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GCSA - NEWS & EVENTS

GEORGIA CHARTER SCHOOLS CONFERENCE
JANUARY 24-26, 2008
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student assessment,
facility financing,
board governance,
GA DOE sessions — and much much more.
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Charter Schools Leadership Discussion with Andrew By
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GCSA visits with Georgia’s Federal Leadership and grticipates with more than

800 at the Conference on Youth and Education in thElispanic Community
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1. The quality growth of chartering in Georgia
2. The recent spate of innovative, start-up chartkogkpetitioner denials and state legislation which
rectify this issue by providing an “independeneaiative authorizer” for Georgia
3. Increasing the current Federal Charter School Rrodpy:
Enhancing Support for Start-Ups and Replications
Strengthening Priority Criteria for State Grants
Allowing Authorizers to Serve as Grant Administnato
Granting Funding Discretion to the Secretary of &dion
Creating a National Dissemination Program
Reauthorizing the Credit Enhancement Program
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National Association of Charter School Authorizers’'(NACSA)
2007 Annual Conference & Bus Trip to Visit Oglethope Charter School

October 22-23, 2007 - Hyatt Regency Savannah -rBela GeorgiaRegister Onling
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GCSA PARTNERS WITH ARTHUR J. GALLAGHER

PROVIDING BUSINESSINSURANCE FOR CHARTER SCHOOLS OF GEORGIA
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CHARTER NEWS FROM AROUND THE STATE

State Board of Education: Rule, Guidance, Applicabn information
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International Studies Elementary Charter School Naned a 2007 Blue Ribbon School
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Charter School Students Meet with Georgia’s Lt. Gogrnor
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Clark Howard talks charter schools at press club spech
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‘Golf with a purpose’
East Lake Community Foundation director helps to buid up the neighborhoods surrounding golf club
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NAEP Scores Show Historic Gains
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Charts and Graphics

National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP)
Georgia Reading First

. U.S. Department of Education Reading First

So, how did charters do on the NAEP?
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New Charter School Approved in Chatham County
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New Gwinnett charter school hailed as model for futre
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NEWS FROM AROUND THE NATION

Washington Post Reporter Jay Mathews Suggests Waje "Boost" Charter Schools
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New Orleans school system re-educated
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Alliance Testifies to Congress on Behalf of Chartechools
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Charter schools loom large over cushy districts
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Quantity Counts: The Growth of Charter School Management Organizations
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Support Grows for Teacher Bonuses

More Schools Offer Performance Pay as House Debatkssue
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School Choice: The Findings
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Registration Open for 2008 National Charter SchooConference in New Orleans
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HELPFUL RESOURCE INFORMATION

With the Georgia Legislature looking to add altetia school authorizers next year, GCSA
will offer you opportunities to educate yourselftbrs issue and to learn why alternative
school authorizing is so important for current ature charter schools in our state.

Alternative Charter School Authorizers
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Education Commission of the States (ECS) Issue Bfie

A State Policymaker’s Guide to Alternative Authorizers of Charter Schools
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Steadying the Three-Legged Stool:

Authorizers, Charter Schools, and Education Servic®roviders
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National Resource Center on Charter School Financand Governance Launches Website
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Mixed Use Facilities: Charter Schools' Innovative Gassroom Choices
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Engaging Parents in Education
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Opportunities for Math and Science Teachers Increas
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Charter School Growth Fund: Applications for the 2008 Business Planning Cohort
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Seven Strategies for Success: School-Business Parships
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Waiting for the Tipping Point: Why School Choice isProving to be So Hard
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U.S. DOE Office of Innovation and Improvement - Chater Schools Program

Announces New Publication
Innovations in Education: Supporting Charter Schoatellence Through Quality Authorizing
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Authorized Public Chartering Agencies featured
. California Department of Education Charter Schaigsion

Chicago Public Schools — Office of New Schools
Ferris State University
Indianapolis Mayor’s Office
Massachusetts Department of Education — Chartesdiioffice
New York City Office of Charter Schools
State University of New York Charter Schools Ingst
Volunteers of America of Minnesota
Central Michigan University Charter Schools Office

Valuable FREE Classroom Resources
The website that makes teaching resources from fexd@ agencies easier to find
http://www.free.ed.gov/

1. Arts

2. History

3. Language arts
4. Science

30 Second Public Service Announcement for Charteregtor of Georgia
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GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

FEDERAL GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

Title: Air Force Association Educator Grants 2007
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Title: NASA Explorer Schools Project
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Looking for Grant Opportunities and Other Federald®ources
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CORPORATE GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

Title: Pathways Within Roads to Reading Initiative
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ONGOING
Title: Tool Factory Podcasting Grant
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Title: Education Spotlight Grant
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FOUNDATION GRANT OPPORTUNITIES
Title: Verizon Foundation Literacy Grants
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Title: Japan Fulbright Memorial Fund Teacher Program
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ONGOING
Title: Advancing Student Achievement Mentoring Program
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Title: Comcast Foundation Grants
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Title: Live Monarch Foundation Educator Award Program
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Title: Charles Lafitte Foundation Grants
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Title: Advancing Student Achievement Grant
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Title: The Captain Planet Foundation to Promote Undedstigrof Environmental Issues
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STATE GRANT OPPORTUNITIES

ONGOING
Title: Grants to Increase Awareness & Understandingpdida
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Title: The Wachovia Foundation Teachers and Teachinigtiri
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OPINION ARTICLES

NAEP RESULTS: STRONG GAINS FOR CHARTER SCHOOL EIGHT H-GRADERS
Big Improvements for African-American and Low-Incer8tudents
Nelson Smith, President — National Alliance for Rug€harter Schools

The National Alliance for Public Charter Schooleaw.publiccharters.orgis the national nonprofit organization committedadvancing the charter school movement. Its
ultimate goal is to increase the number of hightpening charter schools available to all familigmrticularly low-income and minority families whareently don't have access
to quality public schools. The Alliance providesissnce to state charter school associations @sturce centers, develops and advocates for imgnpublic policies, and
serves as the united voice for this large and dieenovement.

Eighth graders attending public charter schoolssscthe country are showing strong gains in reaalnl
math, according to the National Assessment of Bitutal Progress (NAEP), known as the “The Nation’s
Report Card,” released today. In both subjectsitehatudents' performance increased at a notabteif
rate than that of their peers in traditional puklitiools. While a gap in eighth-grade math rembéate/een
charters and traditional public schools, it hadatl closed in eighth-grade reading.

African-American and low-income charter eighth-greslalso registered larger reading and math gains
than their peers in traditional public schoolseighth grade reading, for example, African-American
charter students gained eight points comparecditmegooint gain by their counterparts in traditiopablic
schools. This strong gain means that they now dtoee points higher on the NAEP scale than thedrg
in district-run schools.



Also, Latino charter students are outperformingrthen-charter counterparts in reading and matbsscr
the board. Most notably, Latino eighth-grade chiastedents hold a 10-point advantage in readingaand
eight-point advantage in math.

“We are encouraged by the gains at the eighth dead,” said Nelson Smith, president of the Nasibn
Alliance for Public Charter Schools. “They are theult of the tireless and effective work of coesf
charter students, teachers, and parents acrossuingry.”

At the fourth-grade level, however, the resultsemeixed. Charter fourth-graders’ math gains matched
those of traditional school students, but charéhstrail other public schools in overall perfoamce. After
seeing positive gains in 2005, fourth-grade reagimdgormance for charter students fell in 2007 ,emidg
the advantage for traditional public schools ovarters.

Smith noted that both sets of results — the engingaeighth grade results and the weaker fourtbera
results -- should be viewed with some cautiontlfioee reasons:

1. The NAEP is meant to tell us where we currently stand as a nation on student achievement; establish nationwide
historical trends in student achievement; and see how states compare to one another. It is not designed to assess
school effectiveness, and particularly about a diverse group of schools that operate under 40 different state laws and
hundreds of different authorizers.

2. The charter sample is quite small (about 5% of charter schools were surveyed in the 2003 NAEP). It likely includes
a considerable number of new charter schools, which typically take time to establish solid achievement, according to
research by the Brookings Institution and other groups. In 2003, about half of the entire charter sample were schools
less than 3 years old.

3. Most important, NAEP is a "snapshot" that does not take into account students' prior academic achievement.
Scores may reflect prior strengths or weaknesses rather than the impact of the school that students currently attend.
Studies in Florida, Texas, and California indicate that charter school students arrive significantly behind their peers in
other public schools.

State-Level Results

The 2007 NAEP also has results for over a thirthefjurisdictions with charter schools. Chartering
state-level innovation, sensitive to the policy aesource environment in each state — and the NAEP
results show charter performance varying considgfapstate. However, within-state comparisons show
trends that differ from the national results, imtihg indications of stronger performance at thatfograde
level in a number of states:

- Fourth-grade reading: Charters outperformed traditional public schools in eight of 14 states.
- Fourth-grade math: Charters outperformed traditional public schools in nine of 14 states.
- Eighth-grade reading: Charters outperformed traditional public schools in 10 of 15 states.

- Eighth-grade math: Charters outperformed traditional public schools in seven of 14 states.

While again cautioning about the small sample gizaost states, Smith said: "These results are quit
provocative, and show us where to look for whattsking in public charter schools." But he added:
“Looking ahead, states need to move to expanduhger of high-quality public charter schools, while
acting to close those charters that have faildivéoup to their promise to improve student restlts

“We are proud of the groundbreaking work that imbga&lone by many charters across the country,
fostering radically higher academic achievementfaldren who are left behind. Today's NAEP results
acknowledge the outstanding gains that many chaetevols are accomplishing.”

Five questions for NAEP
by Michael J. Petrilli
Vice President for National Programs and Policy



Thomas B. Fordham Foundation

The government released the latest National Asss#sofi Educational Progress scores on Tuesday, and
Mark Schneider, commissioner of the National CefdeEducation Statistics, summed up the news in
these words: "We're making slow and steady prodressading, and we're doing much better in math."

But what is really going on under the headlines#dalists expect pundits to provide instant analysit
here are five questions worthy of leisurely stuslgrathe coming months and years.

1. Why is the nation making good progress in math (tripling the percentage of fourth graders "at or above
proficient" since 1990) but not in reading (which is basically flat since 1992)? Some suggest that math is
easier to teach than reading, especially to limited-English students and others with restricted vocabularies.
Or that schools have a greater impact on math than on reading. Or perhaps there's stronger curricular
alignment in math, and over a longer period of time, with state standards, state curricula, and NAEP all
pegged (for better or worse) to the doctrines of the National Council of Teachers of Mathematics
standards.

2. Why isn't the math progress seen on NAEP showing up on international exams? Perhaps our definition of
"math" differs from that of the rest of the world. Brookings scholar Tom Loveless told USA Today, "We
have made some progress in a few areas in mathematics, but there are some very important areas,
unfortunately, that are not covered by NAEP."

3. Why are we making small gains in fourth-grade reading but none in eighth grade? Since 1998, average
reading scores for fourth graders are up 6 points (with four of those points coming during the pre-NCLB
years), but flat in eighth grade. Are "scientifically-based reading" efforts paying off in the early grades? If
so, will we eventually see greater gains at the eighth-grade level? Or is the middle-school slump a signal
that students are not building the vocabularies they need in order to comprehend effectively--because
schools aren't offering enough subject matter content in the form of history, literature, science, and the
arts, right from the start? If early reading skills are honed on meaningless "readers" and the kids never
encounter George Washington or Stuart Little, they won't have the background knowledge to understand
middle-school courses.

4.  Why aren't our top students making gains in reading? The reading abilities of fourth-graders at the 90th
percentile have stagnated since 2003; in eighth grade, students at the 90th and 75th percentiles actually
lost ground since then. Is No Child Left Behind's focus on bringing up the lowest performers leading
schools to ignore their high achievers?

5.  What's the secret to Massachusetts's success? Not only is the Bay State number one in every category; its
gains since 1998 are also the most impressive in the nation. Consider fourth-grade reading, where
Massachusetts's 2007 score bests the next state by five points (equal to half a grade level), and where its
13-point gain since 1998 leads the nation, too. Does this show that a combination of well-implemented
standards-based reform, intensive scientifically-based reading instruction, higher standards for teachers,
and serious results-based accountability can yield dramatic improvements in achievement?

Five questions, with probably a hundred answersut the correct ones just might help us figure awh
to accelerate student performance. Analysts, ptant engines.



