for lnq

73.4 ',' 880

NA88.9884Brevard Academy

76.2790Rockingham

NA>9570^Bethany Comm. MS

84.775.',1,,110Buncombe

>9593.8118ArtSpace Charter

61.6690Pamlico

NA>95694Arapahoe Charter

71.3490hedell

' >95498Am. Renaissañce'

'7 73.3

School LEA # AI bra I G

GeometrvAlqebra IState Average

Note: State and LEA math EOC averages reflect ALL STUDENTS who took Algebra I or Geometry EOC's as

there is no way to separate the middle school students from the high school students in this data.

Beauford 62.270

074Washington Montessori NA90

320Durhalm :,' ,,"" 5't.6 . ,46.8
Voiraqer Aôademy.. ':: 88,6

Henderson 71.2450

>95454The Mountain Comm' Sch NA

: ,, 340F,òrsyth "
The Downtown Middle Sch NA

Jackson 65.5500
Summit 43.8504

Mecklenberg :'

608Sugar Grôek :,,r'

920Wake 8176.5

92ÊSterling Montessori >95>95

: 320ûurhan¡ .', 46-8

32H 'Research Triangle NA>95

Wake 76.5920
Quest AcademY >9592î',1 NA

Vy'axe 76.5

22.792MlsreErninent tharter NA.'

680Orange 76

684Orange Charter NAol o

870Swain 75.256.3
Mountain Discovery >95B7A >95

9'1.3862Mt. Airy Clfy Scáoo/s

867Millennium Charter NA>95

600Mecklenburg 7374.7 '

Metrolina Regional Scholars >95 >95

LEA #School

73.3

Gbra I

67
State Average Geometryrlgebra I

1L




