
 
 

 COMMONWEALTH of VIRGINIA 
 Board of Education Agenda 
 
 Date of Meeting:  March 22, 2012          Time:  9:00 a.m.      
 Location:  Jefferson Conference Room, 22nd Floor, James Monroe Building 
   101 North 14th Street, Richmond, Virginia 

    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
            

 
9:00 a.m.  FULL BOARD CONVENES     
  
Moment of Silence 
 
Pledge of Allegiance 
 
Approval of Minutes of the February 23, 2012, Meeting of the Board 

 
Resolution of Recognition Presented to the Virginia Recipient of the 2011 
Milken Family Foundation National Educator Award: 
 

 Mr. Neil Beech, Principal, Osbourn Park High School, Prince William County Public Schools 
 
Public Comment 
 
Action/Discussion Items 
 
A. Final Review of Recommended Cut Scores for the Grades 3-8 Mathematics Standards of 

Learning Tests Based on the 2009 Mathematics Standards 
 
B. Final Review of Proposed State Approved Textbooks for K-12 English Language Arts 
 
C. First Review of the Consensus Report from the Board of Education Charter School 

Committee on the Proposed Fairfax Leadership Academy Charter School Application 
 

D. First Review of a Proposal to Establish a STEM Academy for Engineering, Marketing, and 
Information Technology Studies 
 

Reports 
 
E. Report on Major K-12 Legislation Passed by the 2012 General Assembly 
 
F. Report on Longitudinal Data – Increasing Virginia’s Capacity to Understand Students’ 

Pathways to Success in College and the Workforce 
 

  
 



 
 

 
DISCUSSION OF CURRENT ISSUES - by Board of Education Members and 
Superintendent of Public Instruction 

 
ADJOURNMENT 

 
IMMEDIATELY FOLLOWING ADJOURNMENT OF BUSINESS SESSION 

 
• Public Hearing for Regulations Governing Unexcused Absences and 

Truancy (8 VAC 20-730) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
PUBLIC NOTICE 

 
The Board of Education members will meet for dinner at 6:30 p.m. at the Crowne Plaza Hotel on Wednesday, March 21, 
2012.  Items for the Board agenda may be discussed informally at that dinner.  No votes will be taken, and it is open to 
the public. The Board president reserves the right to change the times listed on this agenda depending upon the time 
constraints during the meeting.   
 

GUIDELINES FOR PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
1. The Board of Education is pleased to receive public comment at each of its regular monthly meetings.  In order to 

allow the Board sufficient time for its other business, the total time allotted to public comment will generally be 
limited to thirty (30) minutes.  Individuals seeking to speak to the Board will be allotted three (3) minutes each. 

 
2. Those wishing to speak to the Board should contact the Department of Education at (804) 225-2924.  Normally, 

speakers will be scheduled in the order that their requests are received until the entire allotted time slot has been 
used.  Where issues involving a variety of views are presented before the Board, the Board reserves the right to 
allocate the time available so as to ensure that the Board hears from different points of view on any particular issue. 

3. Speakers are urged to contact the Department of Education in advance of the meeting.  Because of time limitations, 
those persons who have not previously registered to speak prior to the day of the Board meeting cannot be assured 
that they will have an opportunity to appear before the Board. 

 
4. In order to make the limited time available most effective, speakers are urged to provide multiple written copies of 

their comments or other material amplifying their views. 
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Virginia Board of Education Agenda Item 

 

Agenda Item:     A                
 

Date:  March 22, 2012                                                                                 

 

Title 

 

Final Review of Recommended Cut Scores for the Grades 3-8 Mathematics Standards of  

Learning Tests Based on the 2009 Mathematics Standards 
 

Presenter 

 

Mrs. Shelley Loving-Ryder, Assistant Superintendent, Division of Student Assessment and 

School Improvement 
 

E-mail Shelley.Loving-Ryder@doe.virginia.gov  Phone  804-225-2102 

 

Purpose of Presentation:         
Action required by Board of Education regulation. 

 

Previous Review or Action:               

Previous review and action. Specify date and action taken below: 

Date:    February 23, 2012 

Action:   First Review of Cut Scores for the Standards of Learning Mathematics Tests for Grades 3-8  

 

Action Requested:          
Final review: Action requested at this meeting. 

 

Alignment with Board of Education Goals:  Please indicate (X) all that apply: 

  

 Goal 1: Expanded Opportunities to Learn 

X Goal 2: Accountability of Student Learning 

 Goal 3: Nurturing Young Learners 

X Goal 4: Strong Literacy and Mathematics Skills 

 Goal 5: Highly Qualified and Effective Teachers and Administrators 

 Goal 6: Sound Policies for Student Success 

 Goal 7: Safe and Secure Schools 

 Other Priority or Initiative. Specify:  

 

Background Information and Statutory Authority:   
Goal 2: The approval of cut scores for the new, more rigorous mathematics tests for grades 3-8 based on 

the 2009 Mathematics Standards of Learning (SOL) will help schools and school divisions increase the 

academic success of all students. 

 

Goal 4:  The approval of cut scores for the new, more rigorous mathematics tests for grades 3-8 based on 

the 2009 Mathematics SOL will support the development of numeracy skills for all students. 

 

 

 In 2011-2012 new SOL tests measuring the 2009 mathematics content standards will be administered.  
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Because of the changes in the content measured by these tests, new passing scores must be adopted by 

the Virginia Board of Education.  Consistent with the process used in 1998 and 2006, committees of 

educators were convened in February 2012 to recommend to the Board of Education (BOE) minimum 

cut scores for the achievement levels of fail/basic, pass/proficient, and pass/advanced for the grades 3-8 

mathematics tests.  More information about the process used by the committee of educators to develop 

the recommended cut scores may be found in Attachment A. 

 

Summary of Important Issues:  

Information about the range of cut scores recommended by the committees for the achievement levels of 

fail/basic, pass/proficient, and pass/advanced for the grades 3-8 mathematics tests is included in 

Attachment B.   

 

The Board is asked to review this information and to adopt "cut" scores for the achievement levels of 

fail/basic, pass/proficient, and pass/advanced for the grades 3-8 SOL mathematics tests.   

 

Impact on Fiscal and Human Resources:  
N/A 

 

Timetable for Further Review/Action:   
Final review in March 22, 2012 

 

Superintendent's Recommendation:  
The Superintendent of Public Instruction recommends that the Board of Education adopt cut scores 

representing the achievement levels of fail/basic, pass/proficient, and pass/advanced for the grades 3-8 

mathematics SOL tests as follows. 

 

 Grade 3: 16 out of 40 for fail/basic, 26 out of 40 for pass/proficient, and 36 out of 40 for 

pass/advanced  

 Grade 4: 17 out of 50 for fail/basic, 31 out of 50 for pass/proficient, and 45 out of 50 for 

pass/advanced 

 Grade 5: 18 out of 50 for fail/basic, 31 out of 50 for pass/proficient, and 45 out of 50 for 

pass/advanced 

 Grade 6: 16 out of 50 for fail/basic, 28 out of 50 for pass/proficient, and 45 out of 50 for 

pass/advanced 

 Grade 7: 17 out of 50 for fail/basic, 31 out of 50 for pass/proficient, and 45 out of 50 for 

pass/advanced 

 Grade 8: 17 out of 50 for fail/basic, 31 out of 50 for pass/proficient, and 46 out of 50 for 

pass/advanced 
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Standard Setting 

Modified-Angoff Procedure 
 

Standard setting is a systematic way of making a professional judgment on the number of questions on a 

test that must be answered correctly to signify that a student’s achievement is at the fail/basic, 

pass/proficient, or pass/advanced achievement level. The number of questions that a student must 

answer correctly to be classified as “basic,” proficient or “advanced” is called a “cut score.” In the case 

of the Standards of Learning (SOL) mathematics assessments for grades 3-8, four performance level 

categories have been established:  

 

Pass/Advanced  

Pass/Proficient  

Fail/Basic 

Fail/Below Basic 

 

One cut score will distinguish Fail/Basic from Fail/Below Basic. A second cut score will distinguish 

Pass/Proficient from Fail/Basic and a third cut score will distinguish Pass/Advanced from 

Pass/Proficient.   

 

The procedure used for standard setting for the SOL mathematics tests is known as the modified-Angoff 

procedure.  This procedure has been widely used on tests for a number of years.  Steps used in the 

procedure are described below. 

 

1. Judges receive training in the standard-setting process and complete a simulation activity. 

 

2. Judges take the test on which cut scores are to be set to simulate the experience of the students 

who have taken the test.  

 

3. Judges discuss the performance level descriptor for each achievement level (i.e., Fail/Below 

Basic, Fail/Basic, Pass/Proficient, and Pass/Advanced).   An example of a performance level 

descriptor for the “pass/proficient” achievement level for the grade 7 mathematics test is shown 

below. 

 

A student performing at the proficient level should be able to: 

 

 Write a power of 10 with a negative exponent in fraction and decimal form. 

 Compare and order fractions, decimals, percents, and numbers written in scientific 

notation. 

 Determine the square root of perfect squares less than or equal to 400. 

 Use the number line to demonstrate the absolute value of a rational number. 

 Extend arithmetic and geometric sequences using the common difference or 

common ratio. 

 Add, subtract, multiply, and divide integers. 

 Use proportional reasoning to solve single and multistep practical problems. 
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 Solve practical problems involving the volume and surface area of rectangular 

prisms and cylinders; and describe how changing one  measured attribute of a 

rectangular prism affects its volume and surface area. 

 Use properties to compare and contrast characteristics of parallelograms, rectangles, 

rhombi, and trapezoids and use proportions to determine the corresponding sides 

and angles for similar figures.  

 Sketch a reflection, dilation, rotation, or translation on the coordinate plane, given 

the graph or coordinates of the pre-image. 

 Apply the experimental and theoretical probability formulas to determine the 

probability of an event or compound event containing no more than two events. 

 Analyze histograms for a given data set, and compare and contrast them with other 

graphical representations of the same data. 

 Use one representation of a relation to represent and describe the relation in another 

form.  

 Use the properties of real numbers to evaluate verbal and algebraic expressions for 

replacement values and to solve one- and two-step linear equations and inequalities 

in one variable. 

 

Judges then discuss the characteristics of students who just make it into an achievement level: 

those who are “just basic,” “just proficient,” and “just advanced,” to further define the particular 

knowledge and skills that separate those students in one achievement level from those in the 

others. 

 

4. Round 1 Ratings:   

Judges independently examine each question on the test, thinking of students who are “just” 

proficient and estimating whether or not these students would answer each item correctly MOST 

of the time (2/3 of the time). (Note: Judges are instructed to determine what students should do, 

rather than what they can now do.) Judges use the same procedure for the basic and advanced 

categories. When Round 1 is completed, each judge has recorded “yes” or “no” for each question 

on the test for “basic,” “proficient,” and “advanced.”  Each judge’s ratings on the questions are 

converted to a cut score.  

 

5. Round 2 Ratings:  

Judges are provided with a table of each judge’s ratings from Round 1, refine the definitions and 

descriptors, and repeat the process used in Round 1. 

 

6. Round 3 Ratings: 

Judges are provided with a table of each judge’s ratings from Round 2, refine the definitions and 

descriptors, and repeat the process used in Round 2. 

 

Articulation Committee: 

 After the work of the standard setting committees has been completed, a smaller group of 

educators composed of two or three members from each of the standard setting committees is 

convened to review the results of round 3 for each test. In the case of the mathematics tests for 

grades 3-8, the purpose of this “articulation committee” was to review the round 3 results for 

each of the tests to determine the reasonableness of the recommended cut scores in light of the 
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performance level descriptors and estimated impact data.  The impact data reviewed by the 

articulation committee provided estimates, based on field test data, of the number of students 

who would fall into each achievement level if the recommended cut scores were adopted.  Based 

on their review, the articulation committee recommended adjustments to the cut scores for some 

of the mathematics tests. 

 

Recommendation Presented to the Board of Education: 
 The results of the standard setting committees and the articulation committee are presented as 

recommendations to the Board of Education as part of first review.  On final review, the Board 

of Education is asked to adopt cut scores on each SOL test. 
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Summary and Background Information on Proposed Cut Scores  
for the Mathematics Tests for Grades 3-8 Based on the 2009 Standards of Learning 

 
 

Fail/Basic 

Background  
Information 

Standard Setting  
Summary 

 

Test 
Name * 

Fail/Basic Cut Score for Previous 
Mathematics Test** 

Fail/Basic Cut Score for New 
Test to Maintain Previous Level 

of Rigor 

Articulation Committee 
Recommendation 

Superintendent’s 
Recommendation 

Grade 3 21 out of 50 7 out of 40 10 out of 40 16 out of 40 

Grade 4 16 out of 50 7 out of 50 13 out of 50 17 out of 50 

Grade 5 23 out of 50 10 out of 50 13 out of 50 18 out of 50 

Grade 6 22 out of 50 13 out of 50 13 out of 50 16 out of 50 

Grade 7 19 out of 50 14 out of 50 13 out of 50 17 out of 50 

Grade 8 19 out of 50 9 out of 50 13 out of 50 17 out of 50 

 
 *     All tests based on the 2009 SOL have 50 items except for grade 3 which has 40 items 
 **   Test based on the 2001 Mathematics Standards of Learning 
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Summary and Background Information on Proposed Cut Scores  

for the Mathematics Tests for Grades 3-8 Based on the 2009 Standards of Learning 
 

 
Pass/Proficient 

Pass/Advanced  

Background  
Information 

Standard Setting  
Summary 

 
Background  
Information 

Standard Setting  
Summary  

Test 

Name * 

Pass/Proficient 
Cut Score for 

Previous 
Mathematics 

Test** 

Pass/Proficient 
Cut Score for  

New Test  
to Maintain 

Previous Level of 
Rigor 

Articulation 
Committee 

Recommendation 

Superintendent’s 
Recommendation 

Pass/Advanced  
Cut Score 

for Previous  
Mathematics 

Test** 

Pass/Advanced 
Cut Score for 

New Test  
to Maintain 

Previous Level  
of Rigor 

Articulation 
Committee 

Recommendation 

Superintendent’s 
Recommendation 

 

Grade 3 35 out of 50 16   out of 40 26 out of 40 26 out of 40 45 out of 50 
 

28 out of 40 
 

36 out of 40 36 out of 40 

Grade 4 31 out of 50 20 out of 50  (-11) 31 out of 50 31 out of 50 43 out of 50 34 out of 50 (-9) 45 out of 50 45 out of 50 

Grade 5 35 out of 50 22 out of 50 (-13) 28 out of 50 31 out of 50 44 out of 50 34 out of 50(-10) 45 out of 50 45 out of 50 

Grade 6 34 out of 50 24 out of 50 (-10) 28 out of 50 28 out of 50 44 out of 50 35 out of 50 (-9) 45 out of 50 45 out of 50 

Grade 7 31 out of 50 23 out of 50 (-8) 31 out of 50 31 out of 50 42 out of 50 35 out of 50 (-7) 45 out of 50 45 out of 50 

Grade 8 32 out of 50 23 out of 50 (-9) 31 out of 50 31 out of 50 42 out of 50 33 out of 50 (-9) 46 out of 50 46 out of 50 

 
 *     All tests based on the 2009 SOL have 50 items except for grade 3 which has 40 items 
 **   Test based on the 2001 Mathematics Standards of Learning 
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Agenda Item:   B                     

 
Date:     March 22, 2012                                                                          

 

Title Final Review of Proposed State Approved Textbooks for K-12 English Language Arts 

Presenter Dr. Linda Wallinger, Assistant Superintendent for Instruction    

E-mail Linda.Wallinger@doe.virginia.gov Phone  (804) 225-2034 

 
Purpose of Presentation:         
Action required by state or federal law or regulation. 
 
Previous Review or Action:              
Previous review and action. Specify date and action taken below: 
Date:  January 12, 2012 
Action: First Review  
 
Action Requested:          
Final review: Action requested at this meeting. 
 
Alignment with Board of Education Goals:  Please indicate (X) all that apply: 
  

 Goal 1: Expanded Opportunities to Learn 
 Goal 2: Accountability of Student Learning 
 Goal 3: Nurturing Young Learners 

X Goal 4: Strong Literacy and Mathematics Skills 
 Goal 5: Highly Qualified and Effective Teachers and Administrators 

X Goal 6: Sound Policies for Student Success 
 Goal 7: Safe and Secure Schools 
 Other Priority or Initiative. Specify:  

 
Background Information and Statutory Authority:   
Goal 4: The approval of K-12 English Language Arts textbooks supports the attainment of literacy skills for 
all students.  
 
Goal 6: In March 2011, the Board of Education approved a process for approving textbooks for purchase 
in school divisions.  The process involves a determination of the degree to which the content found in 
the textbooks is correlated with the Standards of Learning and Curriculum Framework for each subject. 
 
The Board of Education’s authority for approving textbooks and other instructional materials is prescribed 
in the Virginia Constitution and in the Code of Virginia. 
  



  
Virginia Constitution, Article VIII, § 5 (d) 
It [the Board of Education] shall have authority to approve textbooks and instructional aids and 
materials for use in courses in the public schools of the Commonwealth. 
 
Code of Virginia, § 22.1-238 
A. The Board of Education shall have the authority to approve textbooks suitable for use in the public 

schools and shall have authority to approve instructional aids and materials for use in the public 
schools. The Board shall publish a list of all approved textbooks on its website and shall list the 
publisher and the current lowest wholesale price of such textbooks.  

B. Any school board may use textbooks not approved by the Board provided the school board selects 
such books in accordance with regulations promulgated by the Board.  

C. For the purposes of this chapter, the term "textbooks" means print or electronic media for student use 
that serve as the primary curriculum basis for a grade-level subject or course. 

 
The Board of Education’s current textbook regulations specify the types of materials that may be 
adopted. 
 
Regulations Governing Textbook Adoption, 8 VAC 20-220-30 
Only those materials which are designed to provide basic support for the instructional program of a 
particular content area at an appropriate level will be adopted.  
 
Regulations Governing Local School Boards and School Divisions, 8 VAC 20-720 et seq.  

 
8 VAC 20-720-179. Textbooks 

 
A. Textbook approval 
 
1. The Board of Education shall have the authority to approve textbooks for use in the public schools of 

Virginia. 
2. In approving basal textbooks for reading in kindergarten and first grade, the Board shall report to local 

school boards those textbooks with a minimum decodability standard based on words that students  
can correctly read by properly attaching speech sounds to each letter to formulate the word at 70 percen
or above for such textbooks, in accordance with § 22.1-239 of the Code of Virginia. 

3. Any local school board may use textbooks not approved by the Board provided the school board selects
such books in accordance with this chapter. 

4. Contracts and purchase orders with publishers of textbooks approved by the Board for use in grades  6-
12 shall allow for the purchase of printed textbooks, printed textbooks with electronic files, or 
electronic textbooks separate and apart from printed versions of the same textbook.  Each school  
board shall have the authority to purchase an assortment of textbooks in any of the three forms listed 
above. 

 
The Board of Education approved the list of current state-approved K-12 English Language Arts 
textbooks on January 12, 2005, following revisions to the English Language Arts Standards of Learning 
in 2002 and to the English Language Arts Curriculum Framework in 2003.  The Board’s 2007-2012 
Comprehensive Plan indicated as priorities, revisions to the standards and curriculum frameworks, as 
well as review of textbooks.  On January 10, 2008, the Board approved a schedule to continue this work 
through 2015.  As such, the English Language Arts Standards of Learning were revised in 2010, 
followed by revisions to the English Language Arts Curriculum Framework the same year.  The revised 
standards and curriculum framework then prompted the need to review textbooks for correlation to the 



  
revised content.  
 
On March 24, 2011, the Board of Education authorized the Department to begin the process of the K-12 
English Language Arts textbooks review using a timeline approved by the Board.  The Department of 
Education used the Board’s new textbook process approved in March 2011 to conduct the textbook 
review. In June 2011, the review committees received the English Language Arts textbook samples 
along with K-12 English Language Arts Standards of Learning textbook correlations from publishers. 
Members of these committees conducted individual analyses of the materials prior to meeting with the 
full committee.  In September 2011, the committees convened in Richmond to reach consensus on their 
reviews of the submitted materials. The consensus evaluations were shared with publishers, and 
publishers were given an opportunity to respond to the committees’ reviews and recommendations.  
Requests by publishers for reconsideration were examined carefully by Department of Education staff, 
as they prepared the list of proposed approved English Language Arts textbooks for presentation to the 
Board.  All proposed reading textbooks for kindergarten and grade 1 met the 70 percent decodability 
requirement outlined in § 22.1-239 of the Code of Virginia.  
 
Summary of Important Issues:  
On January 12, 2012, the Board of Education accepted for first review the proposed recommended K-12 
textbooks for English Language Arts.  A 30-day public comment period began on January 13, 2012, and 
ended on February 15, 2012.  Two public comments were received offering opinions on the layout, 
structure, and pedagogy of textbooks.  Several of the textbooks mentioned in the public comments were 
not on the approved list.  
 
At the request of the company, Glencoe Literature with Writer’s Workspace, Courses 1-5, American 
Literature, and British Literature, published by The McGraw-Hill Companies School Education Group 
were withdrawn from the proposed list. The publisher did not provide details on the rationale for the 
withdrawal request.   
 
The list of 111 proposed recommended K-12 English Language Arts textbooks, including the status of 
the Publishers’ Certification and Agreement forms for each, is included in Attachment A. The Glencoe 
Literature with Writer’s Workspace series is shown in strikethrough format in Attachment A.   
 
Impact on Fiscal and Human Resources:  
This responsibility can be absorbed by the agency’s existing resources at this time.  If the agency is 
required to absorb additional responsibilities related to this process, other services will be impacted. 
 
Timetable for Further Review/Action:   
Upon approval, the Department of Education will publish the list of approved textbooks on its Web site 
in accordance with § 22.1-238 of the Code of Virginia. 
 
Superintendent's Recommendation:  
The Superintendent of Public Instruction recommends that the Board of Education accept for final 
review the attached list of proposed recommended textbooks for K-12 English Language Arts. 
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion 
of Publisher’s 

Certifications and 
Agreements

Yes No 
Kindergarten – Reading 
 
 AWARD Publishing Limited AWARD Reading Online, 

Kindergarten 
2008-2011   

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Kindergarten 2010   
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Journeys Kindergarten Kit, 
Complete 

2011   

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys Online Student 
Resources (access for 7 years) 
Kindergarten 

2012  

Rigby Literacy By Design 
Complete Program, Kindergarten 

2008   

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21Complete 
Classroom Package, Kindergarten 

2011   

Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading Program,  
Kindergarten 

2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes 25 6-year 
Student Digital Licenses)  
Kindergarten 

2011   

Rowland Reading Foundation Superkids Reading Program for 
Kindergarten 
Level 1: Meet the Superkids 
Level 2: Superkids’ Club 

2011   
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No

 
Grade 1 – Reading 
 AWARD Publishing Limited AWARD Reading Online, Grade 1 2008-2011   

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Grade 1 2010   
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 
 
 
 
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Journeys 
Student Edition and Magazine Set (6 
Student Edition Volumes and 
Reading Adventures Student Edition 
Magazine)  Grade 1 

2011 .  

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Journeys 
Online Student Resources (access for 
7 years) Grade 1 

2012  

Rigby Literacy By Design Complete 
Program, Grade 1 

2008   

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21 Complete 
Classroom Package, Grade 1 

2011   

Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading Program,  
Grade 1 

2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., publishing 
as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes a 6-year Student 
Digital License)  Grade 1 

2011   

Rowland Reading Foundation Superkids Reading Program for 
Grade 1 
Level 3: Adventures of the Superkids 
Level 4: More Adventures of the 
Superkids 

2008-2011  
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No

 
Grade 2 – Reading 
 AWARD Publishing Limited AWARD Reading Online, Grade 2 2008-2011   

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Grade 2 2010   
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Journeys 
Student Edition and Magazine Set (2 
Student Edition Volumes and 
Reading Adventures Student Edition 
Magazine) Grade 2 

2011   

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Journeys 
Online Student Resources (access for 
7 years) Grade 2

2012  

Rigby Literacy By Design Complete 
Program, Grade 2

2008  
The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21 Complete 
Classroom Package, Grade 1 

2011   
Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading Program,  

Grade 1 
2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes a 6-year Student 
Digital License)  Grade 2 

2011   

Rowland Reading Foundation Superkids Reading Program for 
Grade 2 
Level 5: The Superkids Hit Second 
Grade  
Level 6: The Superkids Take Off 

2009-2010   
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 3 – Reading 
 AWARD Publishing Limited AWARD Reading Online, Grade 

3 
2008-2011   

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Grade 3 2010   
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys 
Student Edition and Magazine Set 
(2 Student Edition Volumes and 
Reading Adventures Student 
Edition Magazine) Grade 3 

2011   

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys Online Student 
Resources (access for 7 years) 
Grade 3 

2012  

Rigby Literacy By Design 
Complete Program, Grade 3 

2008   

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21 Complete 
Classroom Package, Grade 3 

2011   

Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading Program,  
Grade 3 

2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes a 6-year 
Student Digital License)  Grade 3 
 
 
 
 
 

2011   
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 4 – Reading 

 

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Grade 4 2010   
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 
 
 
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys 
Student Edition and Magazine Set 
(Student Edition and Reading 
Adventures Student Edition 
Magazine) Grade 4  

2011  

 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys Online Student 
Resources (access for 7 years) 
Grade 4 

2012 

 

Rigby Literacy By Design 
Complete Program, Grade 4 

2008   
The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21 Complete 
Classroom Package, Grade 4 

2011   
Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading Program,  

Grade 4 
2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes a 6-year 
Student Digital License) Grade 4 
 
 
 
 
 
 

2011  
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 5 – Reading 

 

Benchmark Education Benchmark Literacy, Grade 5 2010  
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys 
Student Edition and Magazine Set 
(Student Edition and Reading 
Adventures Student Edition 
Magazine) Grade 5 

2011  

 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys Online Student 
Resources (access for 7 years) 
Grade 5 

2012 

 

Rigby Literacy By Design 
Complete Program, Grade 5 

2008   
The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Wright Group Lead 21 Complete 
Classroom Package, Grade 5 

2011   
Mondo Publishing Bookshop Core Reading 

Program,  Grade 5 
2011   

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Scott Foresman 

Reading Street Student Edition 
Package (Includes a 6-year 
Student Digital License)  Grade 5 

2011  
 

 
Grade 6 – Reading/Literature 

 
EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 

with Literature, Grade 6, Level 1 
 

2011 
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* Withdrawn at the request of the publisher - February 9, 2012 

Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 6 – Reading/Literature 

 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Journeys Student Edition and 
Magazine Set (Student Edition 
and Reading Adventures Student 
Edition Magazine) 

2011 

 

Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
Online Student Resources (access 
for 7 years) Grade 6 

2012 
 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature Student Edition,  
Grade 6 

2013 
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, Course 1, Grade 6  * 

2012  
 

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 6 

2013 
 

Scholastic Inc. 
 

Scholastic Expert 21 Course I —
Volumes 1 and 2 Hardcover 
Student Editions & 5‐year 
Technology Subscription 

2010  

 

Scholastic Expert 21 Course I —
Volumes 1 and 2 Softcover 
Student Editions & 5‐year 
Technology Subscription 
 
 
 

2010 
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 6 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 6 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover,  
Grade 6 

2012  
 

Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 
student edition with online 
access, Grade 6 

2012  
 

 
Grade 7 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 7, Level II 

2011  
Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature Student Edition,  
Grade 7 

2013  
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, Course 2, Grade 7 * 

2012   
Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 7 

2013 
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 7 – Reading/Literature 

 

Scholastic Inc. Scholastic Expert 21 Course II —
Volumes 1 and 2, Hardcover, 
Student Editions & 5‐year 
Technology Subscription 

2010  

 

Scholastic Expert 21 Course II —
Volumes 1 and 2, Softcover, 
Student Editions & 5‐year 
Technology Subscription 

2010 

 

 
Grade 7 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 7 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover, Grade 7 

2012   
Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 

student edition with online 
access, Grade 7 

2012  
 

 
Grade 8 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 8, Level III 

2011   
Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature Student Edition,  
Grade 8 

2013  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 8 – Reading/Literature 

 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace,  Course 3, Grade 8 * 

2012  
 

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 8 

2013  
 

Scholastic Inc. 
 

Expert 21 Course III — Volumes 
1 and 2 Hardcover, Student 
Editions & 5‐year Technology 
Subscription 

2010  

 

Expert 21 Course III — Volumes 
1 and 2 Softcover, Student 
Editions & 5‐year Technology 
Subscription 

2010 

 

 
Grade 8 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 8 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover, Grade 8 

2012  
 

Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 
student edition with online 
access, Grade 8 
 
 

2012  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 9 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 9,  
Level IV 

2011  
 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature Student Edition,  
Grade 9 

2013  
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, Course 4, Grade 9 * 

2012   
Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 9 

2013  
  

 
Grade 9 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 9 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover,  
Grade 9 

2012 
 

Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Hardcover   

2006   
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Softcover   

2006  
Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 

student edition with online 
access, Grade 9 

2012  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 10 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 10,  
Level V   

2011  
 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature Student Edition,  
Grade 10 

2013  
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, Course 5, Grade 10 * 

2012  
 

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 10 

2013  
 

 
Grade 10 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 10 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover, Grade 10 

2012  
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Hardcover   

2006   
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Softcover   

2006  
Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 

student edition with online 
access, Grade 10 

2012  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 11 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 11, 
American Tradition 

2011  
 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature American Literature 
Student Edition, Grade11 

2013  
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, American Literature, 
Grade 11 * 

2012  
 

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 11 

2013 
 

 
Grade 11 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 
 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 11 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition, 
Hardcover, Grade 11 

2012  
Write Source Write for College 
Handbook, Hardcover 

2008   
Write Source Write for College 
Handbook, Softcover 

2008  
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Hardcover   

2006   
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Softcover   

2006  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 11 – Writing 

 
Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 

student edition with online 
access, Grade 11 

2012 
 

 
Grade 12 – Reading/Literature 

 

EMC Publishing, LLC  Mirrors & Windows: Connecting 
with Literature, Grade 12, British 
Tradition 

2011  
 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 

Virginia Holt McDougal 
Literature British Literature, 
Student Edition, Grade12 

2013  
 

The McGraw-Hill Companies 
School Education Group 

Glencoe Literature with Writer’s 
Workspace, British Literature, 
Grade 12 * 

2012  
 

Pearson Education, Inc., 
publishing as Prentice Hall  

Prentice Hall Literature with 6-
year Online Digital Access, 
Virginia Edition, Grade 12 

2013   
 
 

 
Grade 12 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Write Source, Online Student 
Subscription, 7-year access, 
Grade 12 

2012 
 

Write Source, Student Edition 
Hardcover, Grade 12  

2012  
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Course Publisher Title Copyright  
 

Satisfactory Completion of 
Publisher’s Certifications 

and Agreements
Yes No 

 
Grade 12 – Writing 

 

Holt McDougal, a division of 
Houghton Mifflin Harcourt 
 

Write Source, Write for College 
Handbook, Hardcover 

2008   
Write Source, Write for College 
Handbook, Softcover 

2008  
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Hardcover   

2006  
Write Source Writer’s INC 
Handbook, Softcover   

2006  
Perfection Learning Writing with Power, hardcover 

student edition with online 
access, Grade 12 

2012  
 

 



 

Virginia Board of Education Agenda Item 

 
Agenda Item:     C                   

 
Date:  March 22, 2012                                                                             

 

Title 

  First Review of the Consensus Report from the Board of Education Charter 
  School Committee on the Proposed Fairfax Leadership Academy Charter School 
  Application  
 

Presenters Mrs. Diane Jay, Associate Director, Office of Program Administration and 
Accountability on behalf of Mr. Rob Krupicka,  Charter School Committee Chair 

E-mail Diane.Jay@doe.virginia.gov  Phone  (804) 225-2905 

 
Purpose of Presentation:         
Action required by state or federal law or regulation. 
 
Previous Review or Action:              
No previous review or action. 
 
Action Requested:          
Action will be requested at a future meeting. Specify anticipated date below: 
April 26, 2012 
 
Alignment with Board of Education Goals:  Please indicate (X) all that apply: 
  

X Goal 1: Expanded Opportunities to Learn 
 Goal 2: Accountability of Student Learning 
 Goal 3: Nurturing Young Learners 
 Goal 4: Strong Literacy and Mathematics Skills 
 Goal 5: Highly Qualified and Effective Teachers and Administrators 

X Goal 6: Sound Policies for Student Success 
 Goal 7: Safe and Secure Schools 
 Other Priority or Initiative. Specify:  

 
Background Information and Statutory Authority:   
Goal 1:  In 2011, the Board of Education approved procedures for receiving and reviewing charter 
school applications and criteria used in reviewing applications.   
 
Goal 6: The Board of Education has adopted expanded choices for student success. Charter schools are 
one avenue for parents and for children seeking new education options in the public education system. 
 
As a result of legislation approved by the 2010 General Assembly, the Code of Virginia, Section 22.1-
212.9, requires that all charter school applications be submitted to the Board prior to being submitted to 
the local school board.  Applications must adhere to the format prescribed by the Board and address the 
application elements stated in the Code of Virginia, Section 22.1-212.8. The Board is required to render 
a decision on whether the application meets its approval criteria.  A decision by the Board that an 



 

application meets its approval criteria does not guarantee that the local school board will approve a 
request for a charter. The process required by charter school applicants can be found at  
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/instruction/charter_schools/application/application_process.pdf.  
 
To meet the intent of the legislation, the Board of Education has appointed a charter school committee to 
examine charter school applications submitted to the Board of Education and ensure they are consistent 
with existing state law.  The Board of Education Charter School Committee met on February 22, 2012, 
to discuss the charter school application submitted by the Fairfax Leadership Academy in Fairfax 
County and to meet with the applicant.  A copy of the application can be found at 
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/boe/committees_standing/meetings/charter_schools_meeting_materials.sht
ml#feb222012.  Minutes in Attachment A reflect the Charter School Committee’s discussion regarding 
the criteria developed by the Board.  Attachment B contains the Charter School Committee’s consensus 
report and the complete checklist used by the committee to evaluate the Fairfax Leadership Academy 
charter application. The table below displays the committee’s recommendation as to whether the 
components of the application meet the Board’s approval criteria.   
 

Required Application Components Met the 
Criterion 

II.   Mission Statement Yes 
III.   Goals and Educational Objectives Yes 
IV.   Evidence of Support Yes 
V.    Statement of Need Yes 
VI.   Educational Program Yes 
VII.  Enrollment Process Yes 
VIII. Economic Soundness Yes 
IX.   Displacement Yes 
X.    Management and Operation Yes 
XI.  Employment Terms and Conditions Yes 
XII.  Liability and Insurance Yes 
XIII.  Transportation Yes 
XIV.  Residential Charter School N/A 
XV.  Disclosures Yes 

 
Impact on Fiscal and Human Resources:  
There is a minimum impact on resources.  The agency’s existing resources can absorb costs at this time.   
 
Timetable for Further Review/Action:   
Final review on April 26, 2012.  
 
Superintendent's Recommendation:  
The Superintendent of Public Instruction recommends that the Board of Education accept for first 
review the Charter School Committee’s recommendation that the application for Fairfax Leadership 
Academy in Fairfax County meets all applicable Board of Education charter school application criteria.  
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Attachment A 
 

Meeting Minutes 
Virginia Board of Education 
Charter School Committee 

 
Richmond, Virginia 

 
February 22, 2012 

 
Mr. Rob Krupicka called the meeting to order at 1 p.m.  Committee members attending 
were:  Mrs. Betsy Beamer, Mr. Walter Cross, Mrs. Linda Hyslop, Mr. Rob Krupicka, Mr. 
Dave Cline, and Dr. Rick Richardson.  Also present were Superintendent of Public 
Instruction Dr. Patricia Wright, and Board members, Mr. Chris Braunlich and Dr. Billy 
Cannaday.  
 
After opening remarks, Mr. Krupicka described the steps of the review process and 
reviewed the committee’s task of examining the Fairfax Leadership Academy public 
charter school application as stipulated in the Code of Virginia.  The purpose of the 
meeting was for the committee to discuss the application, meet with the applicant, and  
decide if the application met the Board’s approval criteria. 
 
Before the examination of the application, Mr. Krupicka introduced the applicant, Mr. 
Eric Welch, who in turn recognized the following members of the Fairfax Leadership 
Academy team: Shawn DeRose, Anthony Terrell, Catherine Buffaloe, Sharyn Franck, 
Kurt Mills, Vince O’Neill, and Julie Strategos.  Also attending from the Fairfax County 
Public Schools (FCPS) were Dr. Richard Moniuszko, Jim Johnson, Phyllis Pajado, Debra 
Reeder, and Paula Jett. 
 
Mr. Krupicka made note of the supplemental materials that Mr. Welch presented and the 
letter that Dr. Moniuszko, Deputy Superintendent, sent to the Board of Education 
informing them that the charter school has been working with FCPS staff to determine 
various elements of the charter school. 
 
Mr. Krupicka confirmed that the applicant information (Part A) was complete; an 
executive summary provided an overview of the proposed charter school; and the 
assurances (Part C) were signed.  
 
The applicant then provided an overview of the main points of the application’s 
components grouped into three areas: Education, Logistical, and Business. After the 
applicant addressed each area, the committee had the opportunity to ask questions.  
Committee members were asked to reach a consensus as to whether the application 
addressed each of the following required application components:   
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Required Application Components Met the Criterion 
II.   Mission Statement Yes 
III.   Goals and Educational Objectives Yes 
IV.   Evidence of Support Yes 
V.    Statement of Need Yes 
VI.   Educational Program Yes 
VII.  Enrollment Process Yes 
VIII. Economic Soundness Yes 
IX.   Displacement Yes 
X.    Management and Operation Yes 
XI.  Employment Terms and Conditions Yes 
XII.  Liability and Insurance Yes 
XIII.  Transportation Yes 
XIV.  Residential Charter School N/A 
XV.  Disclosures Yes 

 
While consensus was reached that each of the criteria had been met, there were 
comments on Section IV: Evidence of Support, and Section VIII:  Economic Soundness.  
Regarding Evidence of Support, the applicant was encouraged to seek additional parent 
and student input among the targeted population that would demonstrate in a more 
significant way that a need exists for the school.  Regarding economic soundness, it was 
noted that the financial plan was adequate, but the applicant should work closely with 
FCPS to secure fixed figures on costs.   
 
Dr. Wright commended the applicant on the proposal and also recognized the support of 
the FCPS. 
 
Mr. Krupicka explained that the committee’s consensus report will be prepared and 
provided to the applicant within ten business days.  The report will be presented to the 
Board for first review at the March 22, 2012, meeting.  The Board will review, comment, 
and make a determination as to whether the Fairfax Leadership Academy charter school 
application meets the approval criteria and take final action at the April 26 meeting. 
 
The meeting was adjourned by Mr. Krupicka at 3 p.m. 
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Attachment B 
 

Virginia Board of Education 
Charter School Committee 

 
Consensus Report for the Application Submitted by  

Fairfax Leadership Academy Charter School   
Fairfax County, Virginia 

February 22, 2012 
 

The Code of Virginia, Section 22.1-212.9, requires that all public charter school 
applications be submitted to the Board prior to being submitted to the local school board.  
Applications must adhere to the format prescribed by the Board and address the 
application elements stated in the Code of Virginia, Section 22.1-212.8. The Board is 
required to render a decision on whether the application meets its approval criteria.  A 
decision by the Board that an application meets its approval criteria does not guarantee 
that the local school board will approve a request for a charter.  
 
To meet the intent of the legislation, the Board of Education established a Charter School 
Committee. The committee met at the Virginia Department of Education on February 22, 
2012, to discuss the charter school application submitted by the Fairfax Leadership 
Academy in Fairfax County and to meet with the applicant.  
 
It was confirmed by the committee that the applicant information was complete; an 
executive summary provided an overview of the proposed charter school; and the 
assurances were signed. The applicant provided an overview of the main points of the 
application’s components grouped into three areas: Education, Logistical, and Business.  
After the applicant addressed each area, the committee had the opportunity to ask 
questions.  After the three areas were addressed, committee members reached a 
consensus as to whether the application addressed each of the required components. The 
consensus was based on the criteria checklist.  The components are outlined below and in 
the criteria checklist appended to the consensus report.     
 

Required Application Components Met the Criterion 
II.   Mission Statement Yes 
III.   Goals and Educational Objectives Yes 
IV.   Evidence of Support Yes 
V.    Statement of Need Yes 
VI.   Educational Program Yes 
VII.  Enrollment Process Yes 
VIII. Economic Soundness Yes 
IX.   Displacement Yes 
X.    Management and Operation Yes 
XI.  Employment Terms and Conditions Yes 
XII.  Liability and Insurance Yes 
XIII.  Transportation Yes 
XIV.  Residential Charter School N/A 
XV.  Disclosures Yes 
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While consensus was reached that each of the criterion had been met, there were comments on 
Section IV: Evidence of Support and Section VIII:  Economic Soundness.  Regarding Evidence 
of Support, the applicant was encouraged to seek additional parent and student input among the 
targeted population that would demonstrate in a more significant way that a need exists for the 
school.  Regarding Economic Soundness, it was noted that the financial plan was adequate, but 
the applicant should work closely with Fairfax County Public Schools to secure fixed figures on 
costs.   
 
The consensus report will be presented to the Board of Education for first review at the March 
22, 2012, meeting.  The Board will review, comment, and make an initial determination as to 
whether the Fairfax Leadership Academy application meets the approval criteria and will take 
final action at its meeting on April 26, 2012. 
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Fairfax Leadership Academy Criteria Checklist  
 

Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

Cover Page 
Requested information has been provided and the authorized official has signed and dated the 
cover page. 

Yes    
 No   

Applicant Information 
Applicant information has been provided. 

Yes    
 No   

I. Executive Summary: 
The executive summary provides an overview of the proposed charter school and includes the 
need for the public charter school and its goals and objectives.   

Yes    
 No   

II. Mission Statement: 
The mission statement of the public charter school is consistent with the principles of the 
Standards of Quality (SOQ). The following components are addressed: 

Yes    
 No   

 
1. A description of the public charter school’s mission and how it is consistent with the 

principles of the Virginia SOQ.  (Section 22.1-253.13:1, Code of Virginia) 
 

2. A description of any specialized area of academic concentration.  
3. Information about the public charter school’s anticipated student population consistent 

with Section 22.1-212.6, of the Code of Virginia. 
 

III. Goals and Educational Objectives: 
The goals and educational objectives to be achieved by the public charter school are stated, and 
meet or exceed the Standards of Learning. The following components are addressed:   

Yes    
 No   

 
1. A description of the performance-based goals.  
2. A description of the related measurable educational objectives to be achieved by the 

public charter school. (Section 22.1-253.13:1.B, Code of Virginia) 
 

IV. Evidence of Support: 
Evidence that an adequate number of parents, teachers, pupils, or any combination thereof, 
supports the formation of a public charter school is provided. The following components are 
addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

1. Information and materials indicating how parents, the community, and other 
stakeholders were involved in supporting the application for the public charter school. 

 

2. Tangible evidence of support for the public charter school from parents, teachers, 
students, and residents, or any combination thereof, including, but not limited to, 
information regarding the number of persons and organizations involved in the process 
and petitions related to the establishment of the charter school.  

 

3. A description of how parental involvement will be used to support the educational 
needs of the students, the school’s mission and philosophy, and its educational focus.  

 

V. Statement of Need: 
A statement describing the need for a public charter school in a school division or relevant 
school divisions in the case of a regional public charter school, or in a geographic area within a 
school division or relevant school divisions, is provided.  The following components are 
addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 

1. An explanation of why the public charter school is being formed. (Is the school being 
formed at the request of parents or community organizations?  How was the need 
determined? What data were examined as part of the needs assessment? Briefly 
describe the need and include a summary of the quantitative data.) 
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Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

2. An explanation of why a public charter school is the appropriate vehicle to address the 
identified need. 

 

VI. Educational Program: 
A description of the public charter school's educational program is provided. The following 
components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 
1. A synopsis of the public charter school's educational program.  
2. A description of the pupil performance standards and curriculum, which must meet or 

exceed any applicable Virginia SOQ.  (Sections 22.1-253.13:1 through 22.1-253.13:9, 
Code of Virginia)  

 

3. A description of how the Virginia SOL and the corresponding SOL Curriculum 
Framework will be used as the foundation for curricula to be implemented for each 
grade or course in the public charter school.  Include within the description how the 
goals and objectives of the curricula will meet or exceed the Virginia Standards of 
Learning (SOL), address student performance standards, relate to state and federal 
assessment standards, and include measurable student outcomes.  (See 
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/testing/index.shtml on the Department’s Web site for more 
information about the SOL.) 

 

4. A description of any assessments to be used to measure pupil progress towards 
achievement of the school's pupil performance standards, in addition to the SOL 
assessments prescribed by Section 22.1-253.13:3, in the Code of Virginia. 

 

5. A description of the public charter school assessment plan to obtain student 
performance data, which includes how the data will be used to monitor and improve 
achievement and how program effectiveness, will be measured over a specified period 
of time. Also, provide benchmark data on how student achievement will be measured 
and how these data will be established and documented in the first year of operation and 
how the data will be measured over each year of the term of the charter as approved by 
the local school board. The benchmark data should address targets for student 
improvement to be met in each year. 

 

6. The timeline for achievement of pupil performance standards, in accordance with the 
Virginia SOL.  

 

7. An explanation of the procedures for corrective actions needed in the event that pupil 
performance at the public charter school falls below the standards outlined in the 
Virginia Board of Education’s Regulations Establishing Standards for Accrediting 
Public Schools in Virginia, (8 VAC 20-131-310). 

 

8. Information regarding the minimum and maximum enrollment per grade as well as 
class size and structure for each grade served by the public charter school. 

 

9. Information regarding the proposed calendar and daily schedule, including any plans to 
open prior to Labor Day and how and when a waiver to open early will be submitted by 
the local school board to the Virginia Board of Education. (Section 22.1-79.1, Code of 
Virginia) 

 

10. A description of plans for identifying and serving: a) students with disabilities; b) 
English Language Learners (ELLs); c) academically at-risk students; and d) gifted and 
talented students.  Such plans must indicate the extent of the involvement of the local 
school board in providing such services and  must comply with state and federal laws 
and regulations. 

 

11. A description of the learning environment and scientifically research-based instructional 
strategies to be used at the public charter school to ensure student achievement. 
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Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

 
If applicable, the following components are addressed by the proposed public charter school:

 Not Applicable 

12. If the public charter school plans to utilize virtual learning in its educational program, 
identify the virtual learning source, describe how virtual learning will be used, and 
estimate how many students may participate.  

 

13. A general description of any alternative accreditation plans, in accordance with the 
Virginia Board of Education’s Regulations Establishing Standards for Accrediting 
Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131-280), that the public charter school would 
request the local school board to submit  to the Virginia Board of Education for 
approval. 

 

14. A general description of any alternative accreditation plan for serving students with 
disabilities, in accordance with the Virginia Board of Education’s Regulations 
Governing Special Education Programs For Children With Disabilities in Virginia  (8 
VAC 20-80-40) that the public charter school would request the local school board to 
submit to the Virginia Board of Education for approval. 

 

VII. Enrollment Process:                                                             
A description of the lottery process consistent with all federal and state laws and regulations and 
constitutional provisions prohibiting discrimination that are applicable to public schools and with 
any court-ordered desegregation plan in effect for the school division or, in the case of a regional 
public charter school, in effect for any of the relevant school divisions is provided.  (Section 
22.1-212.6, Code of Virginia). The following components  are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

1. A description of the lottery process to be used to determine the public charter school 
enrollment. 

 

2. A description of the lottery process for the establishment of a waiting list for such 
students for whom space is unavailable. 

 

3. A description of a tailored admission policy that meets the specific mission or focus of 
the public charter school, if applicable.  

 

4. A timeline for when the lottery process will begin for the first academic year of 
enrollment and when parents will be notified of the outcome of the lottery process. 

 

5. A description of any enrollment-related policies and procedures that address special 
situations, such as the enrollment of siblings and children of faculty and founders and 
the enrollment of nonresident students, if applicable.   

 

6. An explanation of how the applicant will ensure that, consistent with the public charter 
school’s mission and purpose, community outreach has been undertaken so that special 
populations are aware of the formation of the public charter school and that enrollment 
is open to all students residing in the school division where the public charter school is 
located or in school divisions participating in a regional charter school. 

 

7. A description of how the transfer of students to and from the public charter school will 
be accomplished.  

 

8. A description of how students seeking enrollment after the school year begins will be 
accommodated.  

 

VIII. Economic Soundness:                                             
Evidence that the plan for the public charter school is economically sound for both the public 
charter school and the school division is provided. The following components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 
1. A description of the public charter school's financial plan, including financial controls 

and audit requirements in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles. 
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Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

2. A start-up and three-year budgets with clearly stated assumptions and information 
regarding projected revenues and expenditures. 

 

3. A start-up and three-year cash flow projections with clearly stated assumptions 
and indications of short- and long-term sources of revenue.  

 

4. A description of anticipated fundraising contributions, if applicable.  

5. A description of the funding agreement that the public charter school intends to have 
with the local education agency, including information regarding anticipated local, 
state, and federal per-pupil-amounts to be received and any information pertaining to 
the maintenance of facilities. 

 

IX. Displacement:                                                                          
A description of the plan for the displacement of pupils, teachers, and other employees who will 
not attend or be employed in the public charter school, in instances of the conversion of an 
existing public school to a public charter school, and for the placement of public charter school 
pupils, teachers, and employees upon termination or revocation of the charter is provided.  The 
following components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 

1. Identification of a member of the school’s leadership team who will serve as a single 
point of contact for all activities that may need to take place in order for the school to 
close, including, but not limited to, the transfer of students to another school, the 
management of student records, and the settlement of financial obligations.  

 

2. A notification process to parents/guardians of students attending the school and teachers 
and administrators of the closure date.  

 

3. A notification process to parents/guardians of students attending the public charter 
school of alternative public school placements within a set time period from the date 
that the closure is announced. 

 

4. Provisions for ensuring that student records are provided to the parent/guardian or 
another school identified by the parent or guardian within a set time period.  If the 
student transfers to another school division, provisions for the transfer of the student’s 
record to the school division to which the student transfers shall be made upon the 
request of that school division. (Section 22.1-289, Code of Virginia). 

 

5. Notification to the local school board of a list of all students in the school and the names 
of the schools to which these students will transfer. 

 

6. A placement plan for school employees that details the level of assistance to be 
provided within a set period of time from the date of closure.  For teachers and 
administrators, the level of assistance should address finding employment within the 
school division where the public charter school is located or other public school 
divisions. 

 

7. A close-out plan related to financial obligations and audits, the termination of contracts 
and leases, and the sale and disposition of assets within a set period of time from the 
date of closure. The plan shall include the disposition of the schools’ records and 
financial accounts upon closure. 
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Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

X.  Management and Operation: 
A description of the management and operation of the public charter school, including the nature 
and extent of parental, professional educator, and community involvement in the management 
and operation of the public charter school is provided.  (Section 22.1-212.7, Code of Virginia)   
The following components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 

1. A description of the functions, roles, and duties of the management committee as 
defined in Section 22.1-212.6 of the Code of Virginia in the operation and oversight of 
the public charter school and its proposed constitution and bylaws.   

 

2. An explanation of how support services will be provided.  These services include, but 
are not limited to:  1) food services; 2) school health services; 3) custodial services; 4) 
extracurricular activities; and 5) security services. 

 

3. An explanation of any partnerships or contractual relationships (education management 
organization, food services, school health services, custodial services, security services, 
etc.) central to the school’s operations or mission, including information regarding the 
relationship of all contractors to the governing board of the public charter school, and 
information regarding how contractors and the employees of the contractors having 
direct contact with students will comply with the provisions of  Section 22.1-296.1, of 
the Code of Virginia. 

 

4. A detailed start-up plan, identifying tasks, timelines, and responsible individuals.  
5. A proposed organization chart.  
6. Plans for recruiting school leadership and staff.   

XI. Employment Terms and Conditions:                                     
An explanation of the relationship that will exist between the proposed public charter school and 
its employees, including evidence that the terms and conditions of employment have been 
addressed with affected employees is provided.  (Sections 22.1-212.13,  22.1-296.1 and  22.1-
296.2, Code of Virginia) The following components are addressed: 

Yes    
 No   

1. A plan that addresses the qualifications of teachers and administrators at the public 
charter school, including compliance with state law and regulation regarding Virginia 
Board of Education licensing endorsements. 

 

2. A plan to provide high-quality professional development programs (Section 22.1-
253.13:5, Code of Virginia).   

 

3. Provisions for the evaluation of staff at regular intervals and in accordance with state 
law and regulation.   

 

4. Provisions for a human resource policy for the public charter school that is consistent 
with state and federal law. 

 

5. Notification to all school employees of the terms and conditions of employment  
6. A staffing chart for the school’s first year and a staffing plan for the term of the 

contract. 
 

XII. Liability and Insurance:                                                       
A description of the agreement between the parties regarding their respective legal liability and 
applicable insurance coverage is provided. (Section 22.1-212.16, Code of Virginia)  The 
following components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 
1. The types of insurance for the public charter school, its property, its employees, the 

charter school management committee, and the board and the levels of coverage 
sought. Types of insurance include, but are not limited to:  a) general liability; b) health; 
and c) property.   
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Required Application Components Does the 
Response Meet 

the Board’s 
Approval 
Criterion?  

2. A justification for each type of insurance coverage sought.  
3. A description of any plans of the public charter school to provide indemnity for the 

local school division. 
 

XIII. Transportation:                                                                     
A description of how the public charter school plans to meet the transportation needs of its pupils 
is provided. The following components are addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 
1. A description of how the transportation of students will be provided:  a) by the local 

school division; b) by the public charter school; c) by the parent(s); or d) through a 
combination of these options. 

 

2. If transportation services will be provided by the public charter school, explain whether 
the school will contract for transportation with the local education agency or with 
another entity or have its own means of transportation and indicate whether 
transportation will be provided to all students attending the school. 

 

3. A description of transportation services for students with disabilities in compliance with 
Section 22.1-221of the Code of Virginia and the Board’s Regulations Governing 
Special Education Programs For Children With Disabilities in Virginia.

 

XIV. Residential Charter Schools:                                               
If the application is for a residential charter school for at risk students, the 
following components must be addressed:  

Yes    
 No   
 Not Applicable 

1. A description of the residential program to include:   
a) the educational program; b) a facilities description to include grounds, dormitories, 
and staffing; c) a program for parental education and involvement; d) a description of 
after-care initiatives; e) the funding the residential facility and other services provided; 
f) any counseling and other social services to be provided and their coordination with 
current state and local initiatives; and g) a description of enrichment activities available 
to students.   

 

2. A description of how the facility will be maintained including, but not limited to: a) 
janitorial and regular maintenance services and b) security services to ensure the safety 
of students and staff. 

 

XV.  Disclosures:                                                                   
Disclose ownership or financial interest in the public charter school by the charter applicant and 
the governing body, administrators, and other personnel of the proposed public charter school, 
and require that the applicant and the governing body, administrators, and other personnel of the 
public charter school shall have a continuing duty to disclose such interest during the term of any 
charter. The following components must be addressed:  

Yes    
 No   

 

1. A description of how the applicant and members of the management committee will 
disclose any ownership or financial interest. 

 

2. Information regarding the frequency by which such disclosures will be made (Section 
22.2-3114, Code of Virginia). 

 

3. A description of ownership or financial interest of the applicant and/or members of the 
management committee in the proposed charter school.  This includes any relationships 
that parties may have with vendors performing services at the school. 

 

Assurances  
The certification statement has been signed.                       

Yes    
 No   
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Virginia Board of Education Agenda Item 

 
Agenda Item:   E                    

 
Date:   March 22, 2012                                                                                 

 

Title Report on Major K-12 Legislation Passed by the 2012 General Assembly 

Presenter Ms. Anne Wescott, Assistant Superintendent for Policy and Communications 

E-mail Anne.Wescott@doe.virginia.gov Phone  (804) 225-2403 

 
Purpose of Presentation:         
For information only. No action required. 
 
Previous Review or Action:              
No previous review or action. 
 
Action Requested:          
No action requested. 
 
Alignment with Board of Education Goals:  Please indicate (X) all that apply: 
  

X Goal 1: Expanded Opportunities to Learn 
X Goal 2: Accountability of Student Learning 
 Goal 3: Nurturing Young Learners 

X Goal 4: Strong Literacy and Mathematics Skills 
X Goal 5: Highly Qualified and Effective Teachers and Administrators 
X Goal 6: Sound Policies for Student Success 
X Goal 7: Safe and Secure Schools 
X Other Priority or Initiative. Specify:  Reducing State Mandates 

 
Background Information and Statutory Authority:  This is a summary of the major K-12 legislation 
passed by the 2012 General Assembly.  Included in this summary are bills that will require action by the 
Board of Education.  The bills address the following Board goals: 
 

• Goal 1:  Expanded opportunities to learn  through charter schools and college partnership 
laboratory schools; 

• Goal 2:  Accountability for student learning through school accreditation, including the 
accreditation of virtual schools; 

• Goal 4:  Strong literacy and mathematics skills through reading intervention services; 
• Goal5:  Highly qualified and effective teachers and administrators, including teachers who just 

teach online courses; 
• Sound policies for student success (Goal 6) for teaching students with autism spectrum disorder, 

and for teaching physical education; 
• Safe and secure schools (Goal 7) in developing appropriate policies to address truancy; and  
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• Reducing state mandates by eliminating the requirements that school divisions have a School 
Health Advisory Board and a Gifted Education Advisory Committee. 

 
Summary of Important Issues:  
 

• HB 76 (Habeeb) and SB 278 (Smith) would change the date of effective contract renewal for 
those teachers without continuing contract status from April 15 to June 15. 

 
This legislation would require amendments to the Regulations Governing the Employment of 
Professional Personnel (8 VAC 20-440). 

 
• HB 96 (Wilt) would delay the provisions of 2009 Standards of Accreditation that have not 

already been implemented.  Specifically, the bill would delay, until July 1, 2013, the 
implementation of: 

 The Academic and Career Plan; 
 The new benchmarks for full accreditation, from a pass rate of 50 percent to 70 percent 

for science and history/social science in grade three, and from 70 percent to 75 percent in 
English in grades six through 12; and 

 The Standard Technical and Advanced Technical diplomas.  (HB 2061 and SB 489 
would eliminate these two diplomas.) 

 
This legislation would require an amendment to the Regulations Establishing Standards for 
Accrediting Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131). 

 
• HB 250 (Cline) would require the Board, beginning on July 1, 2013, to report annually to the 

House Committees on Appropriations and Education and the Senate Committees on Finance and 
Education and Health the percentage of each division's annual operating budget allocated to 
instructional costs for each fiscal year, as reported by each local school board.  The Board of 
Education would include in the annual School Performance Report Card for school divisions the 
percentage of each division's annual operating budget allocated to instructional costs.  For the 
purpose of these reports, the Superintendent of Public Instruction would establish a methodology 
for allocating each school division's expenditures to instructional and non-instructional costs in a 
manner that is consistent with the funding of the Standards of Quality.   

 
This legislation would require the Board to submit a separate report each year, and would require 
additional information to be included in the School Performance Report Card. 

 
• HB 321 (Massie) and SB 131 (Stanley) would establish a tax credit program related to education 

improvement scholarships.  Such scholarships would be awarded by eligible scholarship 
foundations to eligible students with disabilities and students who are economically 
disadvantaged, so that these students could attend a nonpublic school.  The Department of 
Education would administer this program 

 
• HB 325 (Massie) would require the Board of Education to set training standards for school 

boards to train aides assigned to work with teachers who have primary oversight of students with 
autism spectrum disorder in student behavior management.  By September 1, 2014, each school 
board would be required to ensure that the aides receive training in student behavior management 
within 60 days of assignment to such responsibility.   
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This legislation would require the Board to develop standards for the training. 

 
• HB 578 (D. Bell) would require the Board of Education to prescribe by regulation the licensure 

requirements for teachers who teach only online courses. Such license shall be valid only for 
teaching online courses. Teachers who hold a five-year renewable license issued by the Board of 
Education may teach online courses for which they are properly endorsed. 

 
This legislation would require amendments to the Licensure Regulations for School Personnel (8 
VAC 20-22) and possibly the Regulations Governing the Review and Approval of Education 
Programs in Virginia (8 VAC 20-542). 

 
• HB 642 (Stolle) and SB 51 (Wagner) would require the Board to adopt regulations adjusting the 

formula for calculating the final high school accreditation status for schools that are fully 
accredited.  A minimum numerical value of three points would be added to the completion index 
total points calculation for each student obtaining both a diploma and a Board-approved industry 
certification, industry pathway certification, a state licensure, or an occupational competency 
credential in a career and technical education program. 

 
This legislation would require an amendment to the Regulations Establishing Standards for 
Accrediting Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131). 

 
• HB 756 (Dance) would allow the Department of Education to establish a team of experts with 

experience in the establishment and operation of charter schools, college partnership laboratory 
schools, and virtual school programs, or it may retain the services of individuals with such 
expertise and experience to provide technical assistance and advice to the Board in carrying out 
its duties relating to charter schools, college partnership laboratory schools, and virtual school 
programs. 

 
• HB 765 (Peace) and SB 475 (Locke) would allow private institutions of higher education that 

have a teacher education program approved by the Board of Education to operate a college 
partnership laboratory school.  It would also permit there to be a collaborative partnership 
between the institution of higher education with a college partnership laboratory school and the 
public school division, which would be considered an educational program of the public school 
division for purposes of the Standards of Accreditation. 

 
This legislation would require changes in the Board’s criteria and application for establishing a 
college partnership laboratory school. 

 
• HB 886 (Alexander) would require that the Board’s proposed regulations governing truancy 

address: 
 Provisions for early intervention at the school level for repeated unexcused absences; 
 Identification of and a plan to address a student's academic, social, familial, and other 

barriers that impede attendance in school; and 
 Arrangement of conferences that may be necessary between school personnel, students, 

parents, and community services providers, as appropriate, to address plans and strategies 
to improve student attendance including, but not limited to, referrals to family assessment 
and planning teams. 
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This legislation would require amendments to the proposed Regulations Governing Unexcused 
Absences and Truancy (8 VAC 20-730). 

 
• HB 1061 (Byron) and SB 489 (Ruff) would: 

 Eliminate the Standard Technical and Advanced Technical Diplomas; 
 Eliminate the Modified Standard Diploma and fold the requirements into the Standard 

Diploma, with accommodations for students with disabilities; 
 Revise the graduation requirements for the Standard Diploma to require students to earn a 

Board-approved industry certification, national occupational assessment, state 
professional license, or the Virginia Workplace Readiness Skills Assessment; 

 Require students earning a Standard Diploma or an Advanced Studies Diploma to take a 
virtual course, which may be non-credit bearing, and may be one of the other courses 
required for graduation; 

 Eliminate the General Achievement Diploma and fold the requirements into the Adult 
High School Diploma; 

 Revise the graduation requirements for the Adult High School Diploma to require 
students to earn a Board-approved industry certification, national occupational 
assessment, state professional license, or the Virginia Workplace Readiness Skills 
Assessment; and 

 Revise the requirements for the Individual Student Alternative Education Program to 
include earning a Board-approved industry certification, national occupational 
assessment, state professional license, or the Virginia Workplace Readiness Skills 
Assessment and successfully completing the course in economics and personal finance 
required to earn a Board of Education-approved high school diploma. 
 

This legislation would require amendments to the Regulations Establishing Standards for 
Accrediting Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131) and to the Regulations Governing Adult 
High School Programs (8 VAC 20- 30), the repeal of the Regulations Governing the General 
Achievement Diploma (8 VAC 20-680), and revisions to the Individual Student Alternative 
Education Plan (ISAEP) Program Guidelines.  The bill includes an enactment clause requiring 
the regulations to be emergency regulations, which would be followed by permanent regulations.  
The provisions of this legislation are to be effective within 280 days of enactment.  The bill is 
enacted upon the Governor’s signature. 

 
• HB 1092 (O’Bannon) and SB 471 (Northam) would require the Board of Education to 

promulgate regulations governing physical education requirements in public schools.  The Board 
would work with the American Heart Association, the American Cancer Society, the American 
Academy of Pediatrics, Virginia Chapter, the Virginia Association of School Superintendents, 
the Virginia School Boards Association and other interested stakeholders in developing these 
regulations.   

 
This legislation would require amendments to the Regulations Establishing Standards for 
Accrediting Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131). 

 
• HB 1173 (Lingamfelter) and SB 440 (Obenshain) would: 

 Specify that the per pupil funding provided to the charter school would be negotiated in 
the charter agreement and must be commensurate with the average school-based costs of 
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educating the students in the existing schools in the division unless the cost of operating 
the charter school is less than that average school-based cost; 

 Require local school boards to allow public charter schools to use vacant or unused 
property or real estate; 

 Permit all purchases made by a public charter school to be exempt from the Virginia 
Public Procurement Act unless otherwise negotiated by contract; 

 Allow the local school board to permit charter school staff to be employees of the charter 
school; and 

 If a local school board makes the decision to deny a public charter school application or 
to revoke or fail to renew a charter agreement, the local school board must submit 
documentation to the Board of Education as to the rationale for the local school board's 
denial or revocation of the charter school application. However, the Board of Education 
shall have no authority to grant or deny a public charter school application or to revoke or 
fail to renew a charter agreement. 

 
This legislation would require revisions to the Board’s charter school application and the criteria 
for charter schools. 

 
• HB 1179 (Yost) would specify that a school board may provide its character education program 

during the summer in a youth development academy offered by the school division. The 
Department of Education would develop curricular guidelines for school divisions to use in 
establishing a character education program through a summer youth development academy. 

 
• HB 1181 (Landes) would require local school divisions to provide reading intervention services 

to students in grade three who demonstrate deficiencies based on their individual performance on 
the Standards of Learning reading test or any reading diagnostic test that meets criteria 
established by the Department of Education.  Reading intervention services may include the use 
of: special reading teachers; trained aides; volunteer tutors under the supervision of a certified 
teacher; computer-based reading tutorial programs; aides to instruct in-class groups while the 
teacher provides direct instruction to the students who need extra assistance; and extended 
instructional time in the school day or school year for these students.  
 

• HB 1184 (Rust) would require local school boards and community colleges to develop 
agreements allowing high school students to pursue an associate's degree or a one-year Uniform 
Certificate of General Studies from a community college concurrent with a high school diploma. 

 
• HB 1215 (D. Bell) would require the Board of Education to promulgate regulations establishing 

standards for accreditation of public virtual schools under the authority of the local school board 
that enroll students full time. 

 
This legislation would require amendments to the Regulations Establishing Standards for 
Accrediting Public Schools in Virginia (8 VAC 20-131) or separate regulations for virtual 
schools. 

 
• HB 1295 (Byron) and SB 679 (Newman) would eliminate the requirement that local school 

divisions must have a School Health Advisory Board and a Gifted Education Advisory 
Committee.  It would also eliminate the provision in a § 1 bill passed by the General Assembly 
in 2010 that teachers seeking renewal of their licenses with an endorsement in early/primary 
preK-3, elementary education preK-6, middle education 6-8, history and social sciences, history, 
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or political science to complete study of the structures, function, and powers of state and local 
government of Virginia and the importance of citizen participation in the political process in 
state and local government of Virginia. 

 
This legislation would require amendments to the Regulations Governing Educational Services 
for Gifted Students (8 VAC 20-40) and to the Licensure Regulations for School Personnel (8 
VAC 20-22). 
 

Impact on Fiscal and Human Resources:  Department staff will provide the staff resources to assist 
the Board in developing the policies and guidance necessary to implement this legislation. 
 
Timetable for Further Review/Action:  Each of these items will come before the Board for 
appropriate action later in 2012. 
 
Superintendent's Recommendation:  The Superintendent of Public Instruction recommends that the 
Board of Education accept this report. 



1 
 

Virginia Board of Education Agenda Item 

 
Agenda Item:   F                    

 
Date:   March 22, 2012                                                                                     

 

Title Report on Longitudinal Data - Increasing Virginia's Capacity to Understand Students’ 
Pathways to Success in College and the Work Force 

Presenter Bethann Canada, Director for Education Information Management 
Deborah Jonas, Executive Director for Research and Strategic Planning 

E-mail Bethann.Canada@doe.virginia.gov 
Deborah.Jonas@doe.virginia.gov Phone  804-225-2951 

804-225-2067 
 
Purpose of Presentation:         
For information only. No action required. 
 
Previous Review or Action:              
No previous review or action. 
 
Action Requested:          
Other. Specify below: 
 
Accept the report. 
 
Alignment with Board of Education Goals:  Please indicate (X) all that apply: 
  

 Goal 1: Expanded Opportunities to Learn 
X Goal 2: Accountability of Student Learning 
 Goal 3: Nurturing Young Learners 
 Goal 4: Strong Literacy and Mathematics Skills 
 Goal 5: Highly Qualified and Effective Teachers and Administrators 
 Goal 6: Sound Policies for Student Success 
 Goal 7: Safe and Secure Schools 
 Other Priority or Initiative. Specify:  

 
Background Information and Statutory Authority:   
In 2010, the Virginia Department of Education (VDOE) earned a $17.5 million grant from the U.S. 
Department of Education to enhance the state’s longitudinal data system (LDS).   The grant work is 
focused on several major components, including: 

1) Providing Virginia with a statewide longitudinal data system that complies with requirements of 
the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund (SFSF) program of the American Recovery and Reinvestment 
Act of 2009, and the America Competes Act.  

2) Developing the capacity to merge de-identified data across state agencies while protecting 
individuals’ privacy. 

3) Conducting a needs-based competitive grant program to improve data systems in school 
divisions. 

4) Enhancing high schools’ ability to use electronic transcripts to colleges and universities across 
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the country, and, to fund four Virginia Institutions of Higher Education to update their data 
systems to consume transcript data electronically. 

5) Enhancing the teacher licensure data system to capture the teacher’s route to licensure. 
6) Developing publically accessible business intelligence tools to improve data transparency. 
7) Conducting an “Apps Challenge” to create innovative uses for Virginia’s LDS data. 

 
Summary of Important Issues:  
Longitudinal data on Virginia’s PreK-12 students is made possible by the institutionalization of a unique 
identifier for each student that persists with the student throughout his/her PreK-12 career in public 
schools. Virginia established the statewide longitudinal data system in part to meet the data collection 
and reporting requirements of the Elementary and Secondary Education Act (ESEA). As the data 
collection tools were being established, state leaders recognized the critical role the state should play to 
ensure that all of our school systems that have not invested in local data warehouses had secure access to 
current and historical student-level data in ways that would directly impact instruction at the local level. 
Virginia’s solution to meet that need is the Educational Information Management System (EIMS) 
managed by the Department of Education. EIMS leverages the data collected for reporting requirements 
to provide rich decision support tools to Virginia school division personnel.  An expansion of the 
system, funded by a 2007 $6.05 million grant, included developing the capability to send transcripts to 
institutions of higher education electronically, supported school divisions in addressing data quality 
through comprehensive training, and provided additional data types in the data warehouse. 
 
A subsequent grant ($17.5 million) in 2010 carried the requirement that Virginia would meet all of the 
data collection and reporting requirements of the State Fiscal Stabilization Fund (SFSF).  The 
requirements included developing a mechanism to connect students with their teachers and collection of 
student-level transcript information, providing teachers with estimates of student growth, and providing 
postsecondary enrollment and achievement reports.  Virginia met all of these requirements by the 
deadline of January 31, 2012. 
 
The 2010 grant program capitalizes on the wealth of longitudinal data that exists in PreK-12, higher 
education, and the work force.  Working together, the Department of Education, the State Council of 
Higher Education for Virginia, the Virginia Community College System, and the Virginia Employment 
Commission are developing a secure mechanism for linking de-identified student data across agencies 
so that students can be studied as they progress to higher education and the work force.  Other features 
of the grant program include a needs-based competitive grants program that funds improvements to 
school division data systems, funding for three institutions of higher education and all 23 community 
colleges to accept the electronic transcript, and Web-based tools that improve data transparency. 
 
On January 31, 2012, Virginia published reports that met the final SFSF data collection and reporting 
requirements.  These reports provide data about students’ postsecondary experience by securely linking 
high school graduation data to higher education data.   
 
Virginia’s Postsecondary Enrollment report was established to meet SFSF indicator (C)(11).  This 
report provides data on students’ enrollment in institutions of higher education (IHE) within 16 months 
of high school graduation.  VDOE used data purchased from the National Student Clearinghouse to meet 
this requirement.  The state report for the high school graduates of 2011 is provided in Attachment A.  
The public can create reports for high schools, school divisions, and the state by visiting: 
https://p1pe.doe.virginia.gov/postsec_public/postsec.do?dowhat=LOAD_REPORT_C11.   
 
Virginia’s Postsecondary Achievement report was established to meet SFSF indicator (C)(12).  The 
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report provides information on the number and percentage of students who enroll in a Virginia public 
IHE and earn at least one year’s worth of college credit within two years of enrollment.  VDOE, 
working collaboratively with SCHEV, used a double de-identification method to merge data from high 
school graduates with college enrollment and course completion records to meet this requirement.  The 
state report for the high school graduates of 2008 is provided in Attachment B. The public can create 
reports for high schools, school divisions, and the state by visiting 
https://p1pe.doe.virginia.gov/postsec_public/postsec.do?dowhat=LOAD_REPORT_C12.   
 
The data for Virginia’s Postsecondary Education Reports rely on records that were merged via secure 
systems that maintain student privacy.  The reports provide useful information to guide program and 
policy decisions, and represent the best estimates currently available.  More information about these 
reports is available in VDOE’s Frequently Asked Questions documents, Attachment C, and on the Web 
at: 

 Frequently asked questions about Virginia’s postsecondary enrollment report:  
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/reported_data/assurance_c/faq_c1
1.pdf.   

 Frequently asked questions about Virginia’s postsecondary achievement report:  
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/reported_data/assurance_c/faq_c1
2.pdf.   

 
Impact on Fiscal and Human Resources:  
Virginia’s 2010 grant award supports all new work in this area.   Additional resources will be needed to 
sustain the work beyond the life of the grant.  
 
Timetable for Further Review/Action:   
None. 
 
Superintendent's Recommendation:  
The Superintendent of Public Instruction recommends that the Board accept the report for informational 
purposes. 
 



Graduation Rate Type: Four Year Rate

2010-2011 FGI cohort year (students entering high school in 2007-2008)

State Fiscal Stabilization Fund Indicator (C)(11) Report

Division: ALL, School: ALL

Virginia Department Of Education

Students who enrolled in
any Institution of Higher

Education (IHE) within 16
months of earning a

federally recognized high
school diploma

Students who enrolled in a
4-year public Institution of

Higher Education (IHE)
within 16 months of earning
a federally recognized high

school diploma

Students who enrolled in a
4-year private Institution of

Higher Education (IHE)
within 16 months of earning
a federally recognized high

school diploma

Students who enrolled in a
2-year Institution of Higher
Education (IHE) within 16

months of earning a
federally recognized high

school diploma.

Total number
of students in

the cohort
earning a
federally

recognized
high school

diploma

Subgroup Number NumberNumberNumberNumber Percent Percent Percent Percent

80025 3049739 62 24043 7551 9 18145 23All Students

40945 3227030 66 13170 4253 10 9607 23Female

39080 2822709 58 10873 3298 8 8538 22Male

285 26163 57 74 22 8 67 24American Indian

4718 473574 76 2225 354 8 995 21Asian

18628 2210089 54 4011 1934 10 4144 22Black

6257 193141 50 1184 367 6 1590 25Hispanic

105 2860 57 29 10 10 21 20Native Hawaiian

47404 3331013 65 15667 4621 10 10725 23White

2593 331681 65 851 242 9 588 232 or More

20547 139453 46 2757 1373 7 5323 26Economically Disadvantaged

4228 172086 49 712 160 4 1214 29Limited English Proficient Students

5499 92328 42 476 311 6 1541 28Students with Disabilities

Mar 13, 2012 01:48 PM Page 1 of 1

NOTES:< = A group below state definition for personally identifiable results.

- = no data available for that group

This report provides the best available estimates about college enrollment according to the National Student Clearinghouse. For more information, see the answers to Frequently Asked Questions
about this report at: http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/reported_data/assurance_c/faq_c11.pdf.

Students who attended schools that do not participate in NSC are not included in the number or percent of students enrolled in an IHE.

Federally recognized high school diplomas include Standard, Advanced Studies, or International Baccalaureate (IB) diplomas.

Most subgroups are based on students' most recent status.

Attachment A



Virginia Department Of Education
State Fiscal Stabilization Fund Indicator (C)(12) Report

2007-2008 FGI cohort year (students entering high school in 2004-2005)

Graduation Rate Type: Four Year Rate

Division: ALL, School: ALL

NumberPercent PercentNumberPercentNumber

Amount of credits earned
could not be determined
due to the presence of

missing grades

Earned one year of college
credit within two years of

enrollment

Dual enrollment credits excluded in total count of credits
earned

SUBGROUP Number Number Percent

Amount of credits earned
could not be determined
due to the presence of

missing grades

Earned one year of college
credit within two years of

enrollment

Total number of students in
cohort  who graduated from
high school with a federally

recognized diploma and
enrolled in a public IHE in

Virginia within 16 months of
 graduation

Dual enrollment credits included in total count of credits
earned

Students that earned a federally recognized diploma and enrolled in a public Institution of Higher Education (IHE) in Virginia.

31579 21102 67All Students 1395 6620852 1385

17443 12047 69Female 1188 6811906 1178

14136 9055 64Male 1207 638946 1207

74 51 69American Indian 32 6951 32

2160 1737 80Asian 236 801733 236

5600 2946 53Black 182 522911 181

1181 673 57Hispanic 331 57668 331

34 23 68Native Hawaiian 31 6823 31

22140 15396 70White 1237 6915191 1228

3812 1879 49Economically Disadvantaged 152 481837 150

1245 831 67Limited English Proficient Students 227 67829 227

1467 580 40Students with Disabilities 227 39570 225

Page 1 of 1Mar 13, 2012 01:50 PM

Notes: < refers to a group below state definition for personally identifiable results.

- = no data available for that group

According to the State Council of Higher Education for Virginia (SCHEV), credits from remedial courses do not count towards a college degree and are to be excluded from the total number of credits earned.

According to the State Council of Higher Education for Virginia (SCHEV), 30 units is the equivalent of one year of college credit.

Federally recognized diplomas include Standard, Advanced Studies, and International Baccalaureate (IB) diplomas.

This report provides the best available estimates about postsecondary credits earned and is based on unofficial transcript data linked between VDOE and the State Council of Higher Education for Virginia (SCHEV).
For more information, see the answers to Frequently Asked Questions about this report at: http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/reported_data/assurance_c/faq_c12.pdf

Attachment B
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Frequently Asked Questions: 
Postsecondary Enrollment Reports 
State Fiscal Stabilization Fund Indicator (c)(11) 

	  

1. Why	  did	  the	  Virginia	  Department	  of	  Education	  (VDOE)	  develop	  postsecondary	  
enrollment	  reports?	  
	  

 Postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  satisfy	  a	  federal	  reporting	  requirement	  for	  
State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  (SFSF)	  indicator	  (c)(11).	  	  In	  applying	  for	  funding	  
under	  the	  SFSF	  program	  of	  the	  American	  Recovery	  and	  Reinvestment	  Act	  of	  
2009,	  Virginia	  (as	  the	  grantee)	  assured	  the	  United	  States	  Department	  of	  
Education	  (USED)	  of	  compliance	  with	  all	  of	  the	  requirements	  for	  accountability,	  
transparency	  and	  reporting.	  	  One	  requirement	  of	  the	  SFSF	  program	  was	  to	  
report	  information	  on	  high	  school	  graduates’	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  
outcomes.	  	  	  
	  

2. What	  information	  do	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  provide	  about	  Virginia	  high	  
school	  graduates?	  

	  

 Postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  show	  the	  number	  and	  percent	  of	  Virginia	  high	  
school	  graduates	  who	  enrolled	  in	  an	  Institution	  of	  Higher	  Education	  (IHE)	  within	  
sixteen	  months	  of	  graduating	  high	  school.	  Reports	  are	  available	  at	  the	  state,	  
school	  division	  and	  school	  level	  for	  all	  students	  and	  by	  student	  subgroups.	  

	  
3. Which	  graduates	  are	  included	  in	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports?	  
	  

 As	  required	  by	  USED,	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  include	  only	  Virginia	  
graduates	  as	  defined	  for	  Virginia’s	  Federal	  Graduation	  Indicator	  (FGI).	  	  	  	  	  

	  
 The	  FGI	  is	  calculated	  by	  following	  a	  group	  of	  students	  who	  started	  the	  

ninth	  grade	  in	  the	  same	  school	  year;	  and	  
	  

 Includes	  students	  who	  earned	  Virginia’s	  standard	  or	  advanced	  studies	  
diplomas	  only;	  students	  who	  earned	  other	  Virginia	  Board	  of	  Education	  
approved	  diplomas	  are	  not	  counted	  as	  graduates	  in	  the	  FGI.	  	  	  

	  
 Virginia	  is	  reporting	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  based	  on	  cohorts	  of	  

graduates.	  	  Students	  reported	  as	  graduating	  within	  four,	  five	  and	  six	  
years	  of	  first	  entering	  ninth	  grade	  are	  included	  in	  the	  postsecondary	  
enrollment	  reports.	  	  	  
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4. How	  did	  VDOE	  acquire	  data	  to	  produce	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports?	  
	  

 VDOE	  has	  entered	  into	  a	  data-‐sharing	  agreement	  with	  the	  National	  Student	  
Clearinghouse	  (NSC)	  in	  order	  to	  produce	  the	  best	  available	  estimates	  of	  
students’	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  outcomes.	  

	  
5. What	  is	  the	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse	  (NSC)?	  
	  

 The	  is	  a	  nonprofit	  organization	  with	  extensive	  experience	  matching	  college	  
enrollment	  data	  with	  high	  school	  graduation	  data.	  	  	  

	  	  
 For	  more	  than	  fifteen	  years,	  NSC	  has	  worked	  with	  IHE	  to	  collect	  student	  

enrollment	  data	  while	  also	  maintaining	  the	  confidentiality	  and	  privacy	  of	  
student	  records	  in	  full	  compliance	  with	  the	  Family	  Educational	  Rights	  and	  
Privacy	  Act	  (FERPA).	  

	  

 Currently,	  the	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse’s	  database	  contains	  student	  
enrollment	  records	  provided	  to	  the	  Clearinghouse	  every	  30-‐45	  days	  by	  more	  
than	  3,300	  participating	  postsecondary	  institutions,	  which	  enroll	  93%	  of	  all	  U.S.	  
higher	  education	  students.	  	  

	  
 For	  more	  information	  please	  go	  to:	  http://studentclearinghouse.org	  

	  

6. How	  does	  the	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse	  match	  data	  from	  VDOE	  with	  
postsecondary	  enrollment	  data?	  

	  

 The	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse	  uses	  a	  proprietary	  algorithm	  (plus	  internal	  
staff	  review)	  to	  compare	  records	  from	  VDOE	  against	  their	  national	  database	  of	  
student-‐level	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  records.	  	  
	  

7. Are	  the	  data	  accurate	  counts	  and	  percentages	  of	  Virginia	  graduates’	  postsecondary	  
enrollment	  outcomes	  in	  Institutions	  of	  Higher	  Education	  nationwide?	  	  

	  

 The	  data	  represent	  the	  best	  available	  estimates	  at	  this	  time.	  	  There	  is	  currently	  
no	  definitive	  source	  of	  all	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  records	  by	  state,	  school	  
division	  or	  school.	  

	  
 VDOE	  and	  external	  researchers	  have	  determined	  that	  the	  best	  available	  

estimates	  contained	  in	  the	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  are	  likely	  
underestimates	  of	  the	  actual	  number	  of	  students	  who	  meet	  these	  requirements,	  
but	  capture	  at	  least	  88	  percent	  of	  Virginia’s	  public	  high	  school	  graduates’	  
postsecondary	  enrollments	  (see	  Holian	  &	  Moker,	  20111).	  	  	  

	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
1	  Holian,	  L.,	  and	  Mokher,	  C.	  (2011).	  	  Estimating	  college	  enrollment	  rates	  for	  Virginia	  public	  high	  school	  
graduates.	  (Issues	  &	  Answers	  Report,	  REL	  2011–No.	  104).	  Washington,	  DC:	  U.S.	  Department	  of	  Education,	  
Institute	  of	  Education	  Sciences,	  National	  Center	  for	  Education	  Evaluation	  and	  Regional	  Assistance,	  Regional	  
Educational	  Laboratory	  Appalachia.	  	  	  Retrieved	  from	  
http://ies.ed.gov/ncee/edlabs/regions/appalachia/pdf/REL_2011104.pdf.	  	  	  
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8. What	  are	  some	  of	  the	  reasons	  for	  the	  underestimates	  in	  the	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  
reports?	  
	  

 Some	  postsecondary	  institutions	  do	  not	  participate	  in	  the	  National	  Student	  
Clearinghouse.	  As	  a	  result,	  Virginia	  graduates	  who	  attended	  these	  postsecondary	  
institutions	  cannot	  be	  identified	  as	  enrolling	  in	  an	  IHE.	  	  All	  but	  four	  Virginia	  IHE	  
participate	  in	  services	  offered	  by	  the	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse.	  

	  
 The	  National	  Student	  Clearinghouse	  uses	  an	  algorithm	  (and	  internal	  staff	  

review)	  to	  match	  students	  from	  VDOE	  to	  students	  in	  their	  database.	  	  The	  quality	  
of	  the	  match	  rate	  often	  depends	  upon	  the	  quality	  of	  data	  submitted	  by	  VDOE	  and	  
the	  quality	  of	  data	  submitted	  to	  NSC	  by	  the	  participating	  postsecondary	  
institutions.	  	  In	  some	  cases	  due	  to	  data	  error,	  students’	  high	  school	  and	  
postsecondary	  records	  are	  not	  matched	  and	  therefore	  students	  IHE	  attendance	  
status	  could	  be	  misidentified.	  	  

	  
 Under	  FERPA,	  students	  may	  instruct	  their	  postsecondary	  institutions	  to	  

withhold	  information	  from	  any	  agency	  or	  nonprofit	  organization	  requesting	  
student	  directory	  information,	  which	  is	  the	  information	  released	  from	  the	  
Clearinghouse.	  	  As	  a	  result,	  a	  small	  number	  of	  Virginia	  graduates	  who	  attended	  
an	  IHE	  but	  requested	  that	  information	  not	  be	  shared	  would	  not	  be	  identified	  as	  
enrolled	  in	  an	  IHE.	  

	  
9. How	  often	  will	  the	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  be	  updated?	  
	  

 The	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  reports	  will	  be	  updated	  annually	  as	  more	  data	  
become	  available,	  typically	  once	  in	  the	  fall	  and	  once	  in	  the	  spring.	  

	  
10. Where	  can	  I	  find	  more	  information	  about	  the	  IHE	  that	  participate	  in	  the	  National	  

Student	  Clearinghouse?	  
	  

 For	  a	  complete	  list	  of	  the	  IHE	  that	  participate	  in	  the	  National	  Student	  
Clearinghouse	  visit:	  
http://www.studentclearinghouse.org/colleges/coreserv/docs/CoreParticipants.xls.	  	  
	  

11. 	  Where	  can	  I	  find	  more	  information	  about	  the	  State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  (SFSF)	  	  	  	  	  	  
program?	  

	  

 For	  more	  information	  about	  the	  State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  program	  please	  
go	  to:	  

	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/index.shtml.	  	  	  
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Institutions	  of	  Higher	  Education	  (IHE)	  In	  Virginia	  That	  Do	  Not	  Submit	  Student	  Enrollment	  Data	  to	  the	  	  

National	  Student	  Clearinghouse	  (NSC)	  
	  

	  	  
Federal	  Graduation	  Indicator	  (FGI)	  Year	  

	  

	  
Institution	  

Type	  
2007-‐2008	   2008-‐2009	   2009-‐2010	   2010-‐2011	  

	  
Four-‐Year	  
Public	  IHE	  
	  

	  
All	  Virginia	  four-‐year	  public	  IHE	  submit	  student	  enrollment	  data	  to	  the	  NSC.	  

	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
	  
Four-‐Year	  
Private	  IHE	  

	  
1.	  Appalachian	  	  
	  	  	  	  School	  of	  Law	  
	  
2.	  Christendom	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
3.	  Institute	  for	  the	  	  
	  	  	  	  Psychological	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  Sciences	  
	  
4.	  Mary	  Baldwin	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
5.	  Saint	  Paul’s	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  

	  
1.	  Appalachian	  	  
	  	  	  	  School	  of	  Law	  
	  
2.	  Christendom	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
3.	  Institute	  for	  the	  	  
	  	  	  	  Psychological	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  Sciences	  
	  
4.	  Mary	  Baldwin	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
5.	  Saint	  Paul’s	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  College	  
	  

	  
1.	  Appalachian	  	  
	  	  	  	  School	  of	  Law	  
	  
2.	  Christendom	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
3.	  Institute	  for	  the	  	  
	  	  	  	  Psychological	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  Sciences	  
	  
4.	  Mary	  Baldwin	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
5.	  Saint	  Paul’s	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  

	  
1.	  Appalachian	  	  
	  	  	  	  School	  of	  Law	  	  

	  
2.	  Christendom	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
3.	  Institute	  for	  the	  	  
	  	  	  	  Psychological	  	  	  	  	  	  
	  	  	  	  Sciences	  
	  
4.	  Mary	  Baldwin	  	  
	  	  	  	  College	  

	  
	  
	  
Two-‐Year	  
Public	  IHE	  

	  
1.	  	  Eastern	  Shore	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  Community	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  College	  
	  
2.	  	  Richard	  Bland	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  College	  
	  

	  
1.	  	  Richard	  Bland	  	  
	  	  	  	  	  College	  

	  
All	  Virginia	  two-‐year	  public	  IHE	  submit	  
student	  enrollment	  data	  to	  NSC.	  

	  
Private	  For	  
Profit	  IHE	  

	  
Limited	  NSC	  data	  are	  available	  for	  students	  who	  enroll	  in	  private	  for-‐profit	  and/or	  
vocational	  IHE	  in	  Virginia.	  

	  
	  
Religious	  
Degree	  
Conferring	  IHE	  
	  

	  
Limited	  NSC	  data	  are	  available	  for	  students	  who	  enroll	  in	  private	  IHE	  in	  Virginia	  whose	  
primary	  purpose	  is	  to	  confer	  religious	  degrees.	  
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Frequently Asked Questions:  
Postsecondary Achievement Reports  

State Fiscal Stabilization Fund Indicator (c)(12)	  

1. Why	  did	  the	  Virginia	  Department	  of	  Education	  (VDOE)	  develop	  Postsecondary	  
Achievement	  reports?	  

	  

 Postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  satisfy	  a	  federal	  reporting	  requirement	  for	  
State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  (SFSF)	  indicator	  (c)(12).	  In	  applying	  for	  funding	  
under	  the	  SFSF	  Program	  of	  the	  American	  Recovery	  and	  Reinvestment	  Act	  of	  
2009,	  Virginia	  (as	  the	  grantee)	  assured	  the	  United	  States	  Department	  of	  
Education	  (USED)	  of	  compliance	  with	  all	  of	  the	  requirements	  for	  accountability,	  
transparency,	  and	  reporting.	  	  One	  requirement	  of	  the	  SFSF	  program	  was	  to	  
report	  information	  on	  high	  school	  graduates’	  postsecondary	  achievement	  
outcomes	  after	  enrolling	  in	  public	  Institutions	  of	  Higher	  Education	  (IHE)	  in	  
Virginia.	  	  
	  

2. What	  information	  do	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  provide	  about	  Virginia	  high	  
school	  graduates	  who	  enrolled	  in	  a	  public	  IHE	  in	  Virginia?	  

	  

 Postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  show	  the	  number	  and	  percent	  of	  Virginia	  
high	  school	  graduates	  who	  enrolled	  in	  a	  Virginia	  public	  IHE	  within	  sixteen	  
months	  of	  graduating	  high	  school	  and	  completed	  one	  year	  of	  college	  credit	  
(applicable	  to	  a	  degree)	  within	  two	  years	  of	  their	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  
date.	  Reports	  are	  available	  at	  the	  state,	  school	  division,	  and	  school	  level	  for	  all	  
students	  and	  by	  student	  subgroups.	  

	  
3. Which	  graduates	  are	  included	  in	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports?	  
	  

 As	  required	  by	  the	  USED,	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  include	  only	  
Virginia	  graduates	  as	  defined	  for	  Virginia’s	  Federal	  Graduation	  Indicator	  (FGI)	  
who	  also	  enrolled	  in	  a	  public	  IHE	  in	  Virginia.	  	  	  	  	  
	  

 The	  FGI	  is	  calculated	  by	  following	  a	  group	  of	  students	  who	  started	  the	  
ninth	  grade	  in	  the	  same	  school	  year;	  and	  	  
	  

 Includes	  students	  who	  earned	  Virginia’s	  standard	  or	  advanced	  studies	  
diplomas	  only;	  students	  who	  earned	  other	  Virginia	  Board	  of	  Education-‐
approved	  diplomas	  are	  not	  counted	  as	  graduates	  in	  the	  FGI.	  	  
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 Virginia	  is	  reporting	  postsecondary	  achievement	  based	  on	  cohorts	  of	  
graduates.	  Students	  reported	  as	  graduating	  within	  four,	  five	  and	  six	  years	  
of	  first	  entering	  ninth	  grade	  are	  included	  in	  the	  postsecondary	  
achievement	  reports.	  	  
	  

4. Which	  colleges	  and	  universities	  are	  included	  in	  the	  classification	  of	  a	  Virginia	  public	  
IHE?	  
	  

 For	  a	  complete	  list	  of	  colleges	  and	  universities	  that	  meet	  the	  definition	  of	  a	  
Virginia	  public	  IHE,	  please	  refer	  to	  guidance	  from	  the	  State	  Council	  of	  Higher	  
Education	  for	  Virginia	  (SCHEV)	  available	  at:	  
http://www.schev.edu/students/PublicCollegeList.asp.	  
	  

5. How	  did	  VDOE	  acquire	  data	  to	  produce	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports?	  
	  

 VDOE	  entered	  into	  a	  data-‐sharing	  agreement	  with	  SCHEV	  to	  produce	  the	  best	  
available	  estimates	  of	  postsecondary	  achievement	  outcomes	  for	  Virginia	  
graduates	  who	  enrolled	  in	  a	  Virginia	  public	  IHE.	  	  

	  
6. What	  is	  SCHEV?	  
	  

 SCHEV	  is	  the	  Commonwealth’s	  coordinating	  body	  for	  higher	  education.	  	  
	  

 As	  part	  of	  their	  responsibilities,	  SCHEV	  collects	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  and	  
postsecondary	  achievement	  data	  from	  colleges	  and	  universities	  in	  Virginia	  
while	  also	  maintaining	  the	  confidentiality	  of	  student	  records	  in	  compliance	  with	  
the	  Family	  Educational	  Rights	  and	  Privacy	  Act	  (FERPA)	  and	  state	  privacy	  laws.	  

	  
 Currently,	  SCHEV	  collects	  postsecondary	  enrollment	  and	  postsecondary	  

achievement	  data	  from	  all	  of	  Virginia’s	  public	  IHEs.	  
	  

 For	  more	  information	  please	  go	  to	  http://schev.edu	  
	  
	  	  

7. How	  many	  credits	  equate	  to	  one	  year	  of	  college	  credit	  in	  a	  public	  IHE?	  
	  

 Thirty	  (30)	  units	  equates	  to	  one	  year	  of	  college	  credit.	  
	  
8. Did	  the	  summation	  of	  college	  credits	  earned	  originate	  from	  transcript-‐level	  records	  that	  

included	  credits	  earned	  from	  passing	  Advanced	  Placement	  (AP)	  courses	  in	  high	  school?	  
	  

 No.	  The	  calculations	  were	  based	  on	  identifying	  all	  the	  college	  courses	  a	  student	  
passed	  in	  a	  two	  year	  time	  frame	  and	  adding	  the	  credits	  earned	  towards	  a	  
degree	  for	  passing	  those	  courses.	  	  SCHEV	  and	  VDOE	  do	  not	  have	  access	  to	  
students’	  official	  transcript	  data.	  
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9. Were	  credits	  earned	  for	  passing	  developmental	  education	  courses	  included	  in	  the	  final	  
summation	  of	  credits	  earned?	  

	  

 No.	  	  Passing	  grades	  in	  developmental	  education	  courses	  are	  not	  applicable	  
towards	  a	  degree	  and	  were	  excluded	  from	  the	  total	  amount	  of	  credits	  earned.	  	  
	  

10. Were	  credits	  earned	  for	  passing	  dual	  enrollment	  courses	  while	  students	  were	  still	  in	  
high	  school	  included	  in	  the	  final	  summation	  of	  credits	  earned?	  

	  

 Yes.	  	  Postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  show	  results	  with	  and	  without	  the	  
dual	  enrollment	  credits	  included	  in	  the	  calculation.	  	  	  

	  
11. The	  postsecondary	  achievement	  report	  has	  a	  column	  that	  states,	  “Credits	  earned	  could	  

not	  be	  determined	  due	  to	  the	  presence	  of	  missing	  grades.”	  	  What	  does	  this	  mean?	  
	  

 In	  some	  records,	  public	  IHE	  did	  not	  submit	  final	  course	  grades	  to	  SCHEV.	  	  Some	  
of	  these	  missing	  grades	  would	  impact	  the	  determination	  of	  whether	  or	  not	  a	  
student	  earned	  30	  or	  more	  credits	  within	  two	  years	  of	  enrolling	  in	  college.	  	  	  

	  
 The	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  document	  the	  percentage	  of	  students	  

for	  whom	  insufficient	  data	  were	  available	  to	  make	  a	  final	  determination	  about	  
whether	  they	  met	  the	  criteria.	  	  	  
	  

12. Are	  the	  data	  accurate	  counts	  and	  percentages	  of	  Virginia	  graduates	  postsecondary	  
achievement	  in	  public	  Institutions	  of	  Higher	  Education	  in	  Virginia?	  	  

	  

 The	  data	  represent	  the	  best	  available	  estimates	  at	  this	  time.	  	  
	  

 VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  have	  determined	  that	  the	  best	  available	  estimates	  in	  the	  
postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  are	  likely	  underestimates	  of	  the	  actual	  
numbers	  of	  students	  who	  meet	  these	  requirements.	  	  The	  percentages	  are	  
consistent	  with	  other	  available	  estimates	  of	  students’	  enrollment	  and	  
achievement	  in	  the	  first	  year	  of	  college.	  

	  
 Both	  VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  have	  independently	  concluded	  these	  reports	  identify	  no	  

less	  than	  85	  percent	  of	  all	  Virginia	  graduates	  who	  enrolled	  in	  public	  IHE	  within	  
sixteen	  months	  of	  high	  school	  graduation.	  

	  	  
13. How	  often	  will	  the	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  be	  updated?	  
	  

 The	  data	  in	  the	  reports	  will	  be	  updated	  annually.	  	  
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14. Why	  is	  there	  a	  long	  time-‐lag	  between	  the	  year	  students	  graduated	  from	  high	  school	  and	  

the	  availability	  of	  a	  postsecondary	  achievement	  report?	  
	  

 The	  following	  factors	  lead	  to	  the	  long	  time-‐lag	  between	  students’	  high	  school	  
graduation	  year	  and	  the	  availability	  of	  the	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports:	  

	  
 The	  federal	  reporting	  requirements	  include	  three	  years	  of	  data	  since	  

high	  school	  graduation—up	  to	  one	  year	  for	  students	  to	  enroll	  in	  college	  
and	  two	  years	  for	  students	  to	  have	  the	  opportunity	  to	  earn	  one-‐year’s	  
worth	  of	  college	  credits.	  	  	  

	  
 It	  takes	  additional	  time	  for	  SCHEV	  to	  collect	  the	  course	  enrollment	  and	  

grades	  from	  Virginia’s	  public	  IHEs	  that	  are	  used	  to	  produce	  the	  reports	  
.	  

 The	  data	  linking	  and	  validation	  process	  is	  currently	  conducted	  
manually,	  which	  takes	  additional	  time.	  	  In	  the	  future,	  this	  process	  is	  
expected	  to	  be	  automated,	  that	  may	  reduce	  time	  to	  report	  production.	  
	  

15. How	  did	  VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  link	  data	  to	  produce	  postsecondary	  achievement	  reports	  in	  a	  
secure	  manner?	  

	  

 VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  use	  different	  unique	  identifiers	  in	  their	  existing	  databases—
VDOE	  uses	  the	  State	  Testing	  Identifier	  (STI)	  and	  SCHEV	  uses	  students’	  social	  
security	  numbers	  (SSN).	  	  Using	  the	  STI	  and	  SSN,	  VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  entered	  into	  
a	  two-‐step	  encryption	  process	  to	  protect	  individual	  student	  identities	  during	  
the	  data	  linking	  process.	  	  The	  encryption	  process	  ensures	  that	  VDOE	  and	  SCHEV	  
do	  not	  share	  actual	  unique	  IDs	  (e.g.,	  STI	  and	  SSN)	  or	  other	  personal	  information	  
with	  the	  other	  agency.	  	  However,	  the	  process	  provides	  a	  mechanism	  to	  link	  the	  
datasets,	  validate	  the	  merge	  process,	  and	  create	  the	  postsecondary	  achievement	  
reports	  to	  meet	  the	  SFSF	  indicator	  (c)(12)	  requirements.	  	  	  

	  
16. 	  Where	  can	  I	  find	  more	  information	  about	  the	  State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  program?	  
	  

 For	  more	  information	  about	  the	  State	  Fiscal	  Stabilization	  Fund	  program	  visit:	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  	  
http://www.doe.virginia.gov/school_finance/arra/stabilization/index.shtml.	  
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