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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
ofthe
 

Eastern District ofArkansas
 

Jonesboro Division
 

FRIENDS OF THE WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT )
 

Plaintiff )
 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE, )
 
Involuntary/Third-Party Plaintiff ) 

WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT ) 

InvoluntarylThird-Party Plaintiff ) 

) S·10-CV- OlS8J1 
~ ) Civil Action No. ---- 

) 
THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR, Mike Beebe) 

In his official capacity; ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF ) 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT, David Maxwell in his ) 
official capacity; ARKANSAS STATE BOARD OF ) 

EDUCATION, Dr. Naccaman Williams, Dr. Ben Mays, ) 

Dr. Ben Mays, Sherry Burrow, Jim Cooper, Brenda Gullet, ) 
Samuel Ledbetter, Alice Williams Mahony, Toyce Newton,) 
and Vickie Saviers, in their official capacities ) 
ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION; ) 
HARRISBURG SCHOOL DISTRICT ) 

Defendants 

MEMORANDUM BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 

STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

The motion is brought pursuant to Rule 65 of the Federal Rules ofProcedure by Plaintiff, 

Friends ofthe Weiner School District, a non-profit citizens group formed under the laws of the 

State ofArkansas, to prevent violations of the United States and Arkansas Constitutions and to 

prevent the Arkansas Governor and the other Defendants from taking action that violates federal 

law and policy regarding national security -- specifically laws and regulations designed to protect 

the critical infrastructure and key resources ofagriculture, food, and water. It is also brought to 
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remedy violations of the Arkansas Constitution that result in the violation of federal law and 

policy. 

These injunctions are necessary to prevent immediate and irreparable harm not only to 

the community and its citizens through the closing of the school, loss of farms, jobs, businesses, 

and the deterioration of the community that will naturally follow the close of their school, but 

also to prevent harm to the state and national security and interstate commerce. An issuance of 

an injunction will maintain the status quo that will not harm the adverse parties and is consistent 

with public policy. Furthermore, the current statutory scheme in Arkansas closing schools in 

agricultural districts of the state has the potential to have a catastrophic effect on the national 

commerce. Therefore, this Court has jurisdiction to evaluate the statutory scheme requiring the 

closure of schools in agricultural districts, as written and applied specifically to the Weiner 

School District, in relationship to the public health, laws and regulations established to further 

Homeland Security Presidential Directives 7 & 9, and the Commerce Clause of the United States 

Constitution. 

"The Congress shall have Power ... To regulate Commerce ... among the several States." 

U.S. CONST. art. I, § 8, cl. 3. The Commerce Clause has long been held to provide Congress 

the authority to regulate interstate commerce. See generally Solid Waste Agency ofN Cook 

County v. US. Army Corps ofEng'rs, 531 U.S. 159 (2001); Wickard v. Filburn, 317 U.S. III 

(1942); Gibbons v. Ogden, 22 U.S. (9 Wheat) 1 (1824). Moreover, the Supreme Court has 

consistently interpreted the Commerce Clause to provide a degree of limitation on a state's 

ability to regulate interstate commerce. See, e.g., Or. Waste Sys., Inc. v. Or. Dep't ofEnvtl. 

Quality, 511 U.S. 93 (1994); Pennsylvaniav. West Virginia, 262 U.S. 553 (1923); Cooleyv. Bd. 

ofWardens, 53 U.S. (12 How.) 299 (1852). While most of the analysis related to the Commerce 
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Clause and its donnant counterpart provides for a balance between the prevention ofeconomic 

protectionism and the promotion ofa state's sovereignty manifested through the exercise of its 

police power, the United States Supreme Court has recognized that resource protection can 

trigger application of the Commerce Clause. 

The United States Supreme Court has consistently recognized that resource protection is 

not a sufficiently legitimate state concern that would justify overt interference with interstate 

commerce. See, e.g., Sporhase v. Nebraska, 458 U.S. 941, 957-58 (1982) (recognizing that 

protection of ground water is a legitimate and important state interest, but concluding that 

reciprocity provision effectively prohibiting interstate transportation of ground water was 

violative ofthe donnant Commerce Clause); Douglas v. Seacoast Products, Inc., 431 U.S. 265, 

286-87 (1977) (striking down VirgiDia law that prohibited nonresidents from fishing in 

Chesapeake Bay); Pennsylvania v. West Virginia, 262 U.S. 553, 599-600 (1923) (concluding that 

state statute prohibiting interstate transportation of natural gas was unconstitutional); West v. 

Kan. Natural Gas Co., 221 U.S. 229,262 (1911) (enjoining enforcement of state statute 

prohibiting interstate transportation ofnatural gas). 

The United States Supreme Court's conclusion has been focused on the awareness that 

resource protection would likely amount to the same balkanization ofthe states about which the 

Framers were concerned. In West v. Kansas Natural Gas Co., 221 U.S. 229 (1911), the Court 

stated the following proposition: 

In other words, the purpose of [natural gas's] conservation is in a sense commercial,--the 

business welfare ofthe state, as coal might be, or timber. Both of those products may be 

limited in amount, and the same consideration ofthe public welfare which would confme 

gas to the use ofthe inhabitants ofa state would confine them to the inhabitants ofthe 

state. Ifthe states have such power, a singular situation might result. Pennsylvania might 

keep its coal, the Northwest its timber, the mining states their minerals .... If one state has 
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[such power], all states have it; embargo may be retaliated by embargo, and commerce 

will be halted at state lines." 

Id. at 255. 

The Court concluded that the welfare of each state depends upon access to natural 

resources ofother states. "[T]his was the purpose, as it is the result, of the interstate commerce 

clause." Id. The Court, nearly a century ago, recognized that a state's hoarding of its resources 

would not be tolerated because it went against the goal of a national economy. 

Applying this same reasoning by analogy, in today's current heightened concern of 

protection ofour critical infrastructures and key resources, as demonstrated by Homeland 

Security Presidential Directives 7 & 9, (Exhibits 1 & 2 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit, Exhibit H) 

a state's regulations that fail to properly protect its resources, making those resources available in 

this time of increased concerns for protection of those resources, cannot be tolerated. Regulation 

that fails to protect an<L in this case foster and aid agriculture in the State of Arkansas, goes 

against the goal ofour national economy and security. Under these facts, this Court must take 

action to protect the Commerce Clause of the United States while simultaneously fulfilling our 

national policies for protection ofcritical infrastructures and key resources. 

Homeland Security Presidential Directive 7 states that terrorists "seek to destroy, 

incapacitate, or exploit critical infrastructure and key resources across the United States to 

threaten national security, cause mass casualties, weaken our economy, and damage public 

morale and confidence." The Directive further explained that the exploitation or destruction of 

key resources and critical infrastructures "could cause catastrophic health effects or mass 

casualties comparable to those from the use ofweapons of mass destruction, or could profoundly 
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affect our national prestige and morale." Directive 7 also acknowledges the potentially 

debilitating effect ofa terrorist attack on security and economic well-being. 

Homeland Security Presidential Directive 9 sPeCifically establishes a national policy to 

defend the agriculture and food system against terrorist attacks, major disasters, and other 

emergencies. The Directive acknowledges that "America's agriculture and food system is an 

extensive, open, interconnected, diverse, and complex structure providing potential targets for 

terrorist attacks." Directive 9 reiterates the conclusion that a successful attack on the United 

States agriculture and food system "could have catastrophic health and economic effects." 

Plaintiff, Friends ofWeiner School District, are citizens ofvarious States who live in 

America and other countries; many of them are farmers, small business owners, grandparents, 

parents, and children who have graduated from, are attending, or will attend Weiner schools. 

Involuntary Plaintiff, Weiner School District, is a school district formed and operated under the 

laws of the State ofArkansas, located in Poinsett County, Arkansas. Involuntary Plaintiff, the 

United States Department ofAgriculture (USDA), is a department of the United States 

government that is charged with the duty ofensuring that Americans have a plentiful and safe 

food supply. 

The USDA also has Sector-Specific Agency (SSA) responsibility for production 

agriculture and shares SSA responsibilities for food safety and defense with other agencies. (See 

Exhibit A). The Executive Summary of the 2007 USDA interagency report for planning 

protection ofour agriculture and food recognized the challenges ofsecuring our food supply: 

Protecting the Nation's agriculture and food critical infrastructure and key resources (CI/KR) is 
an important responsibility shared by Federal, State, local, and tribal governments and private 
industry. Because ofthe open nature ofmany portions of the Food and Agriculture Sector, 
attacks against the Nation by using food or agricultural infrastructure or resources as weapons 
could have a devastating impact on public health and the economy. Traditional physical security 
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practices alone cannot protect the sector. A protection plan for food and agriculture infrastructure 
and resources must focus on planning and preparedness, as well as early awareness ofan attack. 

(Exhibit A). (See Exhibit B, Affidavit of Gary Sitzer, owner and operator of Sitzer Fanns, Inc. 

in Poinsett County stating that in his observations and experience, ''fanners are the first 

individuals to recognize and know that his or her crop is, or may be, infected with a disease."; 

see also Exhibit C, Affidavit of Mike McDermott stating that agroterrorism is a real threat.). 

Fanners, and those who work the farms, are this state's and country's first line ofdefense 

in protecting our food and agricultural infrastructure and resources. To ensure that this first line 

of defense is strong and capable ofperforming this critical function, the rural communities in 

which our agriculture and food supplies are produced must be livable. Our federal government 

has recognized the necessity of livable communities for our fanning communities and identified 

schools as one of the critical facilities for the communities responsible for our food production. 

This principle is embodied in the strategic plan for years 2010-2015 ofthe United States 

Department ofAgriculture (USDA) recently released. The introductory message for this 

strategic plan, from the Secretary ofAgriculture, Thomas J. Vilsac~ includes the following 

statement: 

Now more than ever, America's agricultural and rural communities face challenges that 
jeopardize the livelihoods and well-being of people working the land or living in rural 
areas.... More Americans are hungry than at any time in the past 15 years .... At the 
same time, these challenges create more opportunities for fanners, ranchers, forest 
landowners, public land managers, and families in rural communities to generate 
prosperity in new ways while conserving the Nation's natural resources and providing a 
safe, sufficient and nutritious food supply for the country and the world.... Because 
USDA programs touch almost every American every day, the Department is well 
positioned to support its constituents in taking advantage ofthese new opportunities.... 
This strategic plan represents the dynamic process within USDA to ensure the best results 
for America. 

(Exhibit D). 
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To reach its strategic goals of the next five years, the USDA specifically identified 

schools in rural communities as critical community facilities necessary, not only for the 

prosperity of rural America, but to ensure the adequacy of our food supply: 

The common goal is to help create thriving rural communities where people want to live 
and raise families, and where the children have economic opportunities and a bright 
future.... USDA is working to enhance the livability of rural communities. The 
Department uses 21 st century technology to rebuild the infrastructure, ensure that rural 
residents have decent housing and and...critical community facilities including ... 
schools The country's fanners help ensure that all of America and many other parts 
of the world have nutritious and safe food, adequate energy sources, and fiber products 
sufficient to meet the needs ofour rapidly growing population. 

USDA Strategy Plan FY 2010-2015, p.l. (Attached as Exhibit 5 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). 

The State ofArkansas has similarly recognized the loss of schools through consolidation 

as a threat to the rural communities. In Research Project No. 06- 137, entitled "Educating Rural 

Arkansas: Issues of Declining Enrollment, Isolated Schools, and High Poverty Districts," the 

Bureau ofLegislative Research concluded that "[i]solated schools and strategies for meeting the 

needs of their students are being affected by the consolidation of schools with declining 

enrollment. Rules governing the closing of isolated schools in the state should be reevaluated." 

(Attached as Exhibit E, Title Page and p.2 ofresearch project). 

The systematic closing of schools in agricultural districts, when that closing fails to 

promote and aid the agricultural industry, violates Article 10 of the Arkansas Constitution. 

Article 10 requires the General Assembly to pass laws to "foster and aid" agricultural interests. 

(Attached as Exhibit F). This constitutional mandate is understandable. The people in a 

government of the people, by the people, and for the people, would be and are naturally 

concerned with the food supply necessary for their survival and the stability of society. The 

systematic closing of these schools also violates Article 14 of the Arkansas Constitution that 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 7 of 35



guarantees a free school system. "Intelligence and virtue being the safeguards of liberty and the 

bulwark of a free and good government, the State shall ever maintain a general, suitable and 

efficient system of free public schools and shall adopt all suitable means to secure to the people 

the advantages and opportunities of education." (Attached as Exhibit G). 

Arkansas's systematic closing of schools in agricultural districts violates both Articles 10 

and 14 of the Arkansas Constitution.1 The systematic closing of the schools harms the 

agricultural industries, harms the communities by devastating the school which is a critical 

community facility necessary to the prosperity of the community, and threatens the continued 

existence of the community. (In addition to the previous Exhibits, also see Affidavit ofMichelle 

Cadle and the Exhibits attached to her affidavit). This harm is irreparable to the community of 

Weiner. This harm also has the potential to irreparably harm the nation. Arkansas is the largest 

producer ofrice in the nation, and Poinsett County, where Weiner is located, is consistently the 

top producer ofrice in the State ofArkansas. (Exhibit 12 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). 

Arkansas produces approximately one-halfof the rice for the United States. (Michelle Cadle's 

affidavit). Regulations that negatively impact the agricultural production in the Weiner 

community naturally and logically negatively impact the interstate commerce ofour food supply. 

1 In Walker v. Arkansas State Board ofEducation, 2010 Ark 277, _ S.W.3d ~ the Arkansas 
State Supreme Court concluded that as it currently stands, our educational system is 
constitutionally firm, see Lake View School District No. 25 v. Huckabee, 370 Ark. 139,257 
S.W.3d 879 (2007). However, until now, no one has ever challenged the system as violating 
Article 10 of the Arkansas Constitution. Furthermore, the Lakeview cases involving the special 
masters are void. Section 8 ofAmendment 80 to the Arkansas Constitution provides for the 
appointment ofmasters for trial courts. Nothing in the amendment authorizes the Supreme Court 
to appoint masters. (See Exhibit 16 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). A decision resulting from a 
court acting without authority is void. Howell v. Howell, 213 Ark.298, 208 S.W.2d 22 (1948). 
The underlying motivation ofthe passage ofAct 60 was to avoid more litigation regarding 
discrimination in the school system. The effect on agriculture was not considered. The masters' 
effect on the legislative process further hindered and flawed the legislative process. 
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Furthermore, the consolidation into bigger districts provides no benefit to the POOple, the 

educational structure of the State, or rural communities. Former Governor Mike Huckabee 

invited Stanford University's Hoover Institution to ask its Koret Task Force on K-12 Education, 

a group ofwell known education scholars, to study and provide ideas for improving Arkansas' 

education system. The result is a 2005 study called Reforming Education in Arkansas. Chapter 

7 of that study is titled "Consolidate Districts, Not Schools." 

According to the Koret study: 

In recent years, researchers have found evidence that the educational impact of 
district consolidation is quite different from that of school consolidation. The first 
step is probably laudable, if not taken too far, while the second appears not to be. 

Koret study, p. 109. The benefits of smaller high schools have been demonstrated in 

Arkansas: 

Unfortunately, the traditional enthusiasm for larger schools is not well supported 
by empirical evidence that they are more effective. According to a University of 
Arkansas research team, there is no strong correlation between the number of 
students attending an Arkansas high school and the performance of tenth grade 
students on the Stanford 9 achievement tests, after controlling for poverty. Other 
studies also fmd little systematic evidence that larger schools are more effective. 
On the contrary, small schools were found to be more educationally beneficial
or, at least, no less - by all but one of seven ofthe higher-quality econometric 
studies reviewed by Matthew Andrews and his colleagues in 2002. Two studies 
indicate that the benefits of small schools are the greatest for disadvantaged 
students, and, most especially, African-Americans. 

Koret study, pp. 112-13. The authors of the Koret study made the following 

recommendations: 

1. Given the benefits small schools provide in some contexts, district 
consolidation should be monitored so as not to encourage consolidations that 
sacrifice high-performing small schools that are successfully delivering all the 
necessary course work and required academic units to their students. 
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2. Arkansas should deploy multiple strategies for addressing the challenges of 
high-quality rural education, including the delivery of instruction (and options) 
via technology and incentive pay for teachers and principals. 

Koret, p. 116. 

The Weiner School District proposed a plan for it to achieve an administrative annexation 

with the Delight School District which would have used 21 st century technology to maintain two 

isolated district campuses. (See Exhibit 13 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). However, the State 

Board ofEducation rejected the plan entitled Arcadia School District Plan which would have 

raised the district enrollment above Act 60's 350 minimum enrollment. (See Exhibit 14 to to 

Michelle Cadle's affidavit); See Ark. Code Ann Section 6-13-1405. The Weiner School District 

excels academically and fInancially and the only reason for the State's forced closure ofthe 

school is its size. (See generally Michelle Cadle's affidavit). The Arcadia Plan, the fInancial 

success and academic success ofthe school and community ofWeiner, are consistent with the 

USDA's fIve-year strategy plan. The Community ofWeiner and its school are examples of 

agricultural success. Closing the school which will lead to the eventual deterioration of the 

community irreparably harms the community and leads to the irreparable harm ofour national 

interests. Furthermore, the receiving district ofHarrisburg intends to close the Weiner campus. 

The continued closing of schools in agricultural communities increases the risk ofharm 

to our country's food supply through decreased production and to an increased risk of 

agroterrorism, a subcategory ofbioterrorism. (See Exhibit 4 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). On 

April 21, 2010, in testimony to the U.S. House ofRepresentatives, Committee on Homeland 

Security, The Commission on the Prevention ofWeapons ofMass Destruction Proliferation and 

Terrorism presented testimony assessing the risk ofWMD terrorism. (Exhibit 9 to Michelle 
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Cadle's affidavit). The statements included the unanimous conclusion that a biological weapon 

was the most likely WMD threat and was more likely than not to occur by 2013: 

The Commission's Report assessed both nuclear and biological threats, and provided 13 
recommendations and 49 action items. The Commissioners unanimously concluded that 
unless we act urgently and decisively, it was more likely than not that terrorists would 
attack a major city somewhere in the world with a weapon ofmass destruction by 2013. 
Furthermore, we determined that terrorists are more likely to obtain and use a biological 
weapon than a nuclear weapon. Shortly thereafter, this conclusion was publicly affirmed 
by then Director ofNational Intelligence (DNI) Mike McConnell. 

There are several reasons for our conclusion that a bioattack is actually more likely than a 
nuclear attack. Many pathogens suitable for use in a biological attack are found in the 
natural environment, allover the globe. The lethality ofan effectively dispersed 
biological weapon could rival or exceed that of an improvised nuclear device. The 
equipment required to produce a large quantity from a small seed stock, and then 
"weaponize" the material--that is, to make it into a form that could be effectively 
dispersed--is ofa dual-use nature and readily available on the Internet. The most effective 
delivery methods are well known in the pharmaceutical, agricultural, and insect-control 
industries. It is much more straightforward to stockpile weaponized pathogens than 
nuclear material, raising the terrible specter that terrorists could attack an American city 
using a bioweapon, then quickly "reload" and attack again within a matter ofdays or 
weeks. 

We strongly believe that a well-informed, organized and mobilized citizenry has long 
been one of the United States' greatest resources. An engaged citizenry is, in fact, the 
foundation for national resilience in the event ofa natural disaster or a WMD attack. 

We cannot overstate the urgency ofthis crisis, and the need for action, now. The 
international situation is fragile, with Israel and its neighbors, on the India-Pakistan 
border, and this fragility substantially increases the risk of terrorism with a WMD. While 
there are issues at stake that have gone unresolved for over 60 years, we may have only 
three more years ofprocrastination before the consequences reveal not a World at Risk, 
but a world immobilized by crisis. 

(Exhibit 9 to Michelle Cadle's affidavit). 

As discussed earlier, farmers are our fIrst line ofdefense in identifying a potential 

agroterrorism event. The State of Arkansas recognizes the need for interaction with federal and 

state agencies to protect the public. See Ark. Code Ann. § 12-75-132 (creating the Arkansas 

Homeland Security Advisory Group). For the year 2010 alone, the State ofArkansas is 
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receiving almost $27 million in grants from the V.S. Department ofHomeland Security 

Preparedness Grant Program from a total distribution of$2,714,879,947. (Exhibit 3 to Michelle 

Cadle's affidavit). Our federal government allocated almost $3 billion in state preparedness 

grants for the year of201O. See also 6 V.S.C.A. § 811, Authorization ofappropriations; 6 

V.S.C.A. § 743, National preparedness goal. 

To effect national preparedness, 6 U.S.C.A. § 742, subtitled ''National preparedness" 

provides as follows:" 

In order to prepare the Nation for all hazards, including natural disasters, acts of 

terrorism, and other man-made disasters, the President, consistent with the declaration of policy 

under section 5195 ofTitle 42 and Title V of the Homeland Security Act of2002 (6 V.S.C. 311 

et seq.), as amended by this Act, shall develop a national preparedness goal and a national 

preparedness system. 

42 V.S.C.A. § 5195 states the following Declaration ofpolicy regarding the cooperation 

of federal, state, and local governments regarding emergency preparedness: 

The purpose of this subchapter is to provide a system ofemergency preparedness for the 

protection of life and property in the Vnited States from hazards and to vest responsibility 

for emergency preparedness jointly in the Federal Government and the States and their 

political subdivisions. The Congress recognizes that the organizational structure 

established jointly by the Federal Government and the States and their political 

subdivisions for emergency preparedness purposes can be effectively utilized to provide 

relief and assistance to people in areas of the Vnited States struck by a hazard. The 

Federal Government shall provide necessary direction, coordination, and guidance, and 

shall provide necessary assistance, as authorized in this subchapter so that a 

comprehensive emergency preparedness system exists for all hazards. 

Defendants the State ofArkansas, Governor Mike Beebe in his official capacity, and the 

Arkansas Department ofEmergency Management have the duty to ensure the safety, welfare, 

and peace of the people ofArkansas. The Arkansas State Board ofEducation and the Arkansas 
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Department ofEducation have the duty to ensure that the citizens of the State ofArkansas are 

educated according to Article 14 of the Arkansas Constitution. They each have a duty to perfonn 

these functions consistent with the Arkansas Constitution and the United State Constitution. The 

Harrisburg School District is the receiving district in the pending annexation. With the threat of 

agroterrorism, prevention is worth much more than the cure. 

Plaintiff asks this court to provide prospective injunctive relief against each of the 

Defendants to prevent the annexation, consolidation, or any other method ofclosing the Weiner 

School District or campuses. An annexation of the school districts of Weiner and Harrisburg is 

scheduled for July 1, 2010. Plaintiff asks this Court to enter a temporary restraining order until 

such time as a hearing can be held, and then to enter preliminary and pennanent injunctions. 

These injunctions are necessary to prevent irreparable harm not only to the community 

and its citizens through the loss of farms, jobs, businesses, and the deterioration of the 

community that will naturally follow the close of their school, but also to the state and national 

security and interstate commerce. Furthennore, the systematic closure of schools in agricultural 

areas through state regulation negatively impacts interstate commerce. An issuance of an 

injunction will maintain the status quo that will not harm the adverse parties and is consistent 

with public policy. 

In addition, the closure of the Weiner School District is in violation of the Arkansas 

Constitution. The Weiner School District is being closed through the implementation of Act 60 

of 2003, through the Act's requirement that any school whose student attendance falls below 350 

must be closed. Act 60 is unconstitutional in that it violates Articles 10 and 14 of the Arkansas 

Constitution. Article 10 of the Arkansas Constitution mandates that our "General Assembly shall 

pass laws as shall foster and aid agriculture...." Our national security interests, and the federal 
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laws and policies promulgated to protect our national interests have become inextricably 

intertwined with the protection of our country's critical infrastructures and key resources. 

Agroterrorism, a subcategory ofbioterrorism, is a threat to our national security. The 

Defendants must be enjoined from continuing their systematic closure of schools in agricultural 

areas without evaluating the effect those closures have on the agricultural and educational effects 

on the communities, state and national security, and interstate commerce. Particularly, Plaintiff 

asks this Court to enter temporary, preliminary and permanent injunctions ordering the 

Defendants to take affirmative steps to keep the Weiner School District and its campuses open 

and in existence, maintain the District status and to be enjoined from closing, annexing or 

consolidating the District. 

Kim Kelley, Ark. Bar No: 92817 
P.O. Box 1321 
Heber Springs, AR 72543 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 14 of 35



Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 15 of 35



Executive Summary
 

Protecting the Nation's agriculture and food critical infrastructure and key resources (O/KR) is an important responsibility 
shared by Federal, State, local, and tribal governments and private industry. Because of the open nature of many portions of 

the Food and Agriculture Sector, attacks against the Nation by using food or agricultural infrastructure or resources as weapons 
could have a devastating impact on public health and the economy. Traditional phYSical security practices alone cannot protect 
the sector. A protection plan for food and agriculture infrastructure and resources must focus on planning and preparedness, 
as well as early awareness ofan attack. Science-based surveillance measures are essential to recognizing a possible attack on the 
sector so that rapid response and recovery efforts can be implemented to mitigate the impact of an attack. A protection plan 
must also be coordinated closely with response and recovery plans. 

The National Infrastructure Protection Plan (NIPP) provides the unifying structure for the integration of eXisting and future CI/ 
~	 KR protection efforts into a single national program. The cornerstone of the NIPP is its risk management framework. Risk, in 

the context of the NIPP, is defined as the potential for loss, damage, or disruption to the Nation's O/KR resulting from destruc
tion, incapacitation, or explOitation during some future manmade or naturally occurring event. The framework applies to the 
general threat environment, as well as to specific threats or incident situations. 

1. Sector Profile and Goals 

The U.S. Food and Agriculture Sector with its complex production, processing, and delivery systems has the capacity to feed 
people beyond the boundaries of the Nation. The senor comprises more than 2 million farms, approximately 900,000 firms, 
and 1.1 million facilities. Almost entirely under private ownership, it operates in highly competitive global markets, strives to 
operate in harmony with the environment, and prOvides economic opportunities and improved quality of life for rural and 

urban Americans. The sector accounts for roughly one-fifth of the Nation's economic activity when measured from inputs to 

tables ofconsumers at home and away from home. 

The U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) has Sector-Specific Agency (SSA) responsibility for production agriculture and 
shares SSA responSibilities for food safety and defense with the Department of Health and Human Services (HHS) Food and 

Drug Administration (FDA). Specifically, FDA is responsible for the safety of 80 percent of all food consumed in the United 

States, including the entire domestic and imported food supply; however, meat; poultry; and frozen, dried, and liquid eggs are 

under the authority of USDA. 

This Sector-Specific Plan (SSP) for CI/KR protection focuses on a portion of the U.S Food and Agriculture Sector as defined in 
the February 2003 National Strategy for Physical Protection of Critical Infrastructures and Key Assets (the National Strategy). The National 
Strategy defines the Food and Agriculture Sector as the supply chains for feed. animals, and animal products; crop production 
and the supply chains of seed, fertilizer, and other necessary related materials; and the post-harveSting components of the food 

Executive Summary 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
 

FRIENDS OF WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT; PLAINTIFF 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE; INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 
WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 

V. 

THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR MIKE BEEBE,
 
In his official capacity; et. al. DEFENDANTS
 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION - GARY SITZER 

I, Gary Sitzer, being duly sworn, hereby state that: 

1. I am a member of the Friends of the Weiner School District who is the plaintiff in this 
action, and I make this affidavit in support of the motion for a Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction filed pursuant to Rule 65 of the Rules ofFederal Procedure. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this affidavit and, if called as a witness, I 
could testify competently to them. 

3. I am the owner and operator of Sitzer Farms, Inc. located in Poinsett County. 

4. I also serve on the following Boards: Farm Credit Midsouth, Arkansas Soybean 
Promotion, Arkansas Soybean Association, St. Bernards Regional Medical Center Advisory, 
Poinsett County Emergency Food & Shelter, and Poinsett County Farm Bureau. 

5. In my observations and experience, I have seen that farmers are the first individuals to 
recognize and know that his or her crop is, or may be, infected with a disease. 

6. As described in the complaint, agroterrorism is a real threat to our agriculture, food, and 
water supplies that can cause catastrophic health effects and have a negative effect on the 
economy through disruption ofour food supply. 

7. The disruption of our agriculture, food, and water supplies would undermine the public's 
morale and confidence in our national economic and political institutions. 
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8. In order for fanners in our community to be able to properly monitor their crops and 
recognize a threat to the safety of the crops, fanners must have communities that provide 
critical facilities that will allow the farmers to maintain close access and inspection of their 
crops. 

9. One of the critical community facilities that farmers must have in their community is a 
school. 

10. The Weiner School District is a critical community facility for the community of Weiner, 
Arkansas. 

11. The closure of the Weiner School District threatens the viability and safety of the farms' 
crops by the likely reduction of workers available, residents leaving the community, businesses 
shutting down, and other effects that lead to the eventual demise of the community. 

12. If relief is not granted, the closure of the Weiner School District threatens not only my 
livelihood which could result in the loss of my property, but the state, national, and international 
food supply with the potential for catastrophic effects. 

13. Maintaining the status quo will cause no harm while simultaneously preventing, 
deterring, and mitigating the effects of deliberate efforts to destroy, incapacitate, or exploit our 
farming community and the food it produces. ' 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I DO HEREBY SIGN MY NAME:
 

STATE OF ARKANSAS ) 
COUNTY OF POINSETT ) 

SU~~Cfibed and sworn to before me on the,,1"" day of ()~ut. I ,, ,2010, at 
WRMi.M ~. ~ 

I ~ Jl1uu-' 
Notary Public 

My Commission Expires: 
OFACIAL SEAL

1-1"-1{ PAMELA S. NORR'S 
NOT~RY PUBUC-ARKANSAS . 

POINSETf couNTY 
..yco....\SS\ON EXPIRES: 09-14-11 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
for the
 

Eastern District of Arkansas
 

FRIENDS OF WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT PLAINTIFF 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 
WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 

V. 

THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR MIKE BEEBE, 

In his official capacity; et. al. DEFENDANTS 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION - MIKE MCDERMOTT 

I, Mike McDermott, being duly sworn, hereby state that: 

1. I am a member of the Friends of the Weiner School District, who is the plaintiff in this 
action, and I make this affidavit in support of the motion for a Temporary Restraining Order 
and Preliminary Injunction filed pursuant to Rule 65 of the Rules of Federal Procedure. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this affidavit and, if called as a witness, I 
could testify competently to them. 

3. I am the owner and operator of a farm located in Poinsett County. My residence is in 
Weiner. I am also the manager of Cart Well, Inc., which drill and repair underground water 
wells. 
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4. I also serve on the Arkansas Well Water Construction Commission. The Commission 
consists of seven commissioners, and appointed by the Governor. While members serve many 
hours administering the programs, we serve without pay. It is necessary that the construction of 
water wells protect the general health, safety, and welfare of the public. By providing a means 
ofproper development of the natural resource of underground water in an orderly, sanitary, 
reasonable, and safe manner as well as without waste. In order that potable supplies for the 
continued economic growth of our state is assured. 

5. In my observations and experience, I have seen that farmers and those who serve the industry 
are the first individuals to recognize and know that his or her crop is, or may be, infected with a 
disease. 

6. As described in the complaint, agroterrorism is a real threat to our agriculture, food, and 
water supplies that can cause catastrophic health effects and have a negative effect on the 
economy through disruption ofour food supply. 

7.The disruption ofour agriculture, food, and water supplies would undermine the public's 
morale and confidence in our national economic and political institutions. 

8. In order for farmers in our community to be able to properly monitor their crops and 
recognize a threat to the safety of the crops, farmers must have communities that provide 
critical facilities. These facilities allow the farmers to maintain residences close to the farms 
that promote ready access and inspection of their crops. 

9.0ne ofthe critical community facilities that farmers must have in their community is a 
school. 

1O.The Weiner School District is a critical community facility for the community of Weiner, 
Arkansas. 

11.The closure of the Weiner School District threatens the viability and safety of the farms' 
crops by the likely reduction of workers available, residents leaving the community, businesses 
shutting down, and other effects that lead to the eventual demise of the community. 

12. If relief is not granted, the closure of the Weiner School District threatens not only my 
livelihood which could result in the loss ofmy property, but the state, national, and international 
food supply with the potential for catastrophic effects. 
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13.Maintaining the status quo will cause no harm while simultaneously preventing, deterring, 
and mitigating the effects ofdeliberate efforts to destroy, incapacitate, or exploit our farming 
community and the food it produces. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF I DO HEREBY SIGN MY NAME: 

STATE OF ARKANSAS) 

COUNTY OF POINSETT) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me on the ..dft\hday of 3\.U\ 2" ,2010, at 
\J)gtnlJl\ Grt= ~. 

'-fY\0.l1 0tL to "1. ~ 
~ ~otary Pubhc 

My Commission Expires: 

\0- \5- \5 
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Message from 
the Secretory 

N
oW more than ever, America's agricultural and rural communities face challenges 
that jeopardize the livelihoods and well-being ofpeople working the land or living 

in rural areas. As this strategic plan was being written, the Nation was working to 
pull itselfout ofthe worst recession since the Great Depression. These economic 
circumstances have led to unpredictable input costs and unsteady demands for agricultural 

products in a rapidly evolving global marketplace. More Americans are hungry than at any 
time in the past 15 years, and our children are increasingly at risk of growing up 
overweight or obese. In the longer term, a changing global climate brings increased 
uncertainties about the effect of weather patterns on crop production and the conservation 
ofour natural resources, and puts a premium on improving energy efficiency and 

producing a renewable energy supply at home. The Department is committed to a strong 

safety net for production ofagriculture. 

These challenges and others will require USDA to not only provide a reliable safety net for farmers and ranchers, but also help 
communities and businesses to innovate by implementing new technologies and modernizing their infrastructure to ensure 
access to new markets, increased competitiveness, and greater resilience oftheir productive resources. 

At the same time, these challenges create many opportunities for fanners, ranchers, forest landowners, public land managers, 
and families in rural communities to generate prosperity in new ways while conserving the Nation's natural resources and 

providing a safe, sufficient, and nutritious food supply for the country and the world. 

Because USDA programs touch almost every American every day, the Department is well positioned to support its 
constituents in taking advantage ofthese new opportunities. To ensure the Department's programs deliver results effectively 

and efficiently, USDA's Strategic Plan for fiscal years (FY) 2010-2015 lays out key policy priorities and the strategies to 
achieve them. Over the next 5 years, USDA will use this plan to manage its resources in a way that delivers the best outcomes 

for everyone affected by its diverse program portfolio. 

The USDA Strategic Plan for FY 2010-2015 differs from previous plans by striving to break down organizational barriers to 
maximize the Department's available resources. Key priorities and desired outcomes have been identified. as well as the best 
means and strategies to achieve them. In the pursuit ofthese outcomes, agencies and offices ofUSDA will be encouraged to 

collaborate more effectively to achieve the shared goals of rural prosperity, preservation and maintenance offorests and 
working lands, sustainable agricultural production, global food security, and safe and nutritious foods for Americans. 

This strategic plan represents the dynamic process within USDA to ensure the best results for America. Through this process, 
the Depamnent is able to continually assess the quality ofits provision ofservices to the public. This close attention to 
performance outcomes and results will allow USDA to better support its constituents as they strive to take advantage of 

today's new opportunities. 

~<1. v6zsc,~ '" 
Thomas J. ViisaD' 
Secretary ofAgriculture 

__________________----1_
 
STRATEGIC PLAN FOR FY 2010 - 2015 iii 
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Exhibit Dl
 

Research Project 06-137 

Educating Rural Arkansas:
 
Issues of Declining Enrollment, Isolated Schools,
 

and High-Poverty Districts
 

Prepared for
 
Adequacy Study Oversight Subcommittee
 

of the
 
Senate Committee on Education
 

and the
 
Adequacy Study Oversight Subcommittee
 

of the
 
House Committee on Education
 

August 22, 2006
 

BUREAU OF LEGISLATIVE RESEARCH
 

315 State Capitol Little Rock. Arkansas 72201 (501) 682-1937 ww-w.arkleg;.state.ar.us 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 23 of 35



Research Project No. 06-137 Educating Rural Arkansas 

Isolated Schools 
Isolated schools and strategies for meeting the needs of their students are being effected by the 
consolidation ofdistricts with declining enrollments. Rules governing the closing of isolated 
schools in the state should be reevaluated. Funding provisions for the schools need to be redrafted. 
Currently isolated schools funded prior to 2004-05 are funded at levels prescribed by law and the 
original qualifications for that funding are no longer considered for that group of schools. Special 
needs funding for a more restricted group of schools is now available. The requirements for this 
funding partially include some of the requirements from the original isolated school funding. 
Some other states have a variety of programs using measures ranging from distance to the nearest 
school, to school size, to sparsity ofpopulation for the determination of funding. 

High-Poverty Districts 
Raising achievement in districts with high concentrations ofpoverty has been shown by research 
to be more difficult than in districts with lower concentrations (Gewertz, 2005). Arkansas has 
chosen to approach this issue by providing increased funding at three distinct levels ofpercentages 
of students eligible for the National School Lunch Act. Other states provide funding for this 
purpose in11. wide assortment ofways; for example, different measures ofpoverty are used in 
some states. Tite states also range in the level of funding provided. Some states, such as Arkansas, 
provide this funding through a separate funding mechanism, whereas other states include weights 
or other formula adjustments to their basic foundation funding. Issues facing Arkansas include 
whether to target existing poverty funding more specifically or to provide increased poverty 
funding for a more targeted group of districts, and whether to formulate a funding formula that has 
a linear, smoothed function in~ead ofthe three distinct levels currently funded. Arkansas must 
also consider whether to change the focus of the funding or to restrict it in any way for certain 
purposes. 

Conclusion 
Education policy1eaders in the state will need to consider which options will best provide an 
adequate education for students in districts with declining enrollment, isolated schools and high
poverty. Issues to review include further consolidation including county-wide districts, 
transportation, distance learning and funding for poverty-stricken areas of the state. Challenges 
ahead include staffing the remaining schools to meet and exceed standards, providing educational 
leadership, complying with NCLB requirements, transporting students and facilitating student, 
parent and community involvement with these schools. 

2
 

EXh\bit E. 
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Article 10.
 

Agriculture, Mining and Manufacture.
 

Section: 
1. Mining, manufacturing and agricultural bureau - State aid. 
2. State geologist - Creation ofoffice - Appointment and removal. 
3. Exemption of mines and manufactures from taxation. 

1. Mining, manufacturing and agricultural bureau - State aid. 

The General Assembly shall pass such laws as will foster and aid the agricultural, mining and 
manufacturing interests ofthe State, and may create a bureau, to be known as the Mining, 
Manufacturing and Agricultural Bureau. 

2. State geologist - Creation ofoffice - Appointment and removal 

The General Assembly, when deemed expedient, may create the office of State Geologist, to be 
appointed by the Governor, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, who shall hold his 
office for such time, and perform such duties, and receive such compensation as may be 
prescribed by law; Provided: That he shall be at all times subject to removal by the Governor, for 
incompetency or gross neglect ofduty. 

3. Exemption of mines and manufactures from taxation. 

The General Assembly may, by general law, exempt from taxation for the term ofseven years 
from the ratification of this Constitution, the capital invested in any or all kinds of mining and 
manufacturing business in this State, under such regulations and restrictions as may be 
prescribed by law. 
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Article 14.
 

Education.
 

Section: 
I. Free school system. 
2. School fund - Use - Purposes. 
3. School tax - Budget - Approval of tax rate (Const., Art. 14, § 3, as amended by Const.
 

Amend. II, Const. Amend. 40, amended, and Const. Amend. 74).
 
4. Supervision of schools. 

1. Free school system. 

Intelligence and virtue being the safeguards of liberty and the bulwark of a free and good 
government, the State shall ever maintain a general, suitable and efficient system of free public 
schools and shall adopt all suitable means to secure to the people the advantages and 
opportunities of education. The specific intention of this amendment is to authorize that in 
addition to existing constitutional or statutory provisions the General Assembly and/or public 
school districts may spend public funds for the education ofpersons over twenty-one (21) years 
of age and under six (6) years ofage, as may be provided by law, and no other interpretation 
shall be given to it. [As amended by Const. Amend. 53.] 

2. School fund - Use - Purposes. 

No money or property belonging to the public school fund, or to this State, for the benefit of 
schools or universities, shall ever be used for any other than for the respective purposes to which 
it belongs. 

3. School tax - Budget - Approval of tax rate (Const., Art. 14, § 3, as amended by Const. 
Amend. 11, Const. Amend. 40, amended, and Const. Amend. 74). 

(a) The General Assembly shall provide for the support of common schools by general law. In 
order to provide quality education, it is the goal ofthis state to provide a fair system for the 
distribution of funds. It is recognized that, in providing such a system, some funding variations 
may be necessary. The primary reason for allowing such variations is to allow school districts, to 
the extent permissible, to raise additional funds to enhance the educational system within the 
school district. It is further recognized that funding variations or restrictions thereon may be 
necessary in order to comply with, or due to, other provisions of this Constitution, the United 
States Constitution, state or federal laws, or court orders. 
(b)(1) There is established a uniform rate ofad valorem property tax of twenty-five (25) mills to 
be levied on the assessed value of all taxable real, personal, and utility property in the state to be 
used solely for maintenance and operation of the schools. 
(2) Except as provided in this subsection the uniform rate of tax shall not be an additional levy 
for maintenance and operation of the schools but shall replace a portion of the existing rate of tax 

46
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levied by each school district available for maintenance and operation of schools in the school 
district. The rate of tax available for maintenance and operation levied by each school district on 
the effective date of this amendment shall be reduced to reflect the levy of the uniform rate of 
tax. If the rate of tax available for maintenance and operation levied by a school district on the 
effective date of this amendment exceeds the uniform rate of tax, the excess rate of tax shall 
continue to be levied by the school district until changed as provided in subsection (c)(l). If the 
rate of tax available for maintenance and operation levied by a school district on the effective 
date of this amendment is less than the uniform rate of tax, the uniform rate of tax shall 
nevertheless be levied in the district. 
(3) The uniform rate of tax shall be assessed and collected in the same manner as other school 
property taxes, but the net revenues from the uniform rate of tax shall be remitted to the State 
Treasurer and distributed by the state to the school districts as provided by law. No portion of the 
revenues from the uniform rate of tax shall be retained by the state. The revenues so distributed 
shall be used by the school districts solely for maintenance and operation of schools. 
(4) The General Assembly may by law propose an increase or decrease in the uniform rate of tax 
and submit the question to the electors of the state at the next general election. If a majority of 
the electors of the state voting on the issue vote For the proposed increase or decrease in the 
uniform rate of tax, the uniform rate of tax shall be increased or decreased as approved. If a 
majority ofthe electors ofthe state voting on the issue vote Against the proposed increase or 
decrease in the uniform rate of tax, the uniform rate of tax shall continue to be levied at the rate 
for the year in which the election is held. 
(c)(l) In addition to the uniform rate of tax provided in subsection (b), school districts are 
authorized to levy, by a vote of the qualified electors respectively thereof, an annual ad valorem 
property tax on the assessed value of taxable real, personal, and utility property for the 
maintenance and operation of schools and the retirement of indebtedness. The Board of Directors 
ofeach school district shall prepare, approve and make public not less than sixty (60) days in 
advance of the annual school election a proposed budget of expenditures deemed necessary to 
provide for the foregoing purposes, together with a rate of tax levy sufficient to provide the funds 
therefor, including the rate under any continuing levy for the retirement of indebtedness. The 
Board ofDirectors shall submit the tax at the annual school election or at such other time as may 
be provided by law. If a majority of the qualified voters in the school district voting in the school 
election approve the rate of tax proposed by the Board of Directors, then the tax at the rate 
approved shall be collected as provided by law. In the event a majority of the qualified electors 
voting in the school election disapprove the proposed rate of tax, then the tax shall be collected at 
the rate approved in the last preceding school election. However, if the rate last approved has 
been modified pursuant to subsection (b) or (c)(2) of this section, then the tax shall be collected 
at the modified rate until another rate is approved. 
(2) The tax levied by a school district pursuant to subsection (c)(l) of this section may be 
reduced pursuant to procedures provided by law if the tax would cause the state or district to be 
out ofcompliance with any other provision of this Constitution, the United States Constitution, 
state or federal law, or court order. 
(3) No tax levied pursuant to subsection (c)(l) of this section shall be appropriated to any other 
district than that for which it is levied. 
(d) For the purposes of this section, "maintenance and operation" means such expenses for the 
general maintenance and operation of schools as may be defined by law. [As amended by Const. 
Amends 11,40 and 74.] 

47 
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4. Supervision of schools. 

The supervision ofpublic schools, and the execution ofthe laws regulating the same, shall be 
vested in and confided to, such officers as may be provided for by the General Assembly. 

48
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS
 

. . 

FRIENDS OF WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT; PLAINTIFF 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE; INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 
WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 

V. 

THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR MIKE BEEBE, 
In his official capacity; ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF 
EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT; ARKANSAS STATE BOARD 
OF ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION; 
HARRISBURG SCHOOL DISTRICT DEFENDANTS 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDER AND 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION - MICHELLE CADLE 

I, Michelle Cadle, being duly sworn, hereby state that: 

1. I am a member of the Friends of Weiner School District, a community or volunteer 
group, who is the plaintiff in this action, and I make this affidavit in support of the motion for a 
Temporary Restraining Order and Preliminary Injunction filed pursuant to Rule 65 of the Rules 
ofFederal Procedure. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this affidavit and, if called as a witness, I 
could testifY competently to them. 

3. I am a citizen of the City of Weiner, Arkansas. 

4. My husband, Elijah Cadle, is a farm manager for one of the family-owned farms in the 
area that has been in the family for generations. 

5. My husband's family has worked farms for generations. 

6. My husband and I have two children; one is currently a student in the Weiner School 
District and the other is two years old. 

7. The closing of the school will lead to the deterioration ofour community and eventually 
will force families to abandon the community to be closer to school facilities for their children. 
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8. Caregivers for children cannot reasonably choose between long bus rides for their 
children and continuing to raise crops. 

9. In addition, our school students include those raised by many grandparents and disabled 
parents, including those from former school districts that have already been consolidated into our 
district. 

10. Many farmers in our district work their farms without additional farm help. These 
farmers also are raising children who attend our school. 

11. One ofour children attending our school this year is raised by a farmer who works the 
farm without hired help and cares for a child with special needs; these needs include 
catheterization twice a day. 

12. The closing of the school, and the consequential erosion ofthe community, threatens to 
cause a loss ofgenerational knowledge of farming. Generally, rural schools are a large 
employer, offer social activities for the residents, increase the value of the property tax base, and 
contribute to the local economy. 

13. This loss of farming knowledge and skills was recognized in the 1998 USDA Report, "A 
Time to Act:" Farms, particularly family farms, can be nurturing places for children to grow up 
and acquire the values ofresponsibility and hard work. The skills offarming are passed from 
one generation to another under family ownership structures. When farm children do not return 
to farming because of their desire for more fmancially secure careers, a generation of farming 
knowledge, skills, and experience is lost." 

14. The annexation ofour district is a result offear and intimidation by the Arkansas Board 
ofEducation following its rejection of the Arcadia, a plan that was technologically innovative for 
the 21st Century. Our local board voluntarily annexed, to ensure one (1) board member from 
Weiner. Our local board was reminded often through the ADE to do this voluntarily, or they 
would star burst our district - a technique used to place children in MANY adjoining districts 
that would further destroy the community. 

15. In 127 years of the history ofWeiner School District, it has NEVER been on academic or 
fiscal distress. Last year's carry over was approximately $900,000.00, and we are around 
$500,000 under budget this year. We have some ofthe highest ACT scores in the state. We 
have higher than state average test scores (SAT-10, Benchmark Exam). We have a 96% 
graduation rate, compared to the state's 31% drop-out rate. 

16. Our Giftedffalented teacher, Mrs. Patricia Hesse, is the first recipient of the Christa 
McAullife award in Arkansas. She is the current Arkansas Rural Teacher of the Year. Many 
schools in Arkansas do not have a high school G/T program; Weiner does. 

17. Our sports teams excel; this year's Softball team were State Semi-Finalists. 
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18. 11th graders at Weiner School District scored the highest public school literacy score in 
the state, at 85% proficient/advanced on the 2009 Benchmark Exam. Weiner School District 
also scored in the top 5 ofevery category (by region or state) except in the categories showing a 
high poverty rate. This seems contradictory, since we have a high wealth index, yet we have 
57% of students on the free and reduced lunch program. (Outstanding Educational Performance 
Report) (Arkansas Department ofEducation website on Weiner School District) 

19. The majority of our teachers have their Master's degree; or are working to obtain them. 

20. We have an 11-1 student/teacher ratio. 

21. We have a 1-1 student/computer ratio. 

22. We have Smart Board Technology; which the top performing school in the state cannot 
rival. 

23. Every year, our FFA Parliamentary Procedure team advances to the National Level. We 
also have a competitive team of livestock showing. Promoting farming as a way of life, as we 
know it; while feeding the country, from the place we call home. 

24. We offer more than the 38 mandated courses; we offer over 50 classes, with many AP 
courses and a diverse option in V0-Tech classes. 

25. We enjoy an extremely high rate ofparental and community support and participation in 
student/school activities. This is a credit to nearby jobs, stay-at-home parents, and seasonal 

flexibility in schedules so that caregivers ofour children can come to the campus, at the drop of a 
hat. 

26. Many teachers spend their entire teaching career at the Weiner School District. They 

remain at Wiener because this is their home. They are vested in our community, and committed 
to the students' success. 

27. Smaller class size means more one-on-one time with and for children, which is reflective 
in our high promotion rates; we also have a high rate of resource students making the honor roll 
as a result ofour school personnel identifying and then accommodating the special needs. 

28. By having such a high involvement from parents and our community, we are able to meet 
any need a child has; in networking our resources, for their best interests. Also, children 
considered at risk for academic failure are afforded a plan to get them back on track to ensure 
their success because they are known and supported through a community that extends beyond 
the immediate family. This results in an extremely low suspension/expulsion rate. 

29. We voted in a self-imposed tax increase, to ensure the funding ofour school. We are 
proud of the top notch education afforded our children. 
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30. Our district is 196 square miles. That is more than double the amount required to be an 
isolated district. Our student density ratio is 1.74 students per square mile. We have 103.32 
miles of unpaved roads, and 58.25 miles ofpaved roads. The percentage ofthe bus route miles 
on hard surface roads is 36%. We have many geographical barriers, which include, but not 
limited to: flooding from Bayou De View, the Languelle Tributaries, and the flushing of the rice 
fields necessary for crop production. (Exhibit 13) 

31. There have been times when from my personal residence when riding a tractor out on the 
main road was the only option for going into town and coming back to our home. 

32. While the terrain and conditions provide difficulty in travel, the area is conducive to high 
yields of rice crops; Arkansas is the number one state in the nation in the production ofrice and 
Poinsett County is consistently the top producer of rice in the nation. (Exhibit 12) 

33. Arkansas provides fifty percent of the rice to our nation. 

34. The terrain and conditions are also conducive to duck hunting and Weiner has been called 
the duck hunting capital of the world. 

35. The implementation of Act 60 has decimated many school districts in the rich agricultural 
Delta area of Arkansas and negatively impacted other agricultural areas in the state. 

36. Act 60 mandated annexation or consolidation ofall districts with less than 350 students. 
This act immediately affected 99 districts-57 districts closed and 42 districts received students 
from the closed districts. Twenty-seven of these districts had a majority African-American 
student population, or were combined with such a district. The analysis of these 27 districts 
indicates that: 

In just over halfofthese 27 districts, the student racial composition, at the district level, 
is more racially balanced after consolidation. However, for the vast majority ofstudents 
(80%) in these districts, racial composition in the new consolidated districts is similar to 
that in their districts prior to consolidation. 

Regardless of race, the numbers of citizens serving on school boards (from both closed 
and receiving districts) has been substantially reduced. 

The number ofelected African-American school board members has been decreased by 
55% overall, especially in closed districts (by 71 %), but in receiving districts as well (by 
22%). 

The number ofdistricts with African-American majority school boards fell from 11 of the 
pre-consolidated districts to two of the resulting combined districts. 

Five of six African-American administrators in the 27 affected districts lost their position 
as a result ofAct 60. The number ofAfrican-American superintendents in Arkansas has 
fallen by 23% as a result ofAct 60 (from 22 to 17). 
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37. Closing Weiner would not be merely closing one school. It would continue a pattern of 
closing small schools in agricultural areas. 

38. This pattern ofclosing small schools in agricultural areas results in harm to the 
agricultural community with little to no benefit to the educational structure of the state. (Exhibits 
7 &8) 

39. In the USDA's Strategic Plan in Strategic Goal includes the following provision: 
"USDA is working to enhance the livability of rural communities. The Department uses 21st 

century technology to rebuild infrastructure, ensure that rural residents have ... critical 
community facilities including schools." (Exhibit 5) 

40. The Arcadia Plan, presented by the Weiner School District proposing an administrative 
annexation with the Delight School District, is consistent with the USDA's Strategic Plan FY 
2010-2015. (Exhibit 13) 

41. The State Board ofEducation refused to accept the plan. (Exhibit 14) 

41. The USDA's Strategic Plan FY 2010-2015 was released after the Arkansas State Board's 
denial of The Arcadia Plan. 

43. Agriculture, food, and water are part ofour country's Critical Infrastructure and Key 
Resources and are a high priority in the security ofour country. (Exhibits 1 & 2). 

44. I recognize the threat of agroterrorism as a real threat to our country's food supply and 
national security. (Exhibits 4, 9, & 10). 

45. I recognize that the threat of agroterroism could be increased in our county of Poinsett 
because Arkansas is the top producer of rice in the country and provides halfof the rice in our 
country. 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF I DO HEREBY SIGN MY NAME: 

STATE OF ARKANSAS ) 

COUNTY OF POINSETT ) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me on the ~ 
l LIJoU 

) 
(22Jaal/24/J . 

My Commission Expires: 

Michelle Cadle 

day of q11./YLP- ____,,2010, at 

Notary Public 

>1e6 c2J!
/ 

C2[)/3 

MYRA SCHWARZ
 
Poinsett County
 

My Commission Expires
 
February 22, 2013
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
of the
 

Eastern District of Arkansas
 

FRIENDS OF THE WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT )
 

Plaintiff ) 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE,) 

Involuntary/Third-Party Plaintiff ) 

WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT ) 
InvoluntarylThird-Party Plaintiff ) 

) 
V. ) Civil Action No. ---- 

) 
THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR )
 
In his official capacity; ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF )
 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT; ARKANSAS STATE )
 
BOARD OF EDUCATION; ARKANSAS )
 

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION; )
 
HARRISBURG SCHOOL DISTRICT )
 

Defendants 

STATEMENT OF ATTORNEY CERTIFYING ATTEMPTS TO CONTACT COUNSEL 

I, Kim Kelley, do certify that I have contacted the Attorney General's Office for the 

State of Arkansas to avoid counsel to attend this hearing. Contact began the last week and was 
made yesterday and today, June 29, 2010. This certification is made in the case that no one from 

the office join me at the time the motion is tendered. 

R7.....

Kim Kelley, Ark. Bar No: 92817 
P.O. Box 1321 
Heber Springs, AR 72543 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 35 of 35



•
 
I IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

EASTERN DISTRICT OF ARKANSAS 

I 
FRIENDS OF WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT; PLAINTIFF

I UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRIGULTURE; INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 
WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT INVOLUNTARY PLAINTIFF 

I V. 

I THE STATE OF ARKANSAS, GOVERNOR MIKE BEEBE, 

I 
In his official capacity; ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF
 

EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT; ARKANSAS STATE BOARD
 

OF ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION;
 

HARRISBURG SCHOOL DISTRICT DEFENDANTS
 

I 
EXHIBITS TO THE AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 

I RESTRAINING ORDER AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION - MICHELLE CADLE 

1. Homeland Security Presidential Directive # 7

I 2. Homeland Security Presidential Directive # 9 

3. U.S. Department ofHomeland Security Preparedness Grant Programs Overview 

I 4. CRS Report for Congress, Agroterrorism lbreats and Preparedness, August 2006 

5. USDA Strategic PLAN FY 2010-2015, selected page Goal I 

6. Preliminary Notice of State Aid and Annual Statistic Report 2008-09 for Weiner and

I Harrisburg School Districts 

7. Arkansas Department ofEducation List of Consolidated Districts, 1983-2010. 

I 8. Better Schools Come on Smaller Campuses 

9. Text ofTestimony to U.S. House ofRepresentatives Homeland Security Committee 

10. To Review Biosecurity Preparedness and Efforts to Address Agroterrorism Threats 

I (selected text) 

II. Districtwide Facility Condition and Educational Suitability Cost Summary 

I 12. USDA rice production by county, state, and nation 

13. Arcadia School District Plan 

14. Arkansas Board ofEducation Action Agenda on Arcadia School District Plan 

I 15.2009 Arkansas School Performance Report (comparing Weiner and State) 

16. Text of Amendment 80 to the Arkansas Constitution with additions and deletions marked 

I
 
I
 
I
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I 
I 

Homeland 
Security 

Homeland Security Presidential Directive 7:I 
Critical Infrastructure Identification, 

I Prioritization, and Protection 

I • HSPD 7 Abstracj 
• HSPD 7 Full Text 

I HSPD 7 Abstract 
Homeland Security Presidential Directive 7 establishes a national policy for Federal departments and agencies to identify 
and prioritize critical infrastructure and to protect them from terrorist attacks. The directive defines relevant terms and 

I delivers 31 policy statements. These policy statements define what the directive covers and the roles various federal, 
state, and local agencies will play in carrying it out. 

I HSPD 7 Full Text 
Homeland Security Presidential Directive-7 

I December 17,2003 

SUBJECT: Critical Infrastructure Identification, Prioritization, and Protection 

I Purpose 

I 
1. This directive establishes a national policy for Federal departments and agencies to identify and prioritize United 

States critical infrastructure and key resources and to protect them from terrorist attacks. 

Background 

I 
I 2. Terrorists seek to destroy, incapacitate, or exploit critical infrastructure and key resources across the United States 

to threaten national security, cause mass casualties, weaken our economy, and damage public morale and 
confidence. 

3. America's open and technologically complex society includes a wide array ofcritical infrastructure and key 

I 
resources that are potential terrorist targets. The majority of these are owned and operated by the private sector 
and State or local govemments. These critical infrastructures and key resources are both physical and cyber-based 
and span all sectors of the economy. 

I 
4. Critical infrastructure and key resources provide the essential services that underpin American society. The Nation 

possesses numerous key resources, whose exploitation or destruction by terrorists could cause catastrophic health 
effects or mass casualties comparable to those from the use of a weapon of mass destruction, or could profoundly 
affect our national prestige and morale. In addition, there is critical infrastructure so vital that its incapacitation, 
exploitation, or destruction, through terrorist attack, could have a debilitating effect on security and economic 
well-being. 

I 5. While it is not possible to protect or eliminate the vulnerability of all critical infrastructure and key resources 
throughout the country, strategic improvements in security can make it more difficult for attacks to succeed and 
can lessen the impact of attacks that may occur. In addition to strategic security enhancements, tactical security 
improvements can be rapidly implemented to deter, mitigate, or neutralize potential attacks. 

I Definitions 

I 
'" •••••• , I • .••••• I ••• : •• III • II 
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I 6. In this directive: 

a.	 The tenn "critical infrastructure" has the meaning given to that term in section 1016(e) of the USA 
PATRIOT Act of2001 (42 U.S.C. 5195c(e». 

I b. The term "key resources" has the meaning given that term in section 2(9) of the Homeland Security Act of 
2002 (6 U.S.C. 101(9». 

c.	 The term "the Department" means the Department of Homeland Security. 
d. The term "Federal departments and agencies" means those executive departments enumerated in 5 U.S.C. 

I 10 I, and the Department of Homeland Security; independent establishments as defined by 5 U.S.C. 104 
(1);Government corporations as defmed by 5 U.S.C. 103(1); and the United States Postal Service. 

I 
e. The terms "State," and "local government," when used in a geographical sense, have the same meanings 

given to those terms in section 2 of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (6 U.S.C. 101). 
f.	 The term "the Secretary" means the Secretary of Homeland Security. 

I 
g. The term "Sector-Specific Agency" means a Federal department or agency responsible for infrastructure 

protection activities in a designated critical infrastructure sector or key resources category. Sector-Specific 
Agencies will conduct their activities under this directive in accordance with guidance provided by the 
Secretary. 

h.	 The terms "protect" and "secure" mean reducing the vulnerability of critical infrastructure or key resources 
in order to deter, mitigate, or neutralize terrorist attacks. 

I Policy 

I
 7. It is the policy of the United States to enhance the protection of our Nation's critical infrastructure and key
 
resources against terrorist acts that could: 

a.	 cause catastrophic health effects or mass casualties comparable to those from the use of a weapon of mass 
destruction;

I	 b. impair Federal departments and agencies' abilities to perform essential missions, or to ensure the public's 
health and safety; 

I 
c. undermine State and local government capacities to maintain order and to deliver minimum essential 

public services; 
d.	 damage the private sector's capability to ensure the orderly functioning of the economy and delivery of 

essential services; 

I 
e. have a negative effect on the economy through the cascading disruption of other critical infrastructure and 

key resources; or 
f.	 undermine the public's morale and confidence in our national economic and political institutions. 

I 
8. Federal departments and agencies will identifY, prioritize, and coordinate the protection of critical infrastructure 

and key resources in order to prevent, deter, and mitigate the effects ofdeliberate efforts to destroy, incapacitate, 
or exploit them. Federal departments and agencies will work with State and local governments and the private 
sector to accomplish this objective. 

I 9. Federal departments and agencies will ensure that homeland security programs do not diminish the overall 
economic security of the United States. 

I 
10. Federal departments and agencies will appropriately protect information associated with carrying out this 

directive, including handling voluntarily provided information and information that would facilitate terrorist 
targeting of critical infrastructure and key resources consistent with the Homeland Security Act of 2002 and other 
applicable legal authorities. 

I 
11. Federal departments and agencies shall implement this directive in a manner consistent with applicable provisions 

of law, including those protecting the rights of United States persons. 

Roles and Responsibilities of the Secretary 

I 12. In carrying out the functions assigned in the Homeland Security Act of2002, the Secretary shall be responsible 

I 
for coordinating the overall national effort to enhance the protection of the critical infrastructure and key resources 
of the United States. The Secretary shall serve as the principal Federal official to lead, integrate, and coordinate 
implementation of efforts among Federal departments and agencies, State and local governments, and the private 
sector to protect critical infrastructure and key resources. 

I 
13. Consistent with this directive, the Secretary will identifY, prioritize, and coordinate the protection of critical 

infrastructure and key resources with an emphasis on critical infrastructure and key resources that could be 
exploited to cause catastrophic health effects or mass casualties comparable to those from the use ofa weapon of 

I
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I
 mass destruction.
 

14. The Secretary will establish uniform policies, approaches, guidelines, and methodologies for integrating Federal 
infrastructure protection and risk management activities within and across sectors along with metrics and criteria 
for related programs and activities. 

I
 15. The Secretary shall coordinate protection activities for each of the following critical infrastructure sectors:
 

I 
information technology; telecommunications; chemical; transportation systems, including mass transit, aviation, 
maritime, ground/surface, and rail and pipeline systems; emergency services; and postal and shipping. The 
Department shall coordinate with appropriate departments and agencies to ensure the protection ofother key 
resources including dams, government facilities, and commercial facilities. In addition, in its role as overall cross
sector coordinator, the Department shall also evaluate the need for and coordinate the coverage of additional 
critical infrastructure and key resources categories over time, as appropriate. 

I 16. The Secretary will continue to maintain an organization to serve as a focal point for the security of cyberspace. 
The organization will facilitate interactions and collaborations between and among Federal departments and 

I 
agencies, State and local governments, the private sector, academia and international organizations. To the extent 
permitted by law, Federal departments and agencies with cyber expertise, including but not limited to the 
Departments ofJustice, Commerce, the Treasury, Defense, Energy, and State, and the Central Intelligence 
Agency, will collaborate with and support the organization in accomplishing its mission. The organization's 
mission includes analysis, warning, information sharing, vulnerability reduction, mitigation, and aiding national 
recovery efforts for critical infrastructure information systems. The organization will support the Department of

I Justice and other law enforcement agencies in their continuing missions to investigate and prosecute threats to and 
attacks against cyberspace, to the extent permitted by law. 

I 
17. The Secretary will work closely with other Federal departments and agencies, State and local governments, and 

the private sector in accomplishing the objectives of this directive. 

Roles and Responsibilities of Sector-Specific Federal Agencies 

I 18. Recognizing that each infrastructure sector possesses its own unique characteristics and operating models, there 
are designated Sector-Specific Agencies, including: 

a Department of Agriculture - agriculture, food (meat, poultry, egg products); 

I
 b. Health and Human Services - public health, healthcare, and food (other than meat, poultry, egg products);
 
c.	 Environmental Protection Agency - drinking water and water treatment systems; 
d.	 Department of Energy - energy, including the production refining, storage, and distribution of oil and gas, 

and electric power except for commercial nuclear power facilities; 

I e. Department of the Treasury -- banking and finance; 
f. Department of the Interior -- national monuments and icons; and 
g. Department of Defense -- defense industrial base. 

I 19. In accordance with guidance provided by the Secretary, Sector-Specific Agencies shall: 
a.	 collaborate with all relevant Federal departments and agencies, State and local governments, and the 

private sector, including with key persons and entities in their infrastructure sector; 

I	 b. conduct or facilitate vulnerability assessments of the sector; and 
c.	 encourage risk management strategies to protect against and mitigate the effects of attacks against critical 

infrastructure and key resources. 

I 20. Nothing in this directive alters, or impedes the ability to carry out, the authorities of the Federal departments and 
agencies to perform their responsibilities under law and consistent with applicable legal authorities and 
presidential guidance. 

I 21. Federal departments and agencies shall cooperate with the Department in implementing this directive, consistent 
with the Homeland Security Act of2002 and other applicable legal authorities. 

Roles and Responsibilities of Other Departments, Agencies, and Offices 

I 
I 22. In addition to the responsibilities given the Department and Sector-Specific Agencies, there are special functions 

of various Federal departments and agencies and components of the Executive Office of the President related to 
critical infrastructure and key resources protection. 

a	 The Department of State, in conjunction with the Department, and the Departments ofJustice, Commerce, 
Defense, the Treasury and other appropriate agencies, will work with foreign countries and international 
organizations to strengthen the protection of United States critical infrastructure and key resources. 

I	 b. The Department of Justice, including the Federal Bureau of Investigation, will reduce domestic terrorist 

I
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I 
threats, and investigate and prosecute actual or attempted terrorist attacks on, sabotage of, or disruptions of 
critical infrastructure and key resources. The Attorney General and the Secretary shall use applicable 
statutory authority and attendant mechanisms for cooperation and coordination, including but not limited 
to those established by presidential directive. 

I 
c. The Department of Commerce, in coordination with the Department, will work with private sector, 

research, academic, and government organizations to improve technology for cyber systems and promote 

I 
other critical infrastructure efforts, including using its authority under the Defense Production Act to 
assure the timely availability of industrial products, materials, and services to meet homeland security 
requirements. 

d. A Critical Infrastructure Protection Policy Coordinating Committee will advise the Homeland Security 
Council on interagency policy related to physical and cyber infrastructure protection. This PCC will be 
chaired by a Federal officer or employee designated by the Assistant to the President for Homeland 

I Security. 

I 
e. The Office of Science and Technology Policy, in coordination with the Department, will coordinate 

interagency research and development to enhance the protection of critical infrastructure and key 
resources. 

f. The Office ofManagement and Budget (OMB) shall oversee the implementation of government-wide 

I 
policies, principles, standards, and guidelines for Federal government computer security programs. The 
Director of OMB will ensure the operation of a central Federal information security incident center 
consistent with the requirements of the Federal Information Security Management Act of2002. 

g. Consistent with the E-Government Act of2002, the Chief Information Officers Council shall be the 
principal interagency forum for improving agency practices related to the design, acquisition, 
development, modernization, use, operation, sharing, and performance of information resources of Federal

I departments and agencies. 

I 
h. The Department of Transportation and the Department will collaborate on all matters relating to 

transportation security and transportation infrastructure protection. The Department ofTransportation is 
responsible for operating the national air space system. The Department ofTransportation and the 
Department will collaborate in regulating the transportation ofhazardous materials by all modes (including 
pipelines). 

I 
i. All Federal departments and agencies shall work with the sectors relevant to their responsibilities to reduce 

the consequences ofcatastrophic failures not caused by terrorism. 

23.	 The heads of all Federal departments and agencies will coordinate and cooperate with the Secretary as appropriate 
and consistent with their own responsibilities for protecting critical infrastructure and key resources. 

I 24. All Federal department and agency heads are responsible for the identification, prioritization, assessment, 

I 
remediation, and protection oftheir respective internal critical infrastructure and key resources. Consistent with 
the Federal Information Security Management Act of 2002, agencies will identify and provide information 
security protections commensurate with the risk and magnitude of the harm resulting from the unauthorized 
access, use, disclosure, disruption, modification, or destruction of information. 

Coordination with the Private Sector 

I 
I 25. In accordance with applicable laws or regulations, the Department and the Sector-Specific Agencies will 

collaborate with appropriate private sector entities and continue to encourage the development of information 
sharing and analysis mechanisms. Additionally, the Department and Sector-Specific Agencies shall collaborate 
with the private sector and continue to support sector-coordinating mechanisms: 

a. to identify, prioritize, and coordinate the protection of critical infrastructure and key resources; and 
b. to facilitate sharing of information about physical and cyber threats, vulnerabilities, incidents, potential 

I protective measures, and best practices. 

National Special Security Events 

I 26. The Secretary, after consultation with the Homeland Security Council, shall be responsible for designating events 
as "National Special Security Events" (NSSEs). This directive supersedes language in previous presidential 
directives regarding the designation ofNSSEs that is inconsistent herewith. 

I	 Implementation 

I 27. Consistent with the Homeland Security Act of 2002, the Secretary shall produce a comprehensive, integrated 

I
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I National Plan for Critical Infrastructure and Key Resources Protection to outline national goals, objectives, 
milestones, and key initiatives within I year from the issuance of this directive. The Plan shall include, in addition 
to other Homeland Security-related elements as the Secretary deems appropriate, the following elements: 

I a. a strategy to identiry, prioritize, and coordinate the protection of critical infrastructure and key resources, 
including how the Department intends to work with Federal departments and agencies, State and local 
governments, the private sector, and foreign countries and international organizations; 

b. a summary of activities to be undertaken in order to: define and prioritize, reduce the vulnerability of, and 

I coordinate the protection of critical infrastructure and key resources; 

I 
c. a summary of initiatives for sharing critical infrastructure and key resources information and for providing 

critical infrastructure and key resources threat warning data to State and local governments and the private 
sector; and 

d. coordination and integration, as appropriate, with other Federal emergency management and preparedness 
activities including the National Response Plan and applicable national preparedness goals. 

I
 28. The Secretary, consistent with the Homeland Security Act of2002 and other applicable legal authorities and
 
presidential guidance, shall establish appropriate systems, mechanisms, and procedures to share homeland 
security information relevant to threats and vulnerabilities in national critical infrastructure and key resources with 
other Federal departments and agencies, State and local governments, and the private sector in a timely manner. 

I 29. The Secretary will continue to work with the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and, as appropriate, the Department 
of Energy in order to ensure the necessary protection of: 

I 
a. commercial nuclear reactors for generating electric power and non-power nuclear reactors used for 

research, testing, and training; 
b. nuclear materials in medical, industrial, and academic settings and facilities that fabricate nuclear fuel; and 
c. the transportation, storage, and disposal of nuc lear materials and waste. 

I 30. In coordination with the Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy, the Secretary shall prepare on 
an annual basis a Federal Research and Development Plan in support of this directive. 

I
 
31. The Secretary will collaborate with other appropriate Federal departments and agencies to develop a program,
 

consistent with applicable law, to geospatially map, image, analyze, and sort critical infrastructure and key
 
resources by utilizing commercial satellite and airborne systems, and existing capabilities within other agencies.
 

I 
National technical means should be considered as an option of last resort. The Secretary, with advice from the 
Director of Central Intelligence, the Secretaries of Defense and the Interior, and the heads of other appropriate 
Federal departments and agencies, shall develop mechanisms for accomplishing this initiative. The Attorney 
General shall provide legal advice as necessary. 

I 
32. The Secretary will utilize existing, and develop new, capabilities as needed to model comprehensively the 

potential implications of terrorist exploitation of vulnerabilities in critical infrastructure and key resources, placing 
specific focus on densely populated areas. Agencies with relevant modeling capabilities shall cooperate with the 
Secretary to develop appropriate mechanisms for accomplishing this initiative. 

33.	 The Secretary will develop a national indications and warnings architecture for infrastructure protection and 
capabilities that will facilitate: 

I a. an understanding ofbaseline infrastructure operations; 
b. the identification of indicators and precursors to an attack; and 
c. a surge capacity for detecting and analyzing patterns of potential attacks. 

I In developing a national indications and warnings architecture, the Department will work with Federal, State, 
local, and non-governmental entities to develop an integrated view of physical and cyber infrastructure and key 
resources. 

I
 
I 34. By July 2004, the heads of all Federal departments and agencies shall develop and submit to the Director of the
 

OMB for approval plans for protecting the physical and cyber critical infrastructure and key resources that they
 
own or operate. These plans shall address identification, prioritization, protection, and contingency planning,
 
including the recovery and reconstitution of essential capabilities.
 

I
 
35. On an annual basis, the Sector-Specific Agencies shall report to the Secretary on their efforts to identiry,
 

prioritize, and coordinate the protection of critical infrastructure and key resources in their respective sectors. The
 
report shall be submitted within I year from the issuance of this directive and on an annual basis thereafter.
 

36.	 The Assistant to the President for Homeland Security and the Assistant to the President for National Security 

I 
Affairs will lead a national security and emergency preparedness communications policy review, with the heads of 
the appropriate Federal departments and agencies, related to convergence and next generation architecture. Within 
6 months after the issuance of this directive, the Assistant to the President for Homeland Security and the 
Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs shall submit for my consideration any recommended 

I 
. . . .,. _. .. . . . .. •• •••• ...	 • I I 
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I
 changes to such policy.
 

37. This directive supersedes Presidential Decision Directive/NSC-63 of May 22, 1998 ("Critical Infrastructure 

I 
Protection"), and any Presidential directives issued prior to this directive to the extent ofany inconsistency. 
Moreover, the Assistant to the President for Homeland Security and the Assistant to the President for National 
Security Affairs shall jointly submit for my consideration a Presidential directive to make changes in Presidential 
directives issued prior to this date that conform such directives to this directive. 

I 
38. This directive is intended only to improve the internal management of the executive branch of the Federal 

Government, and it is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, 
enforceable at law or in equity, against the United States, its departments, agencies, or other entities, its officers or 
employees, or any other person. 

I This page was last reviewed / modified on September 8, 2008. 

I Want ToI 
• Learn about the Travelers' Redress Process 

I • Find Career OQPortunities 
• Use the Job Finder 
• Check the Threat Level 
• Cross U.S. Borders 

I • Contact the Department 
• Learn about E-VeritY 

Popular Searches I 
• Case Status, ESTA, E-VerifY, Forms, Green Carg, Grants, 1-9, Jobs, Passport, Visa 

I 
Featured Components 

I • Customs and Border Protection (CBP) 
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• ImIDjgnltionand Customs Enforcement (ICE) 

I • TJ1ln$RQ!"ta,tiQILS~c::urity Admi@lrntion (TSA) 
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• U~.~Q~$tQua,rd 
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• CitizeDS 

Making Connections I 
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I 
I 
I Homeland Security Presidential Directive 9: 

I 

Homeland 
Security 

Defense of United States Agriculture and Food I 
• HSPD 9 Abstract 

I • HSPD 9 Full Text 

HSPD 9 Abstract 
I Homeland Security Presidential Directive (HSPD) 9 establishes a national policy to defend the agriculture and food 

system against terrorist attacks, major disasters, and other emergencies. America's agriculture and food system is an 
extensive, open, interconnected, diverse, and complex structure providing potential targets for terrorist attacks. U.S. 

I agriculture and food systems are vulnerable to disease, pest, or poisonous agents that occur naturally, are unintentionally 
introduced, or are intentionally delivered by acts of terrorism. The directive lays out policies, including roles and 
responsibilities, awareness and warning, and vulnerability assessments, to provide the best protection possible against a 
successful attack on the U.S. agriculture and food system. 

I 
HSPD 9 Full Text 

I Homeland Security Presidential Directive-9 

January 30, 2004 

I SUBJECT: Defense ofUnited States Agriculture and Food 

Purpose 

I l. This directive establishes a national policy to defend the agriculture and food system against terrorist attacks, 
major disasters, and other emergencies. 

I	 Background 

I 
2. The United States agriculture and food systems are vulnerable to disease, pest, or poisonous agents that occur 

naturally, are unintentionally introduced, or are intentionally delivered by acts of terrorism. Americas agriculture 
and food system is an extensive, open, interconnected, diverse, and complex structure providing potential targets 
for terrorist attacks. We should provide the best protection possible against a successful attack on the United 
States agriculture and food system, which could have catastrophic health and economic effects. 

I Definitions 

I 3. In this directive: 
a.	 The term critical infrastructure has the meaning given to that term in section 1016(e) of the USA 

PATRIOT Act of 200 I (42 U.S.c. 5I95c(e)). 

I
 
b. The term key resources has the meaning given that term in section 2(9) of the Homeland Security Act of
 

2002 (6 U.S.C. 101(9)).
 

I
 
c. The term Federal departments and agencies means those executive departments enumerated in 5 U.S.C.
 

101, and the Department of Homeland Security; indepen-dent establishments as defined by 5 U.S.c. 104
 
(I); Government corporations as defined by 5 U.S.c. I03( I); and the United States Postal Service.
 

d.	 The terms State, and local government, when used in a geographical sense, have the same meanings given 
to those terms in section 2 ofthe Homeland Security Act of2002 (6 U.S.C. 101). 

I 
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I 

I 
e. The term Sector-Specific Agency means a Federal department or agency responsible for infrastructure 

protection activities in a designated critical infrastructure sector or key resources category. 

Policy

I 4. It is the policy of the United States to protect the agriculture and food system from terrorist attacks, major 
disasters, and other emergencies by: 

I a. identifying and prioritizing sector-critical infrastructure and key resources for establishing protection 
requirements; 

b.	 developing awareness and early warning capabilities to recognize threats; 
c.	 mitigating vulnerabilities at critical production and processing nodes; 

I	 d. enhancing screening procedures for domestic and imported products; and 
e.	 enhancing response and recovery procedures. 

5. In implementing this directive, Federal departments and agencies will ensure that homeland security programs do 

I not diminish the overall economic security of the United States. 

Roles and Responsibilities 

I 
I 6. As established in Homeland Security Presidential Directive-7 (HSPD-7), the Secretary of Homeland Security is 

responsible for coordinating the overall national effort to enhance the protection of the critical infrastructure and 
key resources of the United States. The Secretary of Homeland Security shall serve as the principal Federal 
official to lead, integrate, and coordinate implementation of efforts among Federal departments and agencies, 
State and local governments, and the private sector to protect critical infrastructure and key resources. This 
directive shall be implemented in a manner consistent with HSPD-7. 

I 7. The Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and the Administrator of the Environmental 
Protection Agency will perform their responsibilities as Sector-Specific Agencies as delineated in HSPD-7. 

I	 Awareness and Warning 

I 
8. The Secretaries of the Interior, Agriculture, Health and Human Services, the Administrator ofthe Environmental 

Protection Agency, and the heads of other appropriate Federal departments and agencies shall build upon and 
expand current monitoring and surveillance programs to: 

a. develop robust, comprehensive, and fully coordinated surveillance and monitoring systems, including 
international information, for animal disease, plant disease, wildlife disease, food, public health, and water 

I quality that provides early detection and awareness of disease, pest, or poisonous agents; 
b.	 develop systems that, as appropriate, track specific animals and plants, as well as specific commodities and 

food; and 

I c. develop nationwide laboratory networks for food, veterinary, plant health, and water quality that integrate 
existing Federal and State laboratory resources, are interconnected, and utilize standardized diagnostic 
protocols and procedures. 

I
 9. The Attorney General, the Secretary of Homeland Security, and the Director of Central Intelligence, in
 

I 
coordination with the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and the Administrator of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, shall develop and enhance intelligence operations and analysis capabilities 
focusing on the agriculture, food, and water sectors. These intelligence capabilities will include collection and 
analysis ofinforrnation concerning threats, delivery systems, and methods that could be directed against these 
sectors. 

I 10. The Secretary of Homeland Security shall coordinate with the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human 
Services, and the Adm in istrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, and the heads of other appropriate 

I 
Federal departments and agencies to create a new biological threat awareness capacity that will enhance detection 
and characterization of an attack. This new capacity will build upon the improved and upgraded surveillance 
systems described in paragraph 8 and integrate and analyze domestic and international surveillance and 

I 
monitoring data col1ected from human health, animal health, plant health, food, and water quality systems. The 
Secretary of Homeland Security will submit a report to me through the Homeland Security Council within 90 days 
of the date of this directive on specific options for establishing this capability, including recommendations for its 
organizational location and structure. 

I
 
http://www.dhs.gov/xabout/laws/gc_1217449547663.shtm	 6/25/2010 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 11 of 153



•
 
I Vulnerability Assessments 

I 11. The Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and Homeland Security shall expand and continue 
vulnerability assessments of the agriculture and food sectors. These vulnerability assessments should identify 
requirements of the National Infrastructure Protection Plan developed by the Secretary of Homeland Security, as 
appropriate, and shal1 be updated every 2 years. 

I Mitigation Strategies 

I
 12. The Secretary of Homeland Security and the Attorney General, working with the Secretaries of Agriculture,
 
Health and Human Services, the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, the Director of Central 
Intel1igence, and the heads ofother appropriate Federal departments and agencies shall prioritize, develop, and 
implement, as appropriate, mitigation strategies to protect vulnerable critical nodes of production or processing

I from the introduction of diseases, pests, or poisonous agents. 

I 
13. The Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and Homeland Security shall build on existing efforts 

to expand development of common screening and inspection procedures for agriculture and food items entering 
the United States and to maximize effective domestic inspection activities for food items within the United States. 

Response Planning and Recovery 

I 
I 14. The Secretary of Homeland Security, in coordination with the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human 

Services, the Attorney General, and the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, will ensure that 
the combined Federal, State, and local response capabilities are adequate to respond quickly and effectively to a 
terrorist attack, major disease outbreak, or other disaster affecting the national agriculture or food infrastructure. 
These activities will be integrated with other national homeland security preparedness activities developed under 
HSPD-8 on National Preparedness. 

I 
I 15. The Secretary of Homeland Security, in coordination with the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human 

Services, the Attorney General, and the Administrator ofthe Environmental Protection Agency, shall develop a 
coordinated agriculture and food-specific standardized response plan that will be integrated into the National 
Response Plan. This plan will ensure a coordinated response to an agriculture or food incident and wil1 delineate 
the appropriate roles of Federal, State, local, and private sector partners, and will address risk communication for 
the general public. 

I 16. The Secretaries of Agriculture and Health and Human Services, in coordination with the Secretary of Homeland 
Security and the Administrator ofthe Environmental Protection Agency, shall enhance recovery systems that are 
able to stabilize agriculture production, the food supply, and the economy, rapidly remove and effectively dispose 

I of contaminated agriculture and food products or infected plants and animals, and decontaminate premises. 

I 
17. The Secretary of Agriculture shall study and make recommendations to the Homeland Security Council, within 

120 days of the date of this directive, for the use of existing, and the creation of new, financial risk management 
tools encouraging self-protection for agriculture and food enterprises vulnerable to losses due to terrorism. 

I 
18. The Secretary of Agriculture, in coordination with the Secretary of Homeland Security, and in consultation with 

the Secretary of Health and Human Services and the Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency, shal1 
work with State and local governments and the private sector to develop: 

a. A National Veterinary Stockpile (NVS) containing sufficient amounts of animal vaccine, antiviral, or

I therapeutic products to appropriately respond to the most damaging animal diseases affecting human 
health and the economy and that will be capable of deployment within 24 hours of an outbreak. The NVS 
shall leverage where appropriate the mechanisms and infrastructure that have been developed for the 

I
 management, storage, and distribution of the Strategic National Stockpile.
 

I 
b. A National Plant Disease Recovery System (NPDRS) capable of responding to a high-consequence plant 

disease with pest control measures and the use of resistant seed varieties within a single growing season to 
sustain a reasonable level of production for economical1y important crops. The NPDRS will utilize the 
genetic resources contained in the U.S. National Plant Germplasm System, as well as the scientific 

I 
6/25/2010http://www.dhs.gov/xabout/laws/gc_1217449547663.shtm 
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I 
I capabilities of the Federal-State-industry agricultural research and extension system. The NPDRS shall 

include emergency planning for the use of resistant seed varieties and pesticide control measures to 
prevent, slow, or stop the spread of a high-consequence plant disease, such as wheat smut or soybean rust. 

I Outreach and Professional Development 

I 
19. The Secretary of Homeland Security, in coordination with the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human 

Services, and the heads of other appropriate Federal departments and agencies, shaH work with appropriate private 
sector entities to establish an effective information sharing and analysis mechanism for agriculture and food. 

20. The Secretaries of Agriculture and Health and Human Services, in consultation with the Secretaries of Homeland

I Security and Education, shaH support the development of and promote higher education programs for the 
protection of animal, plant, and public health. To the extent permitted by law and subject to availability of funds, 
the program will provide capacity building grants to coHeges and schools ofveterinary medicine, public health, 

I
 
and agriculture that design higher education training programs for veterinarians in exotic animal diseases,
 
epidemiology, and public health as well as new programs in plant diagnosis and treatment. 

I 
21. The Secretaries of Agriculture and Health and Human Services, in consultation with the Secretaries of Homeland 

Security and Education, shaH support the development of and promote a higher education program to address 
protection of the food supply. To the extent permitted by law and subject to the availability of funds, the program 
will provide capacity-building grants to universities for interdisciplinary degree programs that combine training in 
food sciences, agriculture sciences, medicine, veterinary medicine, epidemiology, microbiology, chemistry, 

I engineering, and mathematics (statistical modeling) to prepare food defense professionals. 

I 
22. The Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and Homeland Security shall establish opportunities 

for professional development and specialized training in agriculture and food protection, such as internships, 
fellowships, and other post-graduate opportunities that provide for homeland security professional workforce 
needs. 

I Research and Development 

I 
23. The Secretaries of Homeland Security, Agriculture, and Health and Human Services, the Administrator of the 

Environmental Protection Agency, and the heads of other appropriate Federal departments and agencies, in 
consultation with the Director of the Office of Science and Technology Policy, will accelerate and expand 

I 
development of current and new countermeasures against the intentional introduction or natural occurrence of 
catastrophic animal, plant, and zoonotic diseases. The Secretary of Homeland Security will coordinate these 
activities. This effort will include countermeasure research and development ofnew methods for detection, 
prevention technologies, agent characterization, and dose response relationships for high-consequence agents in 
the food and the water supply. 

I 24. The Secretaries of Agriculture and Homeland Security will develop a plan to provide safe, secure, and state-of
the-art agriculture biocontainment laboratories that research and develop diagnostic capabilities for foreign animal 
and zoonotic diseases. 

I 25. The Secretary of Homeland Security, in consultation with the Secretaries of Agriculture and Health and Human 
Services, shall establish university-based centers of excellence in agriculture and food security. 

I Budget 

I 
26. For all future budgets, the Secretaries of Agriculture, Health and Human Services, and Homeland Security shall 

submit to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget, concurrent with their budget submissions, an 
integrated budget plan for defense of the United States food system. 

I Implementation 

27. Nothing in this directive alters, or impedes the ability to carry out, the authorities of the Federal departments and 
agencies to perform their responsibilities under law and consistent with applicable legal authorities and 

I Presidential guidance. 
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I 

I
 28. This directive is intended only to improve the internal management of the executive branch of the Federal
 
Government. and it is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, 
enforceable at law or in equity, against the United States, its departments, agencies, or other entities, its officers or 

I
 
employees, or any other person.
 

I 
GEORGE W. BUSH
 

###
 

This page was last reviewed / modified on September 9, 2008. 

I I Want To 

I • Learn about the Travelers' Redress Process 
• Find Career Opportunities 
• Use the Job Finder 

I • Check the Threat Level 
• Cross u.s. Borders 
• Contact the Department 
• Learn about E-Verify 

I 
Popular Searches 

I • Case Status, ESTA, E-Verify, Fonns, Green Card, Grants, 1-9, Jobs, Passport, Visa 

Featured Components I 
• Cy~tQm~_(lIldJ~order.er.91ecti9illCBfl 

I
 • E~d~-,:<~LEm~g~!lcy M~-''1~!l1ent Agency (EEMA)
 
• lIl:llnigmtiQll~n(LCJJ~tQms Enforcement (lCE) 
• TramPQI1J!t!QILSecurity_AdmIDistration (TSA) 
• U.S,{:itizen~hip an_d_lmJIljgrntion Servi~es (UserS)

I • U,S,-C()a~t QI!<rr~ 
• U.s_._s.ecr~t S~ry~~ 
• Qffic~_oOI1spe<':!QrJ)enlend 

I Information For 

I • Travelers 
• First Responders 
• Business 

I • Veterans 
• Students 
• Govemment 
• Citizens

I Making Connections 

I • l.eaciership JoulT!al 
• The Blog @ HomelaJ1d_ Se<.:uri_ty 
• Homeland Sec!lri.tyf~eds

I • Homeh:md Se~urity_Jweets 

I
 http://www.dhs.gov/xabout/laws/gc_1217449547663.shtm 6/25/2010 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 14 of 153



I
 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 EXHIBIT 3
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 15 of 153



I 
FY 2010 Preparedness Grant Programs Overview I 

Homeland Security Grant Program (HSGP)
 

I Tribal Homeland Security Grant Program (THSGP)
 
UASI Nonprofit Security Grant Program (UASI NSGP)
 
Emergency Management Performance Grants (EMPG)
 

I Interoperable Emergency Communications Grant Program (IECGP)
 
Regional Catastrophic Preparedness Grant Program (RCPGP)
 

Emergency Operations Center Grant Program (EOC)
 

I Driver's License Security Grant Program (DLSGP)
 
Buffer Zone Protection Program (BZPP)
 

Freight Rail Security Grant Program (FRSGP)
 

I Intercity Passenger Rail (Amtrak)
 
Port Security Grant Program (PSGP)
 

Intercity Bus Security Grant Program (IBSGP)
 

I 
December 8, 2009

I 
I 
I 
I 
I
 Grant Programs Directorate
 

I
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I 
~-- - - - ~ - 

Homeland Security Preparedness Grant Programs Overview 

One of the core missions of the Department of Homeland Security (DHS) is to enhance 

I the ability of state, territory, local and tribal governments to prevent, protect against, 
respond to and recover from terrorist attacks and other disasters. DHS's 
comprehensive suite of homeland security preparedness grant programs are an 

I important part of the Administration's larger, coordinated effort to strengthen homeland 
security preparedness. These programs implement objectives addressed in a series of 
post-9/11 laws, strategy documents, plans and Homeland Security Presidential 

I Directives (HSPDs). 

Together, DHS grant programs may fund a wide range of preparedness activities, to 

I include planning, organization, equipment purchase, training, exercises and grant 
management and administration costs. These programs support objectives outlined in 
the National Preparedness Guidelines and related national preparedness doctrine, such 

I as the National Incident Management System, the National Response Framework and 
the National Infrastructure Protection Plan. 

I Following is a summary of the DHS grant programs which are being announced on 
December 8, 2009. The following pages outline greater details and background 
information with respect to these programs. 

I 
I 

Funding Distribution - FY 2009 and FY 2010 

Program FY 2009 FY 2010 

I
 
$861,265,000
 
$798,631,250
 
$60,000,000
 

I 
$39831404 
$14,572,500 
$1,660,000 

$15,000000 

$306,022,500 

I $48,575,000 

I $31,002,500 

$34,002,500 

I $48 575,000 
$48,575,000 
$388600000 
$25,000,000

I $15,000000 
$11,658,000 
$2224,750 

I
 
I
 

2 

$842 000,000 
$832,520 000 
$60,000000 
$39,359,956 
$12,480,000 

<=$10,000,000 
$19,000,000 

$329,799,991 

$48,000,000 

$33,600,000 

$57,600,000 

$48,000000 
$48 000,000 

$288 000,000 
$20,000,000 
$15,000,000 
$11,520,000 

$0 
;, : •• :11 

I 
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I 

I Homeland Security Grant Program (HSGP) 

I
 The Homeland security Grant Program (HSGP) suite consists of five sub-programs,
 
namely the State Homeland Security Program (SHSP), Urban Areas Security Initiative 
(UASI), Operation Stonegarden (OPSG), Metropolitan Medical Response System 

I
 (MMRS) and Citizen Corps Program (CCP).
 

State Homeland Security Program (SHSP)

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $842,000,000 

Purpose: This core assistance program provides funds to build capabilities at the state
 

I and local levels and to implement the goals and objectives included in state homeland
 

I
 
security strategies and initiatives in their State Preparedness Report. Consistent with
 
the Implementing Recommendations of the 9/11 Act of 2007 (Public Law 110-53) (9/11
 
Act), states are required to ensure that at least 25 percent of SHSP appropriated funds
 

I
 
are dedicated towards law enforcement terrorism prevention-oriented planning,
 
organization, training, exercise and equipment activities, including those activities which
 
support the development and operation of fusion centers.
 

I
 
Eligible Applicants: The State Administrative Agency (SM) is the only entity eligible
 
to apply to FEMA for SHSP funds. Recipeints include all 50 states, the District of
 
Columbia, Puerto Rico, American Samoa, Guam, the Northem Mariana Islands and the 
U.S. Virgin Islands. 

I Awards: Funds will be allocated based on three factors: minimum amounts as 
legislatively mandated, DHS' risk methodology, and effectiveness. 

I Program Awards and Funding Minimum: Each state will receive a minimum 
allocation under SHSP using the thresholds established in the 9/11 Act. All 50 states, 

I the District of Columbia, and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico will receive 0.36 
percent of the total funds allocated for grants under Sections 2003 and 2004 of the 
Homeland Security Act of2002 as amended by the 9/11 Act for SHSP and UASI 

I
 programs. Four territories (American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands and
 

I
 
the U.S. Virgin Islands) will receive a minimum allocation of 0.08 percent of the total
 
funds allocated for grants under Sections 2003 and 2004 of the Homeland Security Act
 
of2002 as amended by the 9/11 Act for SHSP and UASI programs.
 

Grantees may provide an optional cost share; however, an applicant's willingness to
 

I contribute an optional cost share will not impact application scores and, thus, allocations.
 

I Urban Areas Security Initiative (UASI) Program 
Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $832,520,000 

I Purpose: The UASI program focuses on enhancing regional preparedness in major 
metropolitan areas. The UASI program directly supports the National Priority on 
expanding regional collaboration in the National Preparedness Guidelines and is 

I intended to assist participating jurisdictions in developing integrated regional systems 

3 

I 
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I 

I for prevention, protection, response and recovery. Consistent with the 9/11 Act, states 

I 
are required to ensure that at least 25 percent of UASI appropriated funds are dedicated 
towards law enforcement terrorism prevention-oriented planning, organization, training, 
exercise and equipment activities, including those activities which support the 
development and operation of fusion centers. 

I Eligible Applicants: The SAA is the only entity eligible to apply to FEMA for UASI 
funds. The 64 high risk urban areas eligible for funding under the FY 2010 UASI 
program are the only areas that may apply. 

I Program Awards: The ten highest risk urban areas, designated Tier I Urban Areas, 

I 
will be eligible for $524,487,600. The remaining 54 urban areas, designated Tier II 
Urban Areas, will be eligible for $308,032,400. Funds will be allocated based on DHS' 
risk methodology and effectiveness. 

I Grantees may provide an optional cost share; however, an applicant's willingness to 
contribute an optional cost share will not impact application scores and, thus, 
allocations. 

I 
Operation Stonegarden (OPSG) 
Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $60,000,000 

I 
Purpose: The intent of OPSG is to enhance cooperation and coordination among local, 
state and federal law enforcement agencies in a joint mission to secure the United 

I States borders along routes of ingress from international borders to include travel 
corridors in states bordering Mexico and Canada, as well as states and territories with 
international water borders. 

I 
Eligible Applicants: Prospective recipients for OPSG include local units of 
government at the county level and federally-recognized tribal governments in the

I states bordering Canada (inclUding Alaska), southern states bordering Mexico and 
states and territories with International water borders. 

I Program Awards: Funds will be allocated competitively to designated localities within 
U.S. Border States based on risk analysis and the anticipated feasibility and 
effectiveness of proposed investments by the applicants. 

I 
Metropolitan Medical Response System (MMRS) Program 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $39,359,956 

Purpose: The MMRS program supports the integration of emergency management, 

I health and medical systems into a coordinated response to mass casualty incidents 
caused by any hazard. Successful MMRS grantees reduce the consequences of a 
mass casualty incident during the initial period of a response by having augmented 

I existing local operational response systems before the incident occurs. 

Eligible Applicants: The SM is the only entity eligible to apply to FEMA for MMRS 

I funds. Recipients for the MMRS program include the 124 MMRS jurisdictions. 

I 
4 
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I 

I
 

I Program Awards: Each of the 124 MMRS jurisdictions will receive $317,419 to 
establish or sustain local capabilities. 

I 
Citizen Corps Program (CCP) 
Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $12,480,000 

I
 
Purpose: The Citizen Corps mission is to bring community and government leaders
 
together to coordinate community involvement in emergency preparedness, planning,
 
mitigation, response and recovery. 

I
 Eligible Applicants: The SAA is the only entity eligible to apply to FEMA for CCP
 
funds. Recipients for the CCP include all 50 states, the District of Columbia, Puerto 
Rico, American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands and the U.S. Virgin 

I
 Islands.
 

I
 
I
 

Program Awards and Funding Minimum: CCP allocations are determined using a
 
formula, which specifies that all 50 states, the District of Columbia and the
 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico will receive a minimum of 0.75 percent of the total
 
available grant funding, and that four territories (American Samoa, Guam, the Northern
 
Mariana Islands and the U.S. Virgin Islands) will receive a minimum of 0.25 percent of
 
the total available grant funding. The balance of CCP funds will be distributed on a
 

I
 
population-share basis. In addition to CCP allocations, states and urban areas are
 
encouraged to fully leverage HSGP resources to accomplish the Citizen Corps mission.
 

Tribal Homeland Security Grant Program (THSGP)I -~ ~- ~~ ~-

Total Funding Available in FY 2010: up to $10,000,000 

I Purpose: To provide supplemental funding to directly eligible tribes to help strengthen 
the nation against risks associated with potential terrorist attacks. Pursuant to the 9/11 

I Act, "a directly eligible tribe applying for a grant under section 2004 [SHSP] shall 
designate an individual to serve as a tribal liaison with [DHS] and other federal, state, 
local and regional government officials concerning preventing, preparing for, protecting 

I against and responding to acts of terrorism." 

Eligible Applicants: Per the 9/11 Act, a "directly eligible tribe" is defined as 

I (A) any Indian tribe
(i) that is located in the continental United States;
 
(ii) that operates a law enforcement or emergency response agency with the
 

I capacity to respond to calls for law enforcement or emergency services;
 
(iii)
 

(I) that is located on or near an international border or a coastline
 

I bordering an ocean (including the Gulf of Mexico) or international
 
waters;
 

I 
I 

5 
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I 

I (II) that is located within 10 miles of a system or asset included on the 
prioritized critical infrastructure list established under section 
210E(a)(2) or has such a system or asset within its territory; 

I (III) that is located within or contiguous to 1 of the 50 most populous 
metropolitan statistical areas in the United States; or 

(IV) the jurisdiction of which includes not less than 1,000 square miles of 

I Indian country, as that term is defined in section 1151 of title 18, United 
States Code; and 

I 
(iv) that certifies to the Secretary that a state has not provided funds under 

section 2003 or 2004 to the Indian tribe or consortium of Indian tribes for the 
purpose for which direct funding is sought; and 

I 
(8) a consortium of Indian tribes, if each tribe satisfies the requirements of 

subparagraph (A). 

I 
In summary, eligible tribes must meet the requirements set forth in (A) (i), and (A) (ii), 
and (A) (iv). Tribes must also meet one of the requirements set forth in (A) (iii); either 
(A) (iii) (I), or (A) (iii) (11), or (A) (iii) (III), or (A) (iii) (IV). Finally, (8) may also be satisfied, 
if each tribe satisfies the requirements of subparagraph (A). 

I Before writing the Investment Justification, tribes are encouraged to contact the
 
Centralized Scheduling and Infonnation Desk (CSID) to confirm or discuss questions
 

I
 relative to their eligibility. CSID can be reached by phone at (800) 368-6498 or bye

mail at ASKCSID@dhs.gov, Monday through Friday, 8:00 a.m. - 6:00 p.m. (EST). 

I Program Awards: FY 2010 THSGP funds will be allocated based on two factors: tribal 
eligibility per the 9/11 Act (pre-detennined), and the effectiveness of the applicant's 
THSGP Investment Justification (as detennined through a peer review process). 

I Grantees may provide an optional cost share; however, an applicant's willingness to 
contribute an optional cost share will not impact application scores and, thus, allocations. 

I 
Nonprofit Security Grant Program (NSGP) 

~ - -- ~ - - - - - -- - -- - -- -- -- - -- - - --- - 

I 
~ 

Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $19,000,000 

I Purpose: UASI NSGP provides funding support for target-hardening activities to 

I 
nonprofit organizations that are at high risk of a terrorist attack and are located within 
one of the specific FY 2010 UASI-eligible urban areas. 

I 
Eligible Applicants: Eligible nonprofit organizations (as described under section 
501 (c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code of 1986 and exempt from tax under section 
501 (a) of such Code) that are at high risk of a terrorist attack and are located within one 

I 
of the specific FY 2010 UASI-eligible urban areas must apply for funding through their 
State Administrative Agency (SM). 

I 
Program Awards: Funds will be based on risk analysis, effectiveness and integration 
with broader state and local preparedness efforts. 

I 
6 
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I 

I Grantees may provide an optional cost share; however, an applicant's willingness to 
contribute an optional cost share will not impact application scores and, thus, allocations. 

I ~ _ Emerg_el1~Y Man~gement_~~_r}C?!!!!~~ce GTants (EIV!PG) _ __ _ 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $329,799,991 

Purpose: The purpose of the FY 2010 EMPG is to assist state and local governments 

I in enhancing and sustaining all-hazards emergency management capabilities. 

Applicants: All 56 states and territories, as well as the Republic of the Marshall Islands 

I and the Federated States of Micronesia, are eligible to apply for FY 2010 EMPG funds. 
Either the State Administrative Agency (SM) or the state's Emergency Management 
Agency (EMA) are eligible to apply directly to FEMA for EMPG funds on behalf of state 

I and local emergency management agencies, however only one application will be 
accepted from each state or territory. 

I Program Awards: The allocation methodology for FY 2010 EMPG dictates that all 50 

I 
states, the District of Columbia and the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico will receive a 
base amount of 0.75 percent of the total available grant funding. Four territories 
(American Samoa, Guam, the Northern Mariana Islands and the U.S. Virgin Islands) will 
receive a base amount of 0.25 percent of the total available grant funding. The balance 
of EMPG funds will be distributed on a population-share basis. Pursuant to Article X of 

I
 the Federal Programs and Services Agreement of the Compact of Free Association
 
authorized by Public Law 108-188, funds are available for the Federated States of 
Micronesia and for the Republic of the Marshall Islands. 

I EMPG has a 50 percent federal and 50 percent state cost share, cash or in-kind match 
reqUirement. 

I 
Interoperable Emergency Communications Grant Program (IECGP) 

I 
Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $48,000,000 

I Purpose: In FY 2010, IECGP provides funding to states, territories and local and tribal 
governments to carry out initiatives to improve interoperable emergency 
communications, including communications in collective response to natural disasters, 

I acts of terrorism and other man-made disasters. If a State Administrative Agent (SM) 

I 
and Statewide Interoperability Coordinator (SWlC) I SCIP point of contact certify that its 
state or territory has fulfilled such governance, planning, training and exercise 
objectives, the Program provides the flexibility to purchase interoperable 
communications eqUipment with any remaining IECGP funds. 

I Eligible Applicants: All 56 states and territories are eligible to apply for IECGP funds. 

I
 Program Awards: In FY 2010, the total amount of funds distributed under IECGP will
 
be $48,000,000. FY 2010 IECGP funds will be allocated based on risk. Each state will
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- - - - -

I 

I
 receive a minimum allocation under IECGP using the thresholds established in the 9/11
 
Act. All 50 states, the District of Columbia, and Puerto Rico will receive a minimum of 

I 
0.45 percent of the total funds allocated, per the 9/11 Act. Four territories (American 
Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands, Guam and the U.S. Virgin 
Islands) will receive a minimum allocation of 0.08 percent of the total funds allocated. 

I IECGP has a 75 percent federal and 25 percent state cost share, cash or in-kind match 
requirement for equipment purchases only. 

I ~- - -- - - - ~ - - - - - 

Re~tio~a_1 Cata.~~r9ph_i~ Prep~~e~ness _~!~nt Program (RCPGP) . 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $33,600,000 

I Purpose: The purpose of RCPGP is to enhance catastrophic incident preparedness in 
selected high-risk, high-consequence urban areas and their surrounding regions. 
RCPGP is intended to support coordination of regional all-hazard planning for 

I
 catastrophic events, inclUding the development of integrated planning communities,
 

I
 
plans, protocols and procedures to manage a catastrophic event. The deliverables from
 
the RCPGP will be made available throughout the country to enhance national
 
resilience.
 

I
 
I
 

Eligible Applicants: Eligible entities under FY 2010 RCPGP include the eleven (11)
 
pre-designated high-risk, high-consequence urban areas within the ten (10) RCPGP
 
sites that received funding under RCPGP in the FY 2009 grant cycle. The Governor of
 
each state and territory is required to designate a State Administrative Agency (SM) to
 
apply for and administer the funds awarded under RCPGP. The SM is the only entity
 
eligible to apply to FEMA for RCPGP funds. 

I
 Program Awards: One non-competitive award will be made to each of the pre


I
 
designated eleven (11) high-risk, high consequence urban areas within the ten (10)
 
RCPGP sites, provided their application meets the minimum standards specified for FY
 
2010.
 

I
 _ Emergency Operations Center (EGC) Grant Progranl .
 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $57,600,000 

I 
I 

Purpose: The Emergency Operations Center (EOC) Grant Program is intended to 
improve emergency management and preparedness capabilities by supporting flexible, 
sustainable, secure and interoperable Emergency Operations Centers (EOCs) with a 
focus on addressing identified deficiencies and needs. This program provides funding 
for construction or renovation of a state, local or tribal governments' principal EOC. 
FUlly capable emergency operations facilities at the state and local levels are an 
essential element of a comprehensive national emergency management system and 

I 
8 
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I 

I are necessary to ensure continuity of operations and continuity of government in major 
disasters caused by any hazard. 

I 
I 

Eligible Applicants: The governor of each state and territory is required to designate a 
State Administrative Agency (SAA) to apply for and administer the funds awarded under 
the EOC Grant Program. The SAA is the only eligible entity able to apply for the 
available funding on behalf of eligible state, local and tribal EOCs. 

I 
I 

Program Awards: The FY 2010 EOC Grant Program will provide $57,600,000 for 
construction or renovation of a state, local or tribal government's principal EOC. Of this 
amount, $47,442,500 in non-competitive funding has been appropriated for 
congressionally designated EOC projects throughout the nation. The remaining 
$10,157,500 shall be allocated competitively to eligible state, local or tribal 
government's principal EOCs. 

I - -  ~-~~-- ~ - - - - -  - --- ~ -- - -  -  - - - -

Driver's License Security Grant Program (DLSGP) 
- - --- - - -

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $48,000,000 

I 
I 

Purpose: The FY 2010 DLSGP will provide $48,000,000 to prevent terrorism, reduce 
fraud and improve the reliability and accuracy of personal identification documents that 
states and territories issue. DLSGP is intended to address a key recommendation of 
the 9/11 Commission to improve the integrity and security of state-issued driver's 
licenses (DL) and identification cards (ID). 

I 
I 

Eligible Applicants: Eligible applicants under the FY 2010 Driver's License Security 
Grant Program are State Driver's License Agencies (DLA), also known as State 
Departments of Motor Vehicles (DMV) or Motor Vehicle Administrations (MVA). Other 
eligible applicants include State Public Safety Agencies or Departments with overall 
responsibility for drivers' license issuance in the state. These agencies may apply on 
behalf of the state DMV/MVA. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

Program Awards: In FY 2010, all 56 states and territories will receive a base amount 
with the balance of funds distributed based on the total number of DUIDs issued in each 
state. For the purposes of this grant, states are grouped into four categories based 
upon the number of DUIDs issued. Final determinations for awards will be based upon 
applications received as well as the results of a FEMNGPD and DHS Office of Policy 
review. 

- -~ - - - - - --- ---~ 

_ _ _ Buffer Zone Protection Program (i:3ZPP) ~ ~ ~ ~ __ 

Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $48,000,000 

I 
I 

Purpose: The BZPP provides funding to increase the preparedness capabilities of 
jurisdictions responsible for the safety and security of communities surrounding high
priority pre-designated Tier 1 and Tier 2 critical infrastructure and key resource (CIKR) 
assets, including chemical facilities, financial institutions, nuclear and electric power 

9
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-- - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - - -

- -

I 

I plants, dams, stadiums and other high-risklhigh-consequence facilities, through 
allowable planning and equipment acquisition. 

I
 Eligible Applicants: The State Administrative Agency (SAA) is the only agency eligible
 
to apply for FY 2010 BZPP funds and is responsible for obligating the funds to the 
appropriate local units of government or other designated recipients. The SAA must 

I
 coordinate all BZPP activities with their respective State Homeland Security Advisor
 
(HSA). 

I Program Awards: All BZPP sites have been selected prior to the grant announcement 
based on the risk of the individual sites themselves. Therefore, FY 2010 BZPP funding 
allocated to any given state or territory is entirely a function of the number, type and 

I
 character of pre-identified higher-risk sites within their respective jurisdictions; there are
 
no discretionary sites. 

I _ __~_ Freight Rail Security Grant Program (FRSGP) _ 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $15,000,000 

I 
Purpose: In FY 2010, the FRSGP will fund freight railroad carriers and owners and 
offerors of railroad cars to protect critical surface transportation infrastructure from acts 
of terrorism, major disasters and other emergencies. 

I Eligible Applicants: Eligible applicants for the FY 2010 FRSGP are determined by 

I 
DHS as Class I, II and III freight railroad carriers that transport Rail Security-Sensitive 
Materials (RSSM) and owners and offerors of railroad cars that transport toxic inhalation 
hazardous (TIH) materials. For purposes of this grant program, "offerors" are entities 
that lease rail cars in order to ship materials poisonous by inhalationrrlH materials by 
railroad. 

I Program Awards: Applicants will be selected through a competitive process based on 

I 
their ability to deliver protection to underground rail and other high-risk assets, provide 
counter-terrorism training, or develop security plans and vulnerability assessments. 

FRSGP has a 75 percent federal and 25 percent grantee cost share cash- or in-kind 

I match requirement. Vulnerability assessments and security plans are exempt from this 
cost share requirement. 

I 
~ ~ 

Intercity Passenger Rail (Amtrak) 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $20,000,000 

Purpose: The purpose of the FY 2010 IPR program is to create a sustainable, risk

I
 based effort to protect critical surface transportation infrastructure and the traveling
 
public from acts of terrorism, major disasters and other emergencies within the Amtrak 
rail system. 

I 
10 
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I 

I Eligible Applicants: Amtrak is the only agency eligible to apply for Intercity Passenger 
Rail program funds. 

I Port Security Grant Program (PSGP) 
-~-

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $288,000,000 

I 
I 

Purpose: The purpose of the FY 2010 PSGP is to create a sustainable, risk-based 
effort to protect critical port infrastructure from terrorism, particularly attacks using 
explosives and non-conventional threats that could cause major disruption to 
commerce. The PSGP provides grant funding to port areas for the protection of critical 
port infrastructure from terrorism. The PSGP funds are primarily intended to assist 

I 
ports in enhancing maritime domain awareness; enhancing risk management 
capabilities to prevent, detect, respond to and recover from attacks involving improvised 
explosive devices (IEDs), Chemical, Biological, Radiological, Nuclear, Explosive 
(CBRNE), and other non-conventional weapons; providing training and exercises; and 
Transportation Worker Identification Credential (TWIC) implementation. 

I Eligible Applicants: Seven port areas have been selected as Group I (highest risk) 
and forty-eight port areas have been selected as Group II. Ports not identified in Group 

I I or 1/ are eligible to apply as a Group II/ or "All Other Port Areas" applicant. There is no 
designated Ferry appropriation. Ferry Systems in Group I and II can apply through the 
designated Fiduciary Agent (FA). All other Ferry Systems should apply with the Group 

I 1/1 and "All Other Port Areas." "All Other Port Areas" within Group I, 1/ or 1/1 are allowed 
to receive grant funds from their geographically proximate higher group if the project 

I 
has regional impact across the entire port area, but not from both funding groups for the 
same project. 

I 
Program Awards: Each Group I and Group /I port area has been designated a specific 
amount of money based upon the FY 2010 risk analysis. Group /II and "All Other Port 
Areas" will compete for the funding identified in their corresponding group. Those port 

I 
areas newly identified as Group I or /I will have the option of selecting a Fiduciary Agent 
(FA) and beginning the FA process, or opting out of the FA process. If opting out of the 
FA process, individual eligible entities will apply directly to FEMA for funding within the 
Group they originally resided. 

I ~ -

~~ _ _ Intercity ~u~ Secu~ity Grant Program (IBSGP) 

I Total Funding Available in FY 2010: $11,520,000
 

Purpose: The purpose of the FY 2010 IBSGP is to provide funding to create a
 

I sustainable program for the protection of intercity bus systems and the traveling public
 
from terrorism. The program seeks to assist operators of fixed-route intercity and
 
charter bus services in obtaining the resources required to support security measures
 

I
 such as enhanced planning, facility security upgrades and vehicle and driver protection.
 

I
 
Eligible Applicants: Eligible applicants under the FY 2010 IBSGP are owners and
 
operators of fixed route intercity and charter buses that serve Urban Areas Security
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I 

I Initiative (UASI) jurisdictions. Charter companies must make a minimum of 50 trips 

I 
annually to one or more UASI jurisdictions to be eligible. Tier I consists of companies 
with 250 or more over-the-road buses in operation that provide the highest volume of 
services to high-risk urban areas. Tier" consists of all other applicants that meet the 
minimum eligibility requirements. 

I Program Awards: Bus companies will compete for funds within their designated tiers. 
Recipients will be selected through a competitive process based on the ratings of the 
National Review Panel. 

I IBSGP has a 75 percent federal and 25 percent grantee cost share cash- or in-kind 
match requirement. 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I 
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~ . . FY.2010 Funding Tabl.e.s ...~ . _ . 

I FY 2010 SHSP Funding Allocations 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

• 

Law Enforcement 
FY 2010 Terrorism Prevention 

State/Territory Allocation Activities Minimum 
Alabama $9,817,385 $2,740,007 
Alaska $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
American Samoa $1,469,600 $410,162 
Arizona $13,217,365 $3,688,932 
Arkansas $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
California $107,498,340 $30,002,506 
Colorado $10,979,859 $3,064,450 
Connecticut $8894,442 $2,482416 
Delaware $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
District of Columbia $10,073,987 $2,811,622 
Florida $33011,575 $9213444 
Georgia $19,229,905 $5,367,016 
Guam $1,469,600 $410,162 
Hawaii $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Idaho $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Illinois $32,556,036 $9,086,305 
Indiana $11,326,441 $3,161,180 
Iowa $6,613,200 $1845,727 
Kansas $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Kentuckv $8,007,374 $2,234,837 
Louisiana $13,804,998 $3,852,939 
Maine $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Maryland $15,819,538 $4,415,192 
Massachusetts $15,575,715 $4,347,141 
Michigan $19,305,380 $5,388,081 
Minnesota $10,789,416 $3,011,298 
MissiSsippi $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Missouri $11,057,956 $3,086,247 
Montana $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Nebraska $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Nevada $7,868,298 $2,196,020 
New Hampshire $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
New Jersev $23,804,549 $6,643,786 
New Mexico $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
New York $113,536,625 $31,687,774 
North Carolina $15,419,662 $4,303,587 
North Dakota $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Northern Mariana 
Islands $1,469,600 $410,162 
Ohio $21,550,072 $6,014,569 
Oklahoma $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Oregon $7,719,935 $2,154,614 
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StateJTerritory 
FY 2010 

Allocation 

14
 

Law Enforcement
 
Terrorism Prevention
 
Activities Minimum
 

Penns Ivania $27,090,515 $7,560,892 
Puerto Rico $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Rhode Island $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
South Carolina $7,892,298 $2,202,720 
South Dakota $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Tennessee $11,036,637 $3,080,297 
Texas $57,124,291 $15,943,240 
u.S. Vir; in Islands $1,469,600 $410,162 
Utah $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Vermont $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Vir; inia $18,680,612 $5,213,710 
Washin ton $18,357,092 $5,123,415 
West Vir; inia $6,613,200 $1,845,727 
Wisconsin $9,584,902 

$6,613.200 
$2,675,121 
$1,845,727 

'II "' 
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I FY 2010 UASI Allocations 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

TIer 1 

California 

National Capital Region 

$69,922,146 $18,624,461 

$42,827,663 

$59,392,477 

$11,407,575 

$15,819,778District of 
Columbia 

Illinois Chica Area 

Boston Area 

Jerse C· /Newark Area 

$54,653,862 

$18,933,980 

$37,292,205 

$151,579,096 

$23,335,845 

$14,557,601 

$5,043,254 

$9,933,150 

$40,374,603 

$6,215,735 

Massachusetts 

NewJerse 

New York New York Ci Area 

Philadel hia Area Penns lvania 

Texas 
Houston Area $41,452,916 $11,041,397 

Dallas/Forth Worth/Arlin ton Area $25,097,410 $6,684,945 

Arizona Phoenix Area $10,832,667 $2,885,389 
Tucson Area $4,515,400 $1,202,722 
San Di o Area $16,208,500 $4,317296 
Anaheim/Santa Ana Area $12,773,050 $3,402,229 
Riverside Area $5,286,378 $1,408,080

California 
Sacramento Area $3,947,286 $1,051,399 
Oxnard Area $2,507575 $667918 
Bakersfield Area $1,014,919 $270,334 

Colorado Denver Area $7,064,120 $1,881,599 
Brid rtArea $2,812,361 $749100

Connecticut 
Hartford Area $2,752,043 $733,034 
Miami Area 
Tam aArea 

$11,039,650 
$7,815,050 

$2,940,521 
$2,081,616 

Florida Fort Lauderdale Area $6,067,168 $1,616,051 
Tier 2 Jacksonville Area $5,355,350 $1,426,451 

Orlando Area $5,090,188 $1,355,822 
Geor ia Atlanta Area 

Honolulu Area 
$13,522,973 

$4,754,800 
$3,601,979 
$1,266,488Hawaii 

Indiana Indiana lis Area 
Louisville Area 

$7,104,700 $1,892,408 
Kentu $2,205,723 $587,516 

Louisiana New Orleans Area $5,440364 $1,449,095 
Baton Rou e Area $2,978,768 $793,425 
Baltimore Area $10,975,050 $2,923,314 
Detroit Area 
Twin Cities Area 

$13,481,600 
$8,263,207 

$3,590,959 
$2,200,987 

Missouri St Louis Area $8,533,000 $2,272,850 
KansasC" Area 
Omaha Area 

$7,706,200 $2,052,623 
Nebraska $1,013,087 $269,846 
Nevada Las Ve as Area $8,150,150 $2,170,874 

I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Tier 2

I 
I 
I 
I 

$610,419 

$772,465 

$576,533 

$616,517 

$780,965 

$712,662 

$757,545 

$827,960 

$269,150 
$269,327 

$1,659,303 

$1,269,019 

$1,108,019 

$1,704,359 

$1356,941 

$1,963,632 

$1,476,899 

$2,944,291 

$1,110,503 

$1,435,654 

$1131,257 

$1,912,145 

$1,325,845 

$1220,917 

$1,173,249 
$4,977,643 

$4,159,850 

$2,291,708 

$2,675,561 
$7,372,100 

$2,900,078 

$6,229,550 

$2,931,990 
$5,389,900 

$2,844,065 

$1,010,475 

$5,094,390 

$4,169,183 

$3,108,425 

$5,544,750 
$2,314,601 

$4,404,750 

$7,178,800 

$4,583,712 

$2,164,490 

$4,764,300 

$6,398,705 

$4,247,100 

$1,011,141 

$11,053806 

San Juan Area 

Nashville Area 

Norfolk Area 

S cuseArea 

San Antonio Area 

Rochester Area 

Tulsa Area 

Toledo Area 

Salt Lake C' Area 

Columbus Area 

Buffalo Area 

Portland Area 

Charlotte Area 

Seattle Area 

Mern his Area 

Cincinnati Area 

Milwaukee Area 

Oklahoma C" Area 

Providence Area 

Alban Area 

EI Paso Area 

Cleveland Area 

Richmond Area 

Pittsbu h Area 

Austin Area 

Texas 

Virginia 

Ohio 

Or on 

Utah 

New York 

Oklahoma 

Wisconsin 

Puerto Rico 

Tennessee 

washin ton 

Penns Ivania 

Rhode Island 

North Carolina 

I Total: $832,520,000 $221,750,000 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I FY 2010 MMRS Allocations 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

State MMRS Jurisdictions 
J urisd ictions 

State Total 
Per State 

Alabama 
Birmingham, Huntsville, Mobile, 

4 $1,269,676Montgomery 

Alaska Anchorage, Juneau 2 $634,838 
Arizona Glendale, Mesa, Phoenix, Tucson 4 $1,269,676 
Arkansas Little Rock 1 $317,419 

Anaheim, Bakersfield, Fremont, Fresno, 
Glendale, Huntington Beach, Long Beach, 

California 
Los Angeles, Modesto, Oakland, 

18 $5,713,542Riverside, Sacramento, San Bernadino, 
San Diego, San Francisco, San Jose, 
Santa Ana, Stockton 

Colorado Aurora, Colorado Springs, Denver 3 $952,257 
Connecticut Hartford 1 $317,419 

Florida 
Fort Lauderdale, Hialeah, Jacksonville, 7 $2,221,933
Miami, Orlando, St. Petersburo, Tampa 

Georgia Atlanta, Columbus 2 $634,838 
Hawaii Honolulu 1 $317,419 
Illinois Chicago 1 $317,419 
Indiana Ft. Wayne, Indianapolis 2 $634,838 
Iowa Des Moines 1 $317,419 
Kansas Kansas City, Wichita 2 $634,838 
Kentucky Lexington/Fayette, Louisville 2 $634,838 

Louisiana 
Baton Rouge, Jefferson Parish, New 

4 $1,269,676Orleans, Shreveport 

Maryland Baltimore 1 $317,419 
Massachusetts Boston, Springfield, Worcester 3 $952,257 
Michigan Detroit, Grand Rapids, Warren 3 $952,257 
Minnesota Minneapolis, St. Paul 2 $634,838 
Mississippi Jackson 1 $317,419 
Missouri Kansas City, St. Louis 2 $634,838 
Nebraska Lincoln, Omaha 2 $634,838 
Nevada Las Vegas 1 $317,419 
New Hampshire Northern New England MMRS 1 $317,419 
New Jersey Jersey City, Newark 2 $634,838 
New Mexico Albuquerque 1 $317,419 

New York 
Buffalo, New York City, Rochester, 

5 $1,587,095Syracuse, Yonkers 

North Carolina Charlotte, Greensboro, Raleigh 3 $952,257 

Ohio 
Akron, Cincinnati, Cleveland, Columbus, 

6 $1,904,514Dayton, Toledo 

Oklahoma Oklahoma City, Tulsa 2 $634,838 
Oregon Portland 1 $317,419 
Pennsylvania Allegheny County, Philadelphia 2 $634,838 
Rhode Island Providence 1 $317,419 
South Carolina Columbia 1 $317,419 

Tennessee 
Chattanooga, Knoxville, Memphis, 

4 $1,269,676Nashville 
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State MMRS Jurisdictions 
Jurisdictions 

Per State 
State Total 

Texas 

Amarillo, Arlington, Austin, Corpus Christi, 
Dallas, EI Paso, Fort Worth, Garland, 
Houston, Irving, Lubbock, San Antonio, 
Southern Rio Grande 

13 $4,126,447 

Utah Salt Lake City 1 $317,419 

Virginia 
Arlington County, Chesapeake, Newport 
News, Norfolk, Richmond, Virginia Beach 6 $1,904,514 

Washington Seattle, Spokane, Tacoma 3 $952,257 
Wisconsin Madison, Milwaukee 2 $634,838 
Total 124 $39,359,956 
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FY 2010 CCP Allocations 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

State/Territory Allocation State/Territory Allocation 
Alabama $206,785 Nevada $156729 
Alaska $110.262 New Hampshire $125,546 
Arizona $251,416 New Jersey $304,403 
Arkansas $162,925 New Mexico $141,777 
California $986,002 New York $566,798 
Colorado $213,523 North Carolina $317,508 
Connecticut $178,606 North Dakota $109,174 
Delaware $114,797 Ohio $372,462 
District of Columbia $107,969 Oklahoma $182,032 
Florida $538,587 Orenon $185,618 
Georaia $328,757 Pennsylvania $395,827 
Hawaii $124,876 Rhode Island $119,112 
Idaho $130,596 South Carolina $202,363 
Illinois $406 833 South Dakota $113,125 
Indiana $248,420 Tennessee $244,489 
Iowa $166,498 Texas $684,226 
Kansas $161,632 Utah $160,037 
Kentucky $197,252 Vermont $108,684 
Louisiana $200,688 Virainia $282,223 
Maine $125,562 Washinaton $252,606 
Maryland $230,376 West Virainia $137,653 
Massachusetts $251,362 Wisconsin $230,239 
Michigan $336,470 Wvomina $106,532 
Minnesota $220,344 Puerto Rico $189,599 
Mississippi $164,946 U.S. Virgin Islands $33,866 
Missouri $237,126 American Samoa $32,793 
Montana $117,088 Guam $35,532 
Nebraska $136,899 Northern Mariana Islands $32,450 
Total $12,480,000 
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FY 2010 EMPG Allocations 
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I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

State/Territory Allocation State/Territory Allocation 
Alabama $5,463,038 New Hampshire $3,317,289 
Alaska $2,913,599 New Jersev $8,041,432 
Arizona $6,641,872 New Mexico $3,746,008 
Arkansas $4,304,577 New York $14,972,047 
California $26044,455 North Carolina $8,387,559 
Colorado $5,641,026 North Dakota $2,884,863 
Connecticut $4,718,749 Ohio $9,839072 
Delaware $3,033,388 Oklahoma $4,809,238 
District of Columbia $2,853025 Oregon $4.903,953 
Florida $14,226,919 Pennsvlvania $10,456,211 
Georgia $8,684,679 Rhode Island $3147,339 
Hawaii $3,299,583 South carolina $5,346,262 
Idaho $3,450,678 South Dakota $2.989.206 
Illinois $10,746.888 Tennessee $6,458,923 
Indiana $6,562,747 Texas $18,073,664 
Iowa $4.398949 Utah $4,228,287 
Kansas $4270425 Vermont $2,871,902 
Kentuckv $5,211240 Virginia $7,455,585 
Louisiana $5302,012 Washinaton $6.673,322 
Maine $3,317,704 west Virginia $3,637,064 
Maryland $6,086,158 Wisconsin $6,082,548 
Massachusetts $6,640,453 Wvomina $2,815,084 
Michiaan $8888,397 Puerto Rico $5009,106 
Minnesota $5,821,183 U.S. Virain Islands $894,928 
Mississippi $4,357,948 American Samoa $866,585 
Missouri $6,264,436 Guam $938,922 
Montana $3,093.877 Northern Mariana Islands $857,515 
Nebraska $3,617,162 Republic of the Marshall Islands $50,000 
Nevada $4140910 Federated States of Micronesia $50,000 
Total $329,799.991 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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FY 2010 IECGP Allocations 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
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StatefTerritory Allocation StatefTerritory Allocation 
Alabama $621,500 Nevada $468,500 
Alaska $315,500 New Hampshire $267,000 
Arizona $831,500 New Jersey $1,349,000 
Arkansas $338,500 New Mexico $334,000 
California $5,480,500 New York $6,300,000 
Colorado $621,000 North Carolina $1,076,500 
Connecticut $525,500 North Dakota $267,000 
Delaware $267,000 Ohio $1,119,500 
District of Columbia $595,000 Oklahoma $470,000 
Florida $2243,500 Oreaon $522,500 
Georaia $1,195,000 Pennsylvania $1,527,000 
Hawaii $311,000 Rhode Island $267,000 
Idaho $267,000 South Carolina $498,500 
Illinois $1,864,500 South Dakota $252,500 
Indiana $672,500 Tennessee $636,000 
Iowa $452,000 Texas $3,813,000 
Kansas $438,500 Utah $380,000 
Kentucky $543,500 Vermont $257,000 
Louisiana $945,500 Virainia $1,223,500 
Maine $267,000 WashinQton $1067,000 
Maryland $1,031,500 West Virginia $267,000 
Massachusetts $1,117,500 Wisconsin $506,000 
Michigan $949000 WvominQ $267,000 
Minnesota $645,000 Puerto Rico $347,000 
Mississippi $407,500 U.S. VirQin Islands $69,000 
Missouri $686,500 American Samoa $52,500 
Montana $267,000 Guam $85,500 
Nebraska $356,500 Northern Mariana Islands $54,000 
Total $48,000,000 
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FY 2010 RCPGP Allocations 
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Tier RCPGP Site 

Bay Area 
Boston Area 
Chicago Area 
Houston Area 

1 Los Angeles/Long Beach Area 

National Capital Region 

New York City/ Northern New Jersey Area 

Honolulu Area 
2 Norfolk Area 

Seattle Area 

Total 

Associated Urban Area 

Bay Urban Area 
Boston Urban Area 
Chicago Urban Area 
Houston Urban Area 
Los Angeles/Long Beach Urban 
Area 
National Capital Region Urban 
Area 
New York City Urban Area 
Jersey Cityl Newark Urban Area 
Honolulu Urban Area 
Norfolk Urban Area 
Seattle Urban Area 

FY 2010 
Allocation 

$3,570,000 
$3,570,000 
$3,570,000 
$3,570.000 

$3,570,000 

$3,570,000 
$3,570,000 
$3,570,000 
$1,680,000 
$1,680,000 
$1,680,000 

$33,600,000 
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FY 2010 FY 2010 
Category State Award Category State Award 

California $1,605,120 Minnesota $748,800 

Category 
1 

Florida 
Illinois 

$1,605,120 
$1,605,120 

Missouri 
Mississippi 

$748,800 
$748,800 

NewYor1< $1,605,120 Nebraska $748,800 
Texas $1,605,120 New Hampshire $748800 
Alabama $1,046,400 New Mexico $748,800 
Arizona $1,046,400 Category Nevada $748,800 
Georgia $1,046,400 3 (cont) Oklahoma $748,800 
Indiana $1,046,400 Oreaon $748,800 
Loisiana $1,046400 South Carolina $748,800 

Category 
2 

Massachusetts 
Michigan 

$1,046400 
$1,046,400 

Tennessee 
Utah 

$748,800 
$748,800 

North Carolina $1,046,400 Wisconsin $748,800 
New Jersev $1,046,400 West Virainia $748,800 
Ohio $1,046,400 Alaska $600,000 
Pennsylvania $1.046.400 American Samoa $600.000 
Virginia $1,046,400 District of Columbia $600,000 
Washington $1,046,400 Delaware $600,000 
Arkansas $748,800 Guam $600,000 

Northern Mariana 

Category 
3 

Colorado 
Connecticut 
Hawaii 
Iowa 
Idaho 

$748,800 
$748,800 
$748,800 
$748,800 
$748,800 

Category 
4 

Islands 
Montana 
North Dakota 
Puerto Rico 
Rhode Island 

$600,000 
$600,000 
$600,000 
$600,000 
$600,000 

Kansas $748,800 South Dakota $600,000 
Kentucky $748,800 U.S. Virain Islands $600,000 
Maryland $748,800 Vermont $600,000 

$600,000 
• . ~t;.'" ,., I •• 
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StatelTerritory Allocation StatelTerritory Allocation 

Alabama $200,000 Michiaan $1,300,000 
Alaska $200,000 Minnesota $400,000 
Arizona $600,000 Mississippi $200,000 
California $5,200,000 Missouri $300,000 
Colorado $400,000 Montana $200,000 
Connedicut $400,000 Nebraska $600,000 
Delaware $400,000 Nevada $2,300000 
Distrid of Columbia $1,600,000 New Hampshire $200,000 
Florida $2,400,000 New Jersey $1,200000 
Georgia $2,300,000 New York $1,700,000 
Guam $200,000 North Carolina $200,000 
Hawaii $400,000 Ohio $1,200,000 
Illinois $2,600,000 Oklahoma $200000 
Indiana $1,000,000 Pennsylvania $1,600,000 
Iowa $200,000 South Carolina $200,000 
Kansas $600,000 Tennessee $1,000,000 
Kentucky $700,000 Texas $6,900,000 
Louisiana $1,400,000 Virginia $600,000 
Maine $200,000 Washington $2,500,000 
Maryland $800,000 West Virainia $1,500,000 
Massachusetts $1,900,000 
Total $48,000,000 
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FY 2010 Target 
Group State/Territory Port Area Allocation 

Los Angeles-Long Beach 
Long Beach $31,390,136 
Los Angeles 

San Francisco Bay 
California Carquinez Strait 

Martinez 
Oakland $19,874,162 
Richmond 
San Francisco 
Stockton 

New Orleans 
Baton Rouge 
Gramercy 

Louisiana New Orleans $22,777,670 
Plaquemines, Port of 
South Louisiana, Port of 
S1. Rose 

Delaware Bay 
Camden-Gloucester, NJ 

Group 1 
New Jerseyl 

Chester, PA 
Marcus Hook, PA 

Pennsylvania! New Castle, DE $15,949,462 
Delaware Paulsboro, NJ 

Philadelphia, PA 
Trenton, NJ 
Wilmington, DE 

New Yorkl 
New Jersey 

New York, NY and NJ $33,774,108 

Houston-Galveston 

Texas 
Galveston 
Houston 

$28,867,900 

Texas City 

PugetSound 
Anacortes 
Bellingham 

Washington 
Everett 
Olympia 

$20,166,562 

Port Angeles 
Seattle 
Tacoma 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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FY 2010 Target 
Group State/Territory Port Area Allocation 

Alaska 
Anchorage $1,208,868 

Alabama Mobile $1,569,644 

Califomia 
San Diego $2,748,751 

Port Hueneme $1,156,116 

Long Island Sound 

Connecticut 
Bridgeport $2,250,077
New Haven 
New London 

Jacksonville $3,137,877 

Port Everglades $2,221,586 
Miami $1,718,156 

Tampa Bay 
Florida Port Manatee $1,692,578 

Tampa 

Port Canaveral $1,510,215 
Panama City $1,000,761 
Pensacola $1,000,732 

Georgia Savannah $2,744,559 

Guam Apra Harbor $1,000,466 

Honolulu 

Group 2 
Hawaii Barbers Point, Oahu $3,082,600 

Honolulu, Oahu 

Southem Tip Lake Michigan 

Indianal Bums Waterway Harbor, IN 

Illinois Chicago,IL $3,731,955 
Gary, IN 
Indiana Harbor, IN 

Kentucky Louisville $1,000,666 

Lake Charles $2,083,130 
Louisiana Port FourchonlThe LOOP $1,479,538 

Morgan Ctty $1,121,325 

Massachusetts Boston $2,358,154 
. Maryland Baltimore $3,214,934 

Maine Portland $1,022,818 
Michigan Detroit $1,000,679 

Minneapolis-5t. Paul 
Minnesota Minneapolis $1,010,690 

St. Paul 

Minnesota! 
Duluth-5uperior, MN and WI $1,052,913

Wisconsin 

Missouri Kansas City $1,002,615 

Missouri! 
St. Louis, MO and IL $1,557,434

Illinois 

Mississippi Pascagoula $1,000,000 

North Carolina 
Wilmington $2,824,581 

Morehead City $1,108,247 
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Group State/Territory Port Area 
FY 2010 Target 

Allocation 

New York 
Albany 
Buffalo 

$1,041,494 
$1,033,563 

Cincinnati $1,000,889 
Ohio Cleveland $1,000,674 

Toledo $1,000,411 

Pennsylvania Pittsburgh $1,301,431 

Puerto Rico 
San Juan 
Ponce 

$2,199,761 
$1,014,027 

South Carolina Charleston $2,779,565 

Tennessee 
Memphis 
Nashville 

$1,402,102 

$1,000,683 

Sabine-Neches River 

Texas 
Beaumont 
Port Arthur 

$4,425,350 

Corpus Christi $3,825,437 
Freeport $1,707,107 

Group 2 
Virginia 

Hampton Roads 
Newport News 
Norfolk Harbor 

$4,253,186 

Washingtonl 
Oregonl 

Idaho 

Columbia-5nake River System 
Kalama, WA 
Longview, WA 
Portland, OR 
Vancouver, WA 
Benton, WA 
Clarkston, WA 
Ilwaco,WA 
Kennewick, WA 
Pasco, WA 
Walla Walla, WA 
Whitman County, WA 
Astoria, OR 
Boardman, OR 
The Dalles, OR 
Hood River, OR 
St. Helens, OR 
Umatilla, OR 
Lewiston, 10 

$1,620,750 

West Virginia Huntington - Tristate $1,180,905 
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Group State/Territory Port Area 
FY 2010 Target 

Allocation 

Alaska Valdez 

Alabama Guntersville 
Arkansas Helena 

Califomia 
EISegundo 
Sacramento 

Florida 
Fort Pierce 
west Palm Beach 

Georgia Brunswick 
Indiana MountVemon 

Narragansett/Mt. Hope Bays 
Massachusettsl Fall River, MA 
Rhode Island Newport, RI 

Providence, RI 

Port Huron 
Sault Ste Marie 

Michigan Marine City 
Muskegon 
Monroe 

Minnesota Two Harbors 
Group 3 Vicksburg 

Mississippi Gulfport, $14,400,000 

Greenville 
New Hampshire Portsmouth 

New Jersey Perth Amboy 
Ohio Lorain 

Oklahoma Tulsa, Port of Catoosa 

Oregon Coos Bay 

Pennsylvania Erie 
Guayanilla 

Puerto Rico Humacao 
Jobos 

Tennessee Chattanooga 

Matagorda Bay 
Matagorda Port 

Texas 
Port Lavaca 
Victoria 
Port O'Connor 

Brownsville 
Virginia Richmond 

Wisconsin 
Green Bay 
Milwaukee 

All Other Port Areas $14,400,000 
Total: $288,000,000 
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I 
Agroterrorism: Threats and Preparedness

I 
SummaryI 

I 
The potential of terrorist attacks against agricultural targets (agroterrorism) is 

increasingly recognized as a national security threat, especially after the events of 
September 11, 2001. Agroterrorism is a subset ofbioterrorism, and is defined as the 

I 
deliberate introduction ofan animal or plant disease with the goal ofgenerating fear, 
causing economic losses, and/or undermining social stability. 

The goal of agroterrorism is not to kill cows or plants. These are the means to 
the end of causing economic damage, social unrest, and loss of confidence in 

I government Human health could be at risk ifcontaminated food reaches the table 
or ifan animal pathogen is transmissible to humans (zoonotic). While agriculture 
may not be a terrorist's first choice because it lacks the "shock factor" of more

I traditional terrorist targets, many analysts consider it a viable secondary target. 

Agriculture has several characteristics that pose unique vulnerabilities. Farms 

I are geographically disbmsed in unsecured environments. Livestock are frequently 

I 
concentrated in confined locations, and transported or commingled with other herds. 
Many agricultural diseases can be obtained, handled, and distributed easily. 
International trade in food products often is tied to disease-free status, which could 
be jeopardizedby an attack. Many veterinarians lack experience with foreign animal 
diseases that are eradicated domestically but remain endemic in foreign countries. 

I 
I In the past 5 years, agriculture and food production have received increasing 

attention in the counterterrorism community. Laboratory and response capacity are 
being upgraded to address the reality ofagroterrorism, and national response plans 
now incorporate agroterrorism. 

I Congress has held hearings on agroterrorism and enacted laws and 

I 
appropriations with agroterrorism-related provisions. The executive branch has 
responded byimplementing the new laws, issuing severalpresidential directives, and 
creating liaison and coordination offices. The Government Accountability Office 
(GAO) has studied several issues related to agroterrorism. 

I Appropriations and user fees for agriculture-relatedhomeland securityactivities 
in USDA and DHS have more than tripled from a $225 million "pre-September 11" 

I 
baseline in FY2002 to $797 million in FY2006. Agriculture now receives about 2% 
of the total non-defense budget authority for homeland security. 

I 
Increasing the level of agroterrorism preparedness remains a concern, as does 

interagency coordination and adequate border inspections Several bills have been 
introduced in Congress to authorize funding or otherwise improve the level of 
preparedness and coordination of response to an agroterrorist attack. These bills 
include S. 572, S. 573, S. 975, S. 1532, H.R. 4239, and S. 1926. 

I 
This report will be updated as events warrant. 

I
 
I
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Agroterrorism: Threats and Preparedness
I 

Agriculture as a Target of Terrorism 

I Overview of Agroterrorism 

I The potential of terrorist attacks against agricultural targets (agroterrorism) is 
increasingly recognized as a national security threat, especially after the events of 

I 
September 11, 2001. In this context, agroterrorism is defined as the deliberate 
introduction ofan animal or plant disease with the goal ofgenerating fear over the 
safety of food, causing economic losses, and/or undermining social stability. 

An agroterrorist event would usually involve bioterrorism, since likely vectors 

I include pathogens such as a viruses, bacteria, or fungi. People more generally 
associate bioterrorism with outbreaks of human illness (e.g., anthrax or smallpox), 
rather than diseases affecting animals or plants. 

I The goal ofagroterrorism is not killing cows or plants. These are the means to 
the end of causing economic crises in the agricultural and food industries, social 

I unrest, and loss of confidence in government. Human health could be at risk if 
contaminated food reaches the table or if an animal pathogen is transmissible to 
humans (zoonotic). 

I 
I While agriculture maynot be a terrorist's first choice because it lacks the "shock 

factor" of more traditional terrorist targets, an increasing number of terrorism 
analysts consider it a viable secondary target. I Agroterrorism could be a low-cost but 
highly effective means toward an al-Qaeda goal of destroying the United States' 
economy. Evidence that agriculture and food are potential al Qaeda targets came in 
2002 when terrorist hideouts in Afghanistan were found containing agricultural I documents and manuals describing ways to make animal and plant poisons.2 

I Agriculture has several characteristics that pose unique problems: 

I 
• Farms are geographicallydisbursed in unsecured environments (e.g., 

open fields and pastures throughout the countryside). While some 
livestock are housed in facilities that can be secured, agriculture 
generally requires large expanses ofland that are difficult to secure. 

I 
I Peter Chalk, "The U.S. Agricultural System: A Target for al-QaedaT Terrorism Monitor, 

I March 11, 2005 [http://jamestown.orglterrorism/news/article.php?articleid=2369398]. 

2 Susan Collins, "Opening Statement" in Agroterrorism: The Threat to America's 
Breadbasket, Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs, S.Hrg. 108-491, Nov. 19,2003,

I [http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=108_senate_hearings&doci 
d=f:91045.wais.pdf]. 

I 
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I 

• Livestock frequently are concentrated in confined locations (e.g., 
feedlots with thousands ofcattle in open-air pens, farms with tens of 

I 
thousands of pigs, or barns with hundreds of thousands of poultry) 
allowing diseases to infect more animals quickly. Concentration in 
slaughter, processing also makes large scale contaminationpossible. 

I 
• The number oflethal and contagious biological agents is greater for 

plants and animals than for humans. Most of these diseases are 

I 
environmentally resilient, endemic in foreign countries, and not 
harmful to humans - making it easier for terrorists to acquire, 
handle, and deploy the pathogens. 

I 
• Live animals, grain, and processed food products are routinely 

transported and commingled in the production and processing 
system. These factors circumvent natural barriers that could slow 
pathogenic dissemination. 

I • International trade in livestock, grains, and food products is often 
tied to disease-free status. The presence (or rumor) ofcertain pests 
or diseases in a country can quickly stop exports of a commodity, 

I cause domestic consumption to drop, disrupt commodities markets, 
and can take months or years to recover. 

I • The past success of keeping many diseases out of the U.S. means 
that many veterinarians and scientists lack direct experience with 
foreign diseases. This may delay recognition of symptoms in case

I ofan outbreak, and the ability to respond to an outbreak. 

Thus, the general susceptibility of the agriculture and food industry to 

I bioterrorism is difficult to address in a systematic way due to the geographically 
dispersed, yet industrially concentrated nature of the industry, and the inherent 
biology of growing plants and raising animals. 

I 
I In an attack, the agricultural sector would suffer economically from plant and 

animal health losses, and the supply offood and fiber may be reduced. The demand 
for foods targeted in an attack may decline (e.g., dairy, beef, pork, poultry, grains, 
fruit, or vegetables), while demand for substitute foods may rise. 

I Economic losses would accrue to individuals, businesses, and governments 
through costs to contain and eradicate the disease, and to dispose of contaminated 
products. More losses would accumulate as the supply chain is disrupted from farm

I to-fork. Domestic markets for food may drop, and trade restrictions could be 

I 3 A May 2005 incident in New Zealand over the supposed release of Foot and Mouth 
Disease (FMD) was declared a hoax after two weeks ofextensive testing and quarantine of 
Waiheke island [http://www.maf.govt.nzImafuetJpress/operation-waiheke/index.htm]. A 

I letter demanded money and changes to tax policies. The response efforts may have cost the 
New Zealand government about $716,000 per day (USD). 

I 
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I imposed on U.S. exports. The economic impact would range from farmers to input 
suppliers, food processors, transportation, retailers, and food service providers. 

I 
I Significant threats to the currently-held notion offood security could affect our 

social order. Fear of food shortages moved further from American psyche as the 
United States from an agrarian society to the industrial and information age. 
Nevertheless, food remains an important element ofeveryone's daily routine and is 
necessary for survival. 

I 
I 
I Scope of this report. This report addresses the use ofbiological weapons 

against agriculture, rather than terrorists using agricultural inputs or equipment in 
attacks against non-agricultural targets. For example, the Department of 
Transportation issued regulations for developing security plans to protect dangerous 
agricultural materials such as fuels, chemicals, and fertilizers against theft.4 

Legislation in the 109th Congress (H.R 3197,H.R 1389, andS.1141) would restrict 
the handling ofammonium nitrate, an agricultural fertilizer that can be converted into 
an explosive. Another example is the concern over misuse of small aircraft, 
particularly crop-dusters, to spread biological weapons.5 

I 
This report focuses primarily on biological weapons (rather than chemical 

weapons) because biological weapons generally are considered the more potent

I agroterrorism threat. This report also focuses more on agricultural production than 
food processing and distribution, although the later is discussed. 

I For more on chemical and biological weapons, see CRS Report RL3239 I , 
Small-Scale TerroristAttacks Using Chemical andBiologicalAgents:AnAssessment 
Framework and Preliminary Comparisons, by Dana Shea and Frank Gottron; and

I CRS Report RL31669, Terrorism: Backgroundon Chemical, Biological, and Toxin 
Weapons and Options for Lessening Their Impact, by Dana Shea. 

I Federal Recognition of Agroterrorism 

Even before September 11, 2001, and the focus on terrorist threats that ensued, 

I references to agroterrorism and/or agricultural bioweapons can be found in the 
government, academia, and the press. For example, the Gilmore Commission (on 
terrorism), in its first report to Congress in 1999, noted that 

I 
I "... a biological attack against an agricultural target offers terrorists a virtually 

risk-free form ofassault, which has a high probability ofsuccess and which also 
has the prospect of obtaining political objectives, such as undermining 
confidence in the ability of government or giving the terrorists an improved 
bargaining position."6 

I 
I 

4 Agricultural inputs as defined in 49 CFR 171.8 are included in the security plans required 
in 49 CPR 172.800. 

5 Security issues and guidelines for agricultural aviation are discussed at 
[http://www.agaviation.orglsecuritypage.htm]. 

I 6 Advisory Panel to Assess Domestic Response Capabilities for Terrorism Involving 
(continued...) 

I 
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Senator Roberts from Kansas also raised the awareness ofagroterrorism with 
a hearing ofthe Senate Co~ttee on Armed Services in 1999.7 

However, as the 20th century ended, agriculture and food production received 
less attention, or sometimes was overlooked, in federal counterterrorism and 
homeland security activities. A Presidential directive in 1998 on protecting critical 
infrastructure did not include agriculture and food. Agriculture was added to this list 
only in December 2003. Thus, after what many observers claim to be a slow start 
after September 11, 2001, agriculture now is garnering more attention in the 
expanding field ofterrorism studies and policies. 

Agroterrorism received heightened national attention in December 2004 when 
then-Secretary of Health and Human Services Tommy Thompson said in his 
resignation speech, "For the life ofme, I cannot understand why the terrorists have 
not attacked our food supply because it is so easy to do."g 

Congress has held hearings on agroterrorism and, while addressing terrorism 
more broadly, has implemented laws and appropriations with provisions important 
to agriculture. The GovernmentAccountabilityOffice (GAO) has studied aspects of 
food safety, border inspections, interagency coordination, and physical security with 
respect to agroterrorism. The executive branch has responded by implementing the 
new laws, issuing several presidential directives, creating terrorismandagroterrorism 
task forces, and publishing protection and response plans. The law enforcement 
community has recognized agroterrorism as a threat, highlighted by FBI and JTTF 
(Joint TerrorismTaskForce) sponsorship ofan annual conference on agroterrorism.9 

The 9/11 Commission (National Commission on Terrorist Attacks Upon the 
United States) does not make any direct references to agroterrorism or terrorism on 
the food supply in its 2004 report. IO However, agriculture obviously would be 
affected, along with other sectors of the economy, by some of the commission's 
recommendations regarding coordination of intelligence, infonnation sharing, and 
first responders. An evaluation of those separate issues, however, is outside the 
scope of this report. 

6 ( •••continued)
 
Weapons of Mass Destruction (also known as the Gilmore Commission), First Annual
 
Report to thePresident and Congress: Assessing the Threat,December 15, 1999,pp.12-15,
 
at [http://www.rand.org/nsrdlrerrpaneJ]. 

7 Senate Committee on Armed Services, Subcommittee on Emerging Threats, "The 
Agricultural Biological Weapons Threat to the United States," October 27, 1999 [http:// 
armed-services.senate.gov/hearings/1999/e991027.htm]. 

8 New York Times. "U.S. Health Chiet: Stepping Down, Issues Warning," December 4, 
2004. 

9 International Symposium on Agroterrorism, [http://www.fbi-isaorg]. 

10 National Commission on TerroristAttacks Upon the United States, The 9/11 Commission 
Report, July 2004, at [http://www.9-11commission.gov/report/911Reporlpdf]. 
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I Importance of Agriculture in the United States 

I Agriculture and the food industry are very important to the social, economic, 
and arguably, the political stability ofthe United States. Although farming employs 
less than 2% ofthe ofthe country's workforce, 16% ofthe workforce is involved in 

I the food and fiber sector, ranging from farmers and input suppliers, to processors, 
shippers, grocers, and restauranteurs. In 2002, the food and fiber sector contributed 
$1.2 trillion, or 11% to the gross domestic product (GDP), even though the farm 

I sector itselfcontributed less than 1%. II Gross farm sales exceeded $200 billion, and 
are relatively concentrated throughout the Midwest, parts of the East Coast, and 
California (Figure 1). Production is split nearly evenly between crops and livestock. 

I	 In 2002, livestock inventories included 95 million cattle, and 60 million hogs. Farm 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

sales ofbroilers and other meat-type chickens exceeded 8.5 billion birds.12 

Figure 1. Geographic Distribution of Agricultural Production 
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Agriculture in the U.S. is technologically advanced and efficient. This

I productivity allows Americans to spend only about 10% oftheir disposable income 
on food (both at home and away from home), compared with a averages of 15-30% 
for some lower-income countries (food at home only). Productivity increases over 

I time have allowed the share ofdisposable income spent on food in the U.S. to fall 
from 23% in 1929 to 10% in 2003.13 

I 
I II USDA Economic Research Service, Agricultural Outlook tables, Table 1(Key Statistical 

Indicators), April 2005, at [http://www.ers.usdagov/publicationslAgoutlookJAOTables]. 

12 USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service, 2002 Census ofAgriculture. 

I 13 USDA Economic Research Service, Food Expenditure Tables, Tables 7 and 97, at 
[http://www.ers.usda.govlBriefinglCPIFoodAndExpenditureslDatal,accessedMay 18,2005. 

I 
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I The U.S. produces and exports a large share the world's grain. In 2003, the 
U.S. share of world production was 42% for com, 35% for soybeans, and 12% for 

I wheat Ofglobal exports, the U.S. accounted for 65% for com, 40% for soybeans, 

I 
and 32% for wheat. If export markets were to decline following an agroterrorism 
event, U.S. markets could be severely disrupted since 21% of u.s. agricultural 
production is exported (10.5% of livestock, and 22% ofcrops). The u.s. exported 

I 
nearly $60 billion ofagricultural products (8% ofall U.S. exports), and imported $47 
billion of agricultural products (4% of all u.s. imports), making agriculture a 
positive contributor to the country's balance of trade. 14 

I 
I 

The price ofland is directly correlated to the productivity and marketability of 
agricultural products, and the level of federal farm income support payments. In 
2003, farm assets exceeded $1.3 trillion, with $1.1 trillion in equity.15 Land and other 
real estate accounts for 80% of those assets. Of the 938 million acres of farm land 
in the U.S., 46% are in crop land, 42% are pasture and range land, and 8% are wood 
land.16 

I Agricultural production in the U.S. is concentrated geographically and on a 
subset of large farms. Although the number of farms in the 2002 Census of 

I 
Agriculture totaled 2.1 million, 75% ofthe value ofproduction occurs on just 6.7%, 
or 143,500, of these farms. This subset of farms has average sales of $1 million 
annually, and averages 2,000 acres in size. 

Livestock and poultry production are concentrated in different regions of the

I country, and in large numbers. Cattle are the least concentrated of the major types 
oflivestock, given the prevalence ofsmall cow-calfherds throughout the country and 
pockets ofdairy on the West Coast, upper Midwest, and Northeast. However, beef

I cattle feedlots are particularly concentrated in a swath from northern Texas through 
Kansas, Nebraska, eastern Colorado, and western Iowa. The top five cattle-producing 
states (Texas, California, Missouri, Oklahoma, and Nebraska) produce 35% ofU.S.

I cattle (Figure 2).17 

Hog inventories are concentrated in the Midwest, especially Iowa and southern 

I Minnesota, and in North Carolina. The top three hog-producing states (Iowa, North 
Carolina, and Minnesota) produce 53% of U.S. hogs (Figure 3). The production of 
broilers for poultry meat is concentrated throughout the Southeast, ranging from the 

I Oklahoma-Arkansas border up to the Delmarva peninsula (Delaware-Maryland
Virginia). The top three chicken-producing states (Georgia, Arkansas, and Alabama) 
produce 41 % ofU.S. chickens (Figure 4).

I 
I 14 U.S. Census Bureau, Statistical Abstract ofthe United States: 2004-05 - Agriculture, 

at [http://www.census.gov/prod/2004pubs/04statab/agricult.pdf]. 

I 
15 USDA Economic Research Service, AgriculturalOutlook tables, Table 32 (Balance Sheet 
ofthe U.S. Farming Sector), April 2005. 

16 USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service, 2002 Census ofAgriculture, June 2004, 
at [http://www.nass.usda.gov/census]. 

I 17 GAO, Much is Being Done to Protect Agriculturefrom a Terrorist Attack, but Important 
Challenges Remain, GAO-Q5-214, March 8, 2005, pp. 10-11, 70-71. 

I 
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I Figure 4. Concentration of Chicken Production 
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Grain production is concentrated in the Midwest, although other states may

I contribute significant shares forparticularcommodities. The top four com-producing 
states (Iowa, lllinois, Nebraska, and Minnesota) produce 54% ofthe crop (Figure 5). 

I Potential Economic Consequences 

Economic losses from an agroterrorist incident could be large and widespread.

I • First, losses would include the value of lost production, the cost of 
destroying diseased or potentially diseased products, and the cost of

I containment (drugs, diagnostics, pesticides, and veterinary services). 

I 
• Second, export markets could be lost if importing countries place 

restrictions on U.S. products to prevent possibilities of the disease 
spreading. Sanitary and phytosanitary rules in international trade 
agreements would be important for maintaining export markets. 

I 
I • Third, multiplier effects could ripple through the economy due to 

decreased sales by agriculturally dependent businesses (farm input 
suppliers, food manufacturing, transportation, retail grocery, and 

I 
food service). Tourism can be affected of access to certain 
destinations within the country is limited or perceptions offood or 
personal safety falter. 

I 
• Fourth, federal and state governments could bear significant costs, 

including eradication and containment costs, and compensation to 
producers for destroyed animals. 

I Depending on the erosion of consumer confidence and export sales, market 
prices of the affected commodities may drop. This would affect producers whose 

I 
herds or crops were not directly infected, making the event national in scale even if 
the disease itself were contained to a small region. 

For food types orproduct lines that are not contaminated, however, demand may 

I become stronger, and market prices could rise for those products. Such goods may 
include substitutes for the food that was the target ofthe attack (e.g., chicken instead 

I 
ofbeef), orproduct that can be certified to originate from outside a contaminated area 
(e.g., beeffrom another region ofthe country, or imported beef). For example, when 
Canada announced the discovery of mad cow disease (BSE, or bovine spongiform 

I 
encephalopathy) in May 2003, farm-level prices ofbeefin Canada dropped bynearly 
half, while beef prices in the United States remained very strong at record or near 
record levels. When a cow with BSE was discovered in the United States in 
December 2003, U.S. beefprices fell, but less dramatically than in Canada.ls 

I 
I 18 CRS Report RS21709, Mad Cow Disease and U.S. BeefTrade, by Charles Hanrahan and 

Geoffrey Becker. 

I 
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I 
I Consumer confidence in government may also be tested depending on the scale 

of the eradication effort and means of destroying animals or crops. The need to 
slaughter perhaps hundreds of thousands of cattle (or tens of millions of poultry) 

I 
I 

could generate public criticism ifdepopulation methods are considered inhumane or 
the destruction of carcases is questioned environmentally. For example, during the 
United Kingdom's foot-and-mouth (FMD) outbreak in 2001, euthanizing thousands 
of cattle and incinerating the carcasses in huge open air pyres provided poignant 
television images and difficultpublic relations situations for the agriculture ministry. 
Dealing with these concerns can add to the cost for both government and industry. 

I 
Depending on the disease andmeans oftransmission, thepotential for economic 

damage depends on a number of factors such as the disease agent, location of the 
attack, rate oftransmission, geographical dispersion, how long it remains undetected, 

I 
availability ofcountermeasures or quarantines, and incident response plans. Potential 
costs are difficult to estimate and can vary widely based on compounding 
assumptions. 

I 
Drawing on the FMD outbreak in the United Kingdom in 2001, Price 

Waterhouse Coopers estimated that the economic impact was $1,389 to $4,477 for 
each of the 2.6 million head of livestock (cattle, sheep, and hogs) on which 
indemnities were paid in the U.K. These impacts exceed the value of the animals 

I because of the number of industries affected by the outbreak, ranging from feed 
suppliers to tourism. Applying the loss ratios from the U.K. incident to the larger 
U.S. livestock industry, Price Waterhouse Coopers estimates that 7.5 million animals 

I (5.3 million cattle, 1.4 million hogs, and 800,000 sheep) might be destroyed in a 

I 
similar scale outbreak in the United States. The resulting economic impact could 
range from $10.4 billion to $33.6 billion, using the range of impacts estimated from 
the U.K. 19 

A 2002 National Defense University study estimates that a limited outbreak of 

I FMD on just 10 farms could have a $2 billion fmancial impact.20 A study by the 

I 
USDA Economic Research Service (ERS) outlines the wide-ranging implications of 
a FMD outbreak in the U.S., assigning probabilities for animal losses but not 
estimating a dollar IOSS.21 A 1994 study by the United States Department of 
Agriculture (USDA) on African swine fever suggested that if the disease were to 

I 
19 Beth Lautner and Steve Meyer, "U.S. Agriculture in Context: Sector's Importance to the 
American Economy and Its Role in Global Trade," Conference Proceedings of the [White 

I House] Office of Science and Technology Policy Blue Ribbon Panel on the Threat of 
Biological Terrorism Directed Against Livestock, Washington, DC, December 8-9,2003, 
at [http://www.rand.org/scitechlstpiIBioagpanel]. 

I 20 Henry S. Parker, Agricultural Bioterrorism: A Federal Strategy to Meet the Threat, 
McNair Paper 65, National Defense University, March 2002, at [http://www.ndu.eduJinss/ 
McNair/mcnair65/McN 65.pdf].

I 21 Kenneth H. Mathews and Janet Perry, "The Economic Consequences of Bovine 
Spongiform Encephalopathy and Food and Mouth Disease Outbreaks in the United States," 
Appendix 6 in Animal Disease Risk Assessment, Prevention and Control Act of2001 (P.L. 

I 107-9): Final ReportofthePL 107-9FederalInter-Agency Working Group, January 2003, 
at [http://www.aphis.usda.gov/lpa/pubs/pubs/PLI07-9_1-03.pdf). 

I 
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I	 become entrenched in the U.S., the lO-year impact would be at least $5.4 billion.22 

The impact in today's dollars could be much higher.

I	 However, not all assessments agree that the economic consequences of an 
agroterrorist attack would be large and widespread. A December 2004 report by the 

I	 Congressional Budget Office (CBO) concludes that the nation's economic loss from 
an agroterrorist attack 

I	 "would probably be small, primarily because the food and agriculture industry 
is well adapted to the prospect ofdisruptions from weather, pests, and occasional 
health incidents."23 

I The CBO report also suggests that the food industry's experience recalling 
contaminated lots and the existence of commodity support programs ''to sustain the 
incomes of some agricultural producers" might keep economic losses ''within the

I realm ofindustry experience and current public plans for detection and response.,,24 

Such a conclusion likely overstates the capacity oftraditional farm commodity 

I programs to respond to the scale devastation possible in agroterrorism. The purpose 
offarm commodity programs is to support farm income when prices and production 
vary within normal year-to-year cycles. They were never envisioned to compensate

I for losses due to agroterrorism or even widespread pest and disease outbreaks. 

The federal farm commodity support programs subsidize about 25 agricultural

I commodities (such as com, wheat, soybeans, rice, and cotton). These supported 
commodities represent about one-third ofgross farm sales. The list ofcommodities 
that normally do not receive direct support includes meats, poultry, fruits, vegetables, 
nuts, hay, and nurseryproduets. These non-supported commodities account for about I	 two-thirds of gross farm sales25 and are possibly more likely to be the targets of an 
agroterrorist attack. 

I 
I Thus, the food products more vulnerable to attack (meats, fruits, and vegetables) 

do not have existing federal farm income support programs. Food processors or 
retailers beyond the farm gate do not receive any commodity supportpayments. Any 

I 
federal assistance to producers or processors stemming from an agroterrorist attack 
would likely come from the emergency transfer authority available to the Secretary 
ofAgriculture26 (for producers) and through supplemental emergency appropriations 

I	 22 Renlemann and Spinelli, "An Economic Assessment ofthe Costs and Benefits ofAfrican 

I
 
Swine Fever Prevention," Animal Health Insight, Spring/Summer 1994.
 

23 CongressionalBudgetOffice, HomelandSecurityandthe PrivateSector, December2004,
 
p. 41, at [http://www.cbo.gov/showdoc.cfm?index=6042&sequence=O&from=7]. 

24 Ibid. 

I 2~ CRS Report RS21999, Farm Commodity Policy: Programs andIssuesfor Congress, by 
Jim Monke. 

I 
26 Forpest and disease emergencies, the SecretaryofAgriculture has long-standing authority 
to transfer money from the Commodity Credit Corporation (Ccq to the Animal and Plant 

(continued...) 

I 
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I 
I enacted by Congress (for producers, and possibly processors). Making disaster 

payments to individuals who do not normally receive commodity payments is 
technically more difficult than supplementing regular program payments. 

I 
I 

In the end, despite the CBO suggestion that the economic effects of 
agroteITorism might fall within the realm of normal experience, numerous federal 
agencies, state agencies, and private corporations continue to prepare for 
agroterrorism based on the assumption that an attack could exceed the typical 
experience with naturally or accidentally occurring outbreaks. 

A Brief History of Agricultural Bioweapons 

I 
I Attacks against agricultural production are not new, and have been conducted 

both by nation-states and by substate organizations throughout history.27 At least 
nine countries had documented agricultural bioweapons programs during some part 

I 
of the 20th century (Canada, France, Germany, Iraq, Japan, South Africa, United 
Kingdom, United States, and the former USSR). Four other countries are believed 
to have or have had agricultural bioweapons programs (Egypt, North Korea, 
Rhodesia. and Syria).28 

I 
Despite extensive research on the issue, however, biological weapons have been 

used rarely against crops or livestock, especially by state actors. Examples of state 
actors using biological weapons against agriculture include Germany's use of 
glanders against Allied horses and mules in World War I, the alleged use ofanthrax

I and rinderpest by Japan in World War IT, and the alleged use ofglanders by Soviet 
forces in Afghanistan in the 1980s.29 Thus, in recent decades, using biological 
weapons against agricultural targets has remained mostly a theoretical consideration. 

I With the ratification ofthe Biological and Toxin Weapons Convention in 1972, many 
countries, including the United States, stopped military development of biological 
weapons and destroyed their stockpiles. 

I 
26 (...continued) 

I Health Inspection Service, both for eradication and control and indemnities to producers (7 
U.S.C. 7772, and 7U.S.C. 8316). Between $168 million and $378 million per year has been 
transferred for 10 or more natural or accidental pest and disease outbreaks in recent years. 

I See CRS Report RL32504, FundingPlant andAnimalHealth Emergencies: Transfersfrom 
the Commodity Credit Corporation, by Jim Monke and Geoffrey S. Becker. 

27 This report considers only "modem" instances ofdirecting weapons against agriculture 

I and food. However, such attacks canbe cited for centuries prior to 1900, usually on a much 
smaller scale than generally conceived today. 

I 
28 Monterey Institute of International Studies, "Agro-terrorism," at [http://cns.miis.edu/ 
research/cbw/agromain.htm]; University of Minnesota Center for Infectious Disease 
Research and Policy (CIDRAP), "Overview ofAgricultural Biosecurity," at [http://www. 
cidrap.umn.edu/cidrap/contentlbiosecurity/ag-biosec/biofacts/agbiooview.html]; and Peter 

I Chalk, RAND National Defense Research Institute, "Hitting America's Soft Underbelly: 
The Potential Threat ofDeliberate Biological Attacks Against U.S. Agricultural and Food 
Industry," 2004, at [http://www.rand.orgipubslmonographs/2004/RAND_MGI35.pdfJ. 

I 29 Monterey Institute ofIntemational Studies; and Center for Infectious Disease Research 
and Policy. 

I 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 59 of 153



I 
CRS-12

I Although individuals or substate groups have used bioweapons against 
agricultural or food targets, only a few canbe considered terrorist innature. In 1952,

I the Mau Mau (an insurgent organization in Kenya) .killed 33 head of cattle at a 
mission station using African milk bush (a local plant toxin). In 1984, the 
Rajneeshee cult spread salmonella in salad bars at Oregon restaurants to influence a 

I local election.3o 

I 
Chemical weapons have been used somewhat more commonly against 

agricultural targets. During the Vietnam War, the U.S. used agent orange to destroy 

I 
foliage, affecting some crops. Among possible terrorist events, chemical attacks 
against agricultural targets include a 1997 attack by Israeli settlers who sprayed 
pesticides on grapevines in two Palestinian villages, destroying up to 17,000 metric 
tons of grapes. In 1978, the Arab Revolutionary Council poisoned Israeli oranges 
with mercury, injuring at least 12 people and reducing orange exports by 40%.31 

I 
Congressional Responses 

I Hearings on Agroterrorism 

I From 1999 to 2006, Congress has held four hearings entirely devoted to 
agroterrorisrn., three in the Senate and one in the House, each by a different 
committee or subcommittee. 

I 
I The first Congressional hearing on agroterrorism was in October 1999, called 

by Senator Pat Roberts of the Subcommittee on Emerging Threats in the Senate 
Committee onArmed Services. Thehearingwas titled, "The Agricultural Biological 
Weapons Threat to the United States," and had both closed and open sessions with 
different witnesses.32 

I 
I Four years later, on November 19, 2003, the Senate Committee on 

Governmental Affairs held an open hearing titled, "Agroterrorism: The Threat to 
America's Breadbasket," including witnesses from the Administration, state 
governments, and a private think tank.33 During the four years between these two 
hearings when the specter of terrorism was raised after September 11, 2001, a few 

I
 
I
 
I 30 Peter Chalk (2004), p. 29. 

31 Center for Infectious Disease Research and Policy (CIDRAP). 

32 Senate Committee on AImed Services, Subcommittee on Emerging Threats, "The

I Agricultural Biological Weapons Treat to the United States," October 27, 1999 [http:// 
armed-services.senate.govlhearings/I999/e991027.htm]. 

I 33 Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs, Agrote"orism: The Threat to America 's 
Breadbasket, S.Hrg. 108-491, November 19, 2003, [http://fiwebgate.access.gpo.gov/ 
cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=108_senate_hearings&docid=f:91045.wais.pdf]. 

I 
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I individual panelists at more general hearings on food safety, homeland security, or 
terrorism discussed agroterrorism.34 

I In May2005, a subcommittee ofthe House Homeland Security Committee held 
a hearing titled, "Evaluating the Threat ofAgro-Terrorism.,,35 Both an open session 

I and a closed session were held with the same two witnesses. 

I 
Two months later, in July 2005, the Senate Agriculture Committee held a 

hearing titled, "Bio-security and Agro-Terrorism.,,36 Eight panelists from 
government, law enforcement, academia, and industry discussed vulnerabilities and 
preparedness efforts. 

I	 Bioterrorism Preparedness Act (P.L. 107-188) 

I	 The Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act 

I 
(P.L.107-188, June 12, 2002) was enacted in response to vulnerabilities identified 
following September 11, 2001. Among many provisions affecting public health and 
general preparedness, the Act contained several provisions important to agriculture. 
These provisions accomplish the following: 

I	 • Expand Food and Drug Administration (FDA) authority over food 
manufacturing and imports (particularly in sections 303-307). 

I • Tighten control of biological agents and toxins ("select agents" in 
sections 211-213, the "Agricultural Bioterrorism Protection Act of 
2002") under rules by the Animal and Plant Health Inspection 

I	 Service (APHIS) and Centers for Disease Control and Prevention. 

I 
• Authorize expanded agricultural security activities and security 

upgrades at USDA facilities (sections 331-335). 

•	 Address criminal penalties for terrorism against animal enterprises 
(section 336) and violation ofthe select agent rules (section 231). 

I 
Expanded FDA Authority over Food. The Bioterrorism Preparedness Act 

responded to long-standing concerns about whether the Food and Drug

I Administration (FDA) in the Department ofHealth and Human Services (HHS) had 

I 34 For example, testimony by Peter Chalk, RAND, "Terrorism, Infrastructure Protection, 
and the U.S. Food and Agriculture Sector" at the Senate Governmental Affairs 
Subcommittee on Oversight ofGovernmentManagement, Restructuring, and the Districtof

I Columbia hearing on "Federal Food Safety and Security," October 10, 2001 
[http://www.rand.orgipublicationslCT/CTI84/CT184.pdt]. 

35 House Homeland Security Committee, Subcommittee on Intelligence, Information 

I Sharing, and TerrorismRiskAssessment, "EvaluatingtheThreatofAgro-Terrorism," Serial 
109-16, May 25, 2005 [http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-binluseftp.cgi?IPaddress= 
162.140.64.128&filename=23605.pdf&directory=/diskb/wais/data/l09_house_hearings]. 

I 36 Senate Agriculture Committee held a hearing titled, "Bio-security and Agro-Terrorism." 
July 20, 2005 [http://agriculture.senate.govlHearingslhearings.cfm?hearingId=1572]. 

I 
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I the authority to assure food safety. FDA was instructed to .implement new rules for 
(1) registration offood processors, (2) priornotice offood imports, (3) administrative 
detention of imports, and (4) record-keeping.37 Proposed rules began being issued I in early 2003; the final set ofmles was published in December 2004.38 

I 
I Registration of Food Processors. The act required FDA to establish a 

one-time registration system for any domestic or foreign facility that manufactures, 
processes, packs, and handles food. All food facilities supplying food for the United 
States were required to register with the FDA by December 12, 2003 (21 CFR 1.225 
to 1.243). Registering involved providing information about the food products 

I 
(brand names and general food categories), facility addresses, and contact 
information. Restaurants, certain retail stores, farms, non-profit food and feeding 
establishments, fishing vessels, and trucks and other motor carriers were exempt 
from registration requirements. However, many farms had a difficult time 
determining whether they needed to register based on the amount of handling or 

I processing they performed. 

Registration documents are protected from public disclosure under the Freedom 

I offuformation Act (FOIA). The registry provides, for the first time. a complete list 
ofcompanies subject to FDA authority, and will enhance the agency's capability to 
trace contaminated food. Critics argued that registration created a record keeping 

I burden without proof that facilities will be able to respond in an emergency. 

I 
Prior Notice of Imports. As of December 12,2003, importers are required 

to give advance notice to FDA prior to importing food (21 CFR 1.276 to 1.285). 

I 
Electronic notice must be provided by the importer within a specified period prior to 
arrival at the border (within two hours by road, four hours by air or rail, and eight 
hours by water). With prior notice, FDA can assess whether a shipment meets 

I 
criteria that can trigger an inspection. Ifnotice is not given, the food will be refused 
entry and held at the port or in secure storage. Some critics are concerned that the 
administrative cost of compliance may raise the price of food. Others have argued 

I 
that perishable imports are subject to increased spoilage ifdelays arise, or that certain 
perishables (especially from Mexico) are not harvested or loaded onto trucks before 
the two-hour notification period. However, implementation of the new system 
generally has not caused delays and most shippers have been accommodated. 

I 
I To facilitate compliance, FDA and the Department ofHomeland Security (DHS) 

Bureau ofCustoms and Border Protection (CBP) integrated their information systems 
to allow food importers to provide the required information using CBP's existing 
system for imports. In December 2003, the two agencies agreed to allow CBP 
officers to inspect imported foods on FDA's behalf, particularly at ports where FDA 
has no inspectors. 

I 
I ;/ For greater detail about these rules, please see CRS Report RL31853, Food Safety Issues 

in the J09h Congress, by Donna Vogt. 

I 38 FDA, "FDA Actions on New Bioterrorism Legislation," at 
[http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/-dms/fsbtact.htmll. 

I 
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I Administrative Detention. Upon enactment of the act, FDA obtained the 
authority to detain food imports under certain conditions. FDA procedures for 

I making detention were issued on June 4, 2004 (21 CFR 1.377 to 1.406). To use the 

I 
authority, the agencymust show credible evidence that a shipment presents a serious 
health threat. Food may be detained for 20 days and up to 30 days, ifnecessary. The 
owners must pay the expense of moving any detained food to secure storage. 
Perishable foods (e.g., fruits, vegetables, and seafood) are to receive expedited 
review. 

I 
I Maintenance of Records. FDA published a proposed rule for record

keeping on May 9, 2003, and issued a corrected final rule on February 23,2005 (21 
CFR 1.363 to 1.368). People or companies that manufacture, process, pack, 

I 
transport, distribute, receive, hold, or import food (with the exception of farms, 
restaurants and certain others) must establish and maintain records for up to two 
years. In the event ofa suspected food safety problem, the regulation provides FDA 
access to records including the facility's immediate supplier, and the immediate 
customer. Companies can keep the information in any form and use existing records. 

I 
I The rule limits access to records that may contain trade secrets and prevent 

disclosure ofsuch confidential information ifrecords are reviewed. FDA is allowed 
to reduce the record-keeping requirements for small businesses and to exempt farms, 
restaurants, and fishing vessels not engaged in processing. 

I Tighter Security for Biological Agents and Toxins. In December 2002, 
the USDA Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service (APHIS) issued regulations 
to reduce the threat that certain biological agents and toxins could be used in 
domestic or international terrorism. APHIS determined that the "select agents" on the

I list have the potential to pose a severe threat to agricultural production or food 
products. 

I The select agent regulations (9 CFR 121 for animals, 7 CFR 331 for plants) 
establish the requirements for possession, use, and transfer of the listed pathogens. 
The rules affect many research institutions including federal, state, university, and 

I private laboratories, as well as firms that transport such materials. The laboratories 
have had to assess security vulnerabilities and upgrade physical security, often 
without additional financial resources. Some have been concerned that certain 

I research programs may be discontinued or avoided because ofregulatory difficulties 
in handling the select agents. 

I Extensive registration and background checks ofboth facilities and personnel 
were to be conducted in 2003. However, due to delays at the FBI in processing 
security clearance paperwork, provisional registrations were issued to laboratories 

I that had submitted paperwork by established deadlines. 

Homeland Security Act (P.L. 107-296) 

I The main purpose of the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (p.L. 107-296, 
November 25, 2002) was to create the Department of Homeland Security (DHS), 

I primarily by transferring parts or all of many agencies throughout the federal 
government into the new cabinet-level department. In doing so, the law made two 

I 
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I major changes to the facilities and functions of the U.S. Department ofAgriculture. 
The Homeland Security Act transferred: 

I 
I • personnel and responsibility for agricultural border inspections from 

USDA to DHS (specifically, from the USDA Animal and Plant 
Health Inspection Service (APHIS) to DHS Customs and Border 
Protection (CBP)), and 

I • possession of the Plum Island Animal Disease Center in New York 
from USDA to DHS. 

I 
I Transferring Agricultural Border Inspections. Section 421 of the 

Homeland Security Act authorized the transfer of up to 3,200 APillS border 
inspection personnel to DHS. As of March 1, 2003, approximately 2,680 APHIS 
inspectors became employees of DHS in the Bureau of Customs and Border 
Inspection (CBP). Because of its scientific expertise, USDA retains a significant 
presence in border inspection, as described below. 

I Historically, the APIllS Agricultural Quarantine Inspection (AQO program was 
considered the most significant and prominent ofagricultural and food inspections 
at the border. Because of this prominence, AQI was one of the many programs 

I selected for inclusion when DHS was created. Some drafts of the bill creating the 
new department would have transferred all ofAPHIS (including, for example, animal 
welfare and disease eradication) to DHS. Concerns from many farm interest groups 

I about the impact this might have on diagnosis and treatment of naturally occurring 
plant and animal diseases prompted a legislative compromise that transferred only 
the border inspection function and left other activities under USDA. 

I DHS-CBP personnel now inspect international conveyances and the baggage of 
passengers for plant, animal, and related products that could harbor pests or disease 

I organisms. They also inspect ship and air cargo, rail and truck freight, and package 
mail from foreign countries. 

I Although the border inspection functions were transferred to DHS, the USDA 

I 
retains a significant presence in border activities. APHIS employees who were not 
transferred continue to pre-clear certain commodities, inspect all plant propagative 
materials, and check animals in quarantine. APIllS personnel continue to set 

I 
agricultural inspection policies to be carried out by DHS border inspectors, and 
negotiate memoranda of understanding to assure that necessary inspections are 
conducted. APIDS manages the data collected during the inspections process, and 

I 
monitors smuggling and trade compliance. USDA is also statutorily charged in 
section 421(e)(2)(A) ofP.L. 107-296 to "supervise" the training of CBP inspectors 
in consultation with DHS. 

I 
This separation of duties is designed to allow for consolidated border 

inspections for intelligence and security goals, but preserve USDA's expertise and 
historical mission to set agricultural import policies. 

I Adding Agriculture Specialists. Under the CBP cross-training initiative 
in 2003 (also known as "one face at the border"), CBP inspectors from the former 

I 
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I 
I customs, immigration, and agriculture agencies were to be trained to perform 

inspections in all three areas equally, without specialization, - customs, 
immigration, and agriculture. However, due to criticism from USDA, inspection 

I 
unions, and the agricultural industry, DHS created another class ofinspectors called 
"agriculture specialists." Agriculture specialists work mainly in secondaryinspection 
stations in passenger terminals and are deployed at cargo tenninals. The cadre of 

I 
agriculture specialists include fonner APIDS inspectors who decided not to convert 
to CBP generalist inspectors plus new graduates from the agricultural specialist 
training program. 

I 
I 

Before DHS was created, APIDS trained its inspectors in a nine-week course 
that had science prerequisites. The initial DHS cross-training program announced 
in 2003 had only 12-16 hours for agriculture in a 7l-day course covering customs, 
immigration, and agriculture. This difference in training was one ofthe reasons DHS 
was forced to add the agricultural specialist position. 

I 
DHS now has an 8-week (43-day) training program for agriculture specialists. 

The course is taught by CBP and APHIS instructors at a USDA training facility in 
Frederick, Maryland. Agriculture specialists also receive 2-weeks of law 
enforcement training, and can exercise law enforcement authority similar to regular 
CBP officers. However, CBP does not necessarily allow agriculture specialists to use 

I the full extent of their law enforcement powers.39 The first class of agriculture 
specialists graduated in July 2004. 

I Regular CBP officers receive about 12-16 hours ofagricultural training during 
their multi-weekprogram at the Federal Law Enforcement Training Center (FLETC) 
in Georgia. The agriculture module was developed by APHIS and provided to DHS. 

I Although DHS is training new agriculture specialists, the future size of the 
agricultural specialist corps is not certain, given the eventual attrition of former

I APHIS inspectors. Also, details are not available as to how these inspectors will be 
deployed and how many ports of entry will be staffed with agriculture specialists 
(compared with the APHIS deployment prior to DHS). Without agriculture 

I specialists, primary agricultural inspections - the first line ofdefense for agricultural 
security - may be conducted by cross-trained inspectors with limited agricultural 
training. 

I 
I Congressional agriculture committees have been concerned about whether 

enough attention will be devoted to agricultural inspections by DHS, and whether 
the United States willbe as safe from the introduction offoreign pests as it was under 
the previous inspection system. Inspection statistics from the fall of 2003 indicate 
that 32% fewer insect infestations were found (under DHS) than in the previous year 

I (under APIDS). APHIS officials cite unfilled agricultural inspector positions and 

I
 
I 39 Agriculture specialists do not cany firearms like regular CBP officers. CBP is still 

deciding whether agriculture specialists will carry mace, batons, or firearms. 

I 
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I difficulty in adequately cross training former customs and immigration officers to 
conduct agricultural inspections.40 

I 
I A report by the Government Accountability Office in May 2006 found that only 

21% ofagricultural specialists always receive urgent alerts for agricultural inspection 
priorities in a timely manner. Moreover the number ofcanine units (inspection dogs, 
"beagle brigade") has declined from 140 to 80 since the transfer to DHS, and 60% 
of43 canine teams that were tested failed a proficiency test. 

I 
I For more information about inspection statistics and the new border inspection 

arrangement that combines the previously separate customs, immigration, and 
agriculture inspections, please see CRS Report RL32399, Border Security: 
Inspections Practices, Policies, andIssues. 

I 
I Plum Island Animal Disease Center. Section 310 of the Homeland 

Security Act transferred the Plum Island Animal Disease Center to DHS. Prior to 
June 1,2003, Plum Island was a USDA facility jointly operated by APHIS and ARS 
(Agricultural Research Service). This transfer includes only the property and 
facilities of Plum Island; both APHIS and ARS personnel continue to perform 

I 
research and diagnostic work at the facility, but DRS also mayconduct otherresearch 
at the facility as well. 

I 
Plum Island and DHS's plans for a new National Bio andAgro-Defense Facility 

are discussed later in this report under "Laboratories and Research Centers." 

GAO Studies 

I Since 2002, six reports from GAO have found gaps in federal controls for 
protecting agriculture and food. Findings from the first four reports are summarized 
in testimony for the Senate hearing on agroterrorism on November 19,2003.41 

I 
In the first report, following the European outbreak offoot and mouth disease 

in 2001, a 2002 GAO study found insufficient guidance for border inspectors and an 

I overwhelming volume of passengers and cargo for inspectors to process.42 

Regarding prevention ofBSE ("mad cow disease"), a 2002 GAO report found 

I shortcomings in documentation for imports and enforcement of federal feed 
ingredient bans.43 

I 
I 40 Chicago Sun Times, "Short-Staffed Port Inspectors Missing Insect-Infested Food," 

August 6, 2004. 

I 
4\ GAO, Bioterrorism: A Threat to Agriculture and the Food Supply, GAO-04-259T, 
November 19,2003. 

42 GAO, Foot andMouth Disease: To Protect Livestock, USDA Must Remain Vigilant and 
Resolve Outstanding Issues, GAO-02-808, July 26, 2002. 

I 43 GAO, Mad Cow Disease: Improvements in the AnimalFeedBan and Other Regulatory 
Areas Would Strengthen U.S. Prevention Efforts, GAO-o2-183, January 25,2002. 

I 
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I 
I A 2003 GAO study on security improvements at food processing companies 

found that federal agencies, particularly the Food and Drug Administration (FDA), 
did not have authority to impose requirements or assess security flaws.44 

I 
Regarding livestock disease research at USDA's Plum Island lab in New York, 

a 2003 GAO report found that people without adequate background checks had 

I 
access to secure areas, and that security personnel on the island had limited 
authority.45 In response to GAO's security concerns about Plum Island, DHS 
announced that armed Federal Protective Service personnel would supplement 
security on the island beginning in June 2004. 

I 
I A 2005 GAO report summarized the issues of agroterrorism and what federal 

agencies are doing to prepare.46 It found numerous vulnerability assessments and 
working groups had been prepared to prioritize and oversee activities. Efforts at 
interagency coordination were also underway, but some were seen to be in the early 

I 
stages withmore coordinationnecessary. The report also cited a lack ofveterinarians 
trained in foreign animal diseases and response capacity, lack of rapid diagnostic 
tools, and lack of rapid vaccine deployment and protocols. 

In the conference agreement for the FY2005 Consolidated Appropriations Act 

I 
(P.L. 108-447, H.Rept. 108-792), conferees expressed concern over agricultural 
border inspections and research at Plum Island following the transfer of these 

I 
activities in 2003 from USDA to DHS. Theyrequested a GAO report on interagency 
coordination between USDA and DHS regarding agriculture inspections. 

The conferees are aware ofongoing concerns within the agriculture sector that 
the transfer of these responsibilities [border inspection and research] may shift 

I the focus away from agriculture to other priority areas of DHS. In order to 

I 
ensure that the interests ofD.S. agriculture are protected ... the conferees request 
the Government Accountability Office to provide a report ... on the coordination 
between USDA and DHS (H.Rept. 108-792). 

Accomplishments in interagency coordination that GAO cited in the 2006 
report47 include training ofboth agricultural specialists and cross-training ofregularI borderprotection officers. Agriculture specialists now have access to classified data 
systems, allowing better targeting of agriculture inspections. DHS also created 

I "agriculture liaisons" in district field offices to assure agriculture issues are heard, 
and improve operations at ports of entry. 

I
 
I 44 GAO,Food-ProcessingSecurity: Voluntary EffortsAre Under Way, ButFederalAgencies 

Cannot Fully Assess Their Implementation, GAO-03-342, February 14,2003. 

I 
45 GAO, Combating Bioterrorism: Actions Needed to Imprave Security at Plum Island 
Animal Disease Center, GAO-03-847, September 19,2003. 

46 GAO, Much is BeingDone to Protect Agriculturefrom a Terrorist Attack, but Important 
Challenges Remain, GAO-05-2l4, March 8, 2005. 

I 47 GAO, Management and Coordination Problems Increase the Vulnerability of u.s. 
Agriculture to Foreign Pests and Disease, GAO-06-644, May 19,2006. 

I 
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I 
I However, problems in coordination or inspection performance were cited in 

several areas. DHS had not developed performance measures for agriculture 
inspections, but was still using USDA-APHIS measures which did not reflect all 

I 
DHS activities. Staffing and related staffing performance measures were also 
lacking. Agriculture specialists are not always notified ofurgent inspection alerts 
issued by APIllS; a survey suggests only 21% of agriculture specialists always 

I 
receive alerts in a timely manner. The number of canine units (inspection dogs, 
''beagle brigade'') has declined from 140 to 80 since the transfer to DHS, and 60% 
of 43 canine teams that were tested failed an APIllS proficiency test. Several 

I 
financial management issues also were problematic. While user fees were less than 
program costs, DHS was unable to provide APIllS with information ofactual costs 
by type ofactivity, and USDA was sometimes slow to transfer user fees to DHS. 

I Executive Branch Responses 

I 
I 

Shortly after September 11,2001, USDA created a Homeland Security Staffin 
the Office of the Secretary to develop a department-wide plan to coordinate 
agroterrorism preparedness plans among all USDA agencies and offices. Efforts 
have been focused on three areas: food supply and agricultural production, USDA 
facilities, and USDA staffand emergency preparedness.48 The Homeland Security 
Staff also has become the department's liaison with Congress, the Department of 
Homeland Security (DHS), and other governmental agencies on terrorism issues. 

I The White House's National Security Council weapons of mass destruction 

I 
(WMD) preparedness group, formed byPresidential Decision Directive 62 (PDD-62) 
in 1998, included agriculture, especially in terms of combating terrorism. Many 
observers note that, as a latecomer to the national security table, USDA has been 
invariably overshadowed by other agencies. 

I In addition to the following Presidential directives and actions, many 
departments and agencies inthe executive branchhave undertaken efforts to improve 
preparedness for agroterrorism. Many of these actions are discussed later in this

I report under "Countering the Threat." 

HSPD-7 (Protecting Critical Infrastructure) I 
I 

In terms ofprotecting critical infrastructure, agriculture was added to the list in 
December 2003 by Homeland Security Presidential Directive 7 (HSPD-7), "Critical 
Infrastructure Identification, Prioritization, and Protection.,>49 This directivereplaces 

I 
the 1998 Presidential Decision Directive 63 (pDD-63) that omitted agriculture and 
food. Both ofthese critical infrastructure directives designate the physical systems 

I 
I 411 USDA Homeland Security Staff: «Homeland Secwity Efforts,'" May 2004, at [http:// 

www.usda.gov!homelandsecurity/faetsheet0504.pd:fJ; and National Research Council, 
Countering Agricultural Bioterrorism, 2003, p_ 150. 

49 HSPD-7: [http://www.whitehouse.gov/newslreleasesl2003112120031217-5.html]. 

I 
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I that are vulnerable to terrorist attack and are essential for the minimal operation of 
the economy and the government. 

I 
I These directives instruct agencies to develop plans to prepare for and counter 

the terrorist threat HSPD-7 mentions the following industries: agriculture and food; 
banking and f'mance; transportation (air, sea, and land, including mass transit, rail, 
and pipelines); energy (electricity, oil, and gas); telecommunications; public health; 
emergency services; drinking water; and water treatment. 

I HSPD-9 (Defending Agriculture and Food) 

I More significant recognition came on January 30, 2004, when the White House 

I 
released Homeland Security Presidential Directive 9 (HSPD-9), "Defense ofUnited 
States Agriculture and Food."so This directive establishes a national policy to 
protect against terrorist attacks on agriculture and food systems. 

I 
I 

HSPD-9 generally instructs the Secretaries of Homeland Security (DHS), 
Agriculture (USDA), and Health and Human Services (HHS), the Administrator of 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). the Attorney General, and the Director 
of Centrallntelligence to coordinate their efforts to prepare for, protect against, 
respond to, and recover from an agroterrorist attack. In some cases, one department 

I 
is assigned primary responsibility, particularly when the intelligence community is 
involved. In other cases, only USDA, HHS, and/or EPA are involved regarding 
industry or scientific expertise. 

I 
The directive instructs agencies to develop awareness and warning systems to 

monitor plant and animal diseases, food quality, and public health through an 
integrated diagnostic system. Animal and commodity tracking systems are included, 

I 
as is gathering and analyzing international intelligence. Vulnerability assessments 
throughout the sector help prioritize mitigation strategies at critical stages of 
production or processing, including inspection of imported agricultural products. 

Response and recovery plans are to be coordinated across the federal, state, and

I local levels. A National Veterinary Stockpiles (NVS) of vaccine, antiviral, and 
therapeutic products is to be developed for deployment within 24 hours ofan attack. 
A National Plant Disease Recovery System (NPDRS) is to develop disease and pest

I resistant varieties within one growing season of an attack in order to resume 
production of certain crops. The Secretary of Agriculture is to make 
recommendations for risk management tools to encourage self-protection for 

I agriculture and food enterprises vulnerable to losses from terrorism. 

HSPD-9 encourages USDA and HHS to promote higher education programs 

I that specifically address the protectionofanimal, plant, and public health. It suggests 
capacity-building grants for universities, and internships, fellowships and post
graduate opportunities. HSPD-9 also formally incorporates USDA and agriculture

I into the ongoing DHS research program ofuniversity-based "centers ofexcellence." 

I
 
50 HSPD-9: [http://www.whitehouse.gov/newslreleases/2004/02120040203-2.html]. 

I 
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I 
I As a presidential directive, HSPD-9 addresses the internal management of the 

executive branch and does not create enforceable laws. Moreover, it is subject to 
change without Congressional consent. While Congress has oversight authority of 

I 
federal agencies and may ask questions about implementation of the directive, a 
public law outliningan agroterrorism preparedness plan would establish the statutory 
parameters for such a plan, and, as a practical matter, might result in enhanced 
oversightby specifically identifying executivebranch entities responsible for carrying 
out particular components of such a plan.51 

I In implementing HSPD-9, the USDA Homeland Security Staff and other 

I 
agencies are drawing upon HSPD-5 (regarding the national response plan) and 
HSPD-8 (regarding preparedness). Implementing many of the HSPD-9 directives 
depends on the executive branch having sufficient appropriations for those activities. 

National Response Plan (NRP) I 
I 

Homeland Security Presidential Directive 5 (HSPD-5) called for a National 
Response Plan (NRP) to coordinate federal bureaucracies, capabilities, and resources 
into a unified, all-discipline, and all-hazards approach to manage domestic incidents, 
both for terrorism and natural disasters. The National Response Plan, developed by 
DHS, was unveiled in December 2004.52 

I 
The NRP addresses agriculture and food in two annexes at the end of the plan. 

The first is in terms ofemergency support. The Emergency Support Function (ESF) 

I annexes to the NRP seek to coordinate federal interagency support by describing the 
roles and responsibilities ofdepartments and agencies. USDA is the coordinator and 
primary responding agency for ESF #11, the ··Agriculture and Natural Resources 

I Annex," which addresses: 

• Provision ofnutrition assistance by determining nutrition assistance 

I needs in disaster areas, obtaining appropriate food supplies, 
arranging for delivery ofthe supplies, and authorizing disaster food 
stamps,

I • Control and eradication of animal and plant pests and diseases, 

I 
• Assurance of food safety and food security, including food safety 

inspection at processing plants, distribution, retail sites, and ports of 
entry; laboratory analysis of food samples; food borne disease 
surveillance; and field investigations, and 

• Protection ofnatural and cultural resources and historic properties. 

I The NRP also contains "incident annexes" that address specific· hazard 
situations requiring special attention. The incident annexes describe the policies, 

I possible situations, operating procedures, and responsibilities most relevant when 
responding to a particular type of incident, such as agroterrorism. The NRP has a 

I 51 For a related discussion on the role of Congress with respect to executive actions, see 
CRS Report RS20846, Executive Orders: Issuance and Revocation. 

I 52 Department of Homeland Security, National Response Plan, December 2004 
[http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/display?theme=14&content=4264]. 

I 
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I placeholder for a "Food and Agriculture Incident Annex," but this section is the only 
incident annex that is not yet published. 

I Publ ie-Private Partnerships 

I National Infrastructure Protection Plan (NIPP). The National 
Infrastructure Protection Plan was developed to unify and enhance the protection of 
critical infrastructure through public-private partnerships. It provides a coordinated 

I approach to establish national priorities and goals. The sector partnership model 

I 
encourages formation of Sector Coordinating Councils (SCCs) and Government 
Coordinating Councils (GCCs). DHS provides guidance, tools, and support so that 
these groups can work together to develop and coordinate a wide range of 
infrastructure protection activities.53 

I Sector Coordinating Councils are self-organized, self-run, and self-governed 

I 
organizations of key stakeholders within a sector, serving as the government's 
principal point ofentry into each sector. A Government Coordinating Council is the 
government counterpart to a SCC, comprised of federal, state and local 
representatives, enabling coordinating across government agencies andjurisdictions. 

The Food and Agriculture SectorCoordinating Council (FASCC) has seven subI councils with representatives from private corporations and associations, including:54 

I • Agricultural production inputs and services 
• Animal producers 
• Plant producers 

I • Processors and manufacturers 
• Restaurants and -food service 
• Retail 

I • Warehousing and logistics 

The agriculture SCC has been successful among the early SCC's, and is used 
by DHS as a model for developing other sector councils. The FASCC's recent

I accomplishments include reviewing and commenting on drafts of the National 
Infrastructure Protection Plan, developing a Food and Agriculture Sector Specific 
Plan (SSP), sharing best practices, identifying gaps in security or preparedness, and 

I striving to improve communications and information sharing capabilities among 
companies and government. 

I Strategic Partnership Program Agroterrorism (SPAA). The Strategic 
Partnership Program Agroterrorism initiative is anotherpublic-private partnership to 
assess vulnerabilities in the agriculture and food industry. Four government agencies 

I including DHS, USD~ FDA, and FBI collaborate with private industry and states 

I
 
53 Department of Homeland Security, National Infrastructure Protection Plan, Draft 2.0, 
January 2006 [http://www.ni2ciel.orglNIPClRevised-Draft-NIPP-v2.0.pdt]. 

I 54 Food and Agriculture Sector Coordinating Council 
[http://cipp.gmu.edu/psprogramslFoodAgSCC.php]. 

I 
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I to conduct site surveys ofspecific private industries within the agriculture industry.55 
The intent is to: 

I • Detennine criticalpoints in the food and agriculture system that may 
be the target of a terrorist attack, 

I • Identify early indicators and warnings that would signify planning 
and/or preparation for an attack, 

I 
• Develop a focus for intelligence collection strategies around these 

indicators and warnings, and 
• Develop mitigation strategies for early detection, deterrence, 

disruption, interdiction, and prevention. 

I In 2005, the SPPA began working with the Food and Agriculture Sector 

I 
Coordinating Council and the Government Coordinating Council to identify about 
50 sites to visit in 2006-07. The sites are to span the entire food production cycle. 

Information Sharing and Analysis Center (ISAC). An Infonnation 
Sharing and Analysis Center is an industry contact point to federal law enforcement 

I and intelligence community (including the Federal Bureau oflnvestigation, Central 
Intelligence Agency, and National Security Agency). The objective to detect 
potential threats, assess, prevent attacks, and investigate and respond to attacks 

I against critical infrastructure. 

The Food and Agriculture ISAC was created in February 2002. Members 

I generate information on many of food safety and bio-security related topics such as 

I 
security threats, food system vulnerabilities, product contamination, microbial 
isolates, and reports of consumer illness from food. The information is shared 
confidentially with the law enforcement and intelligence community, with the 
expectation that relevant intelligence will returned to the industry.56 

I The ISAC network is similar to an FBI program for public-private infonnation 

I 
sharing called Infragard. In 2005, a new FBI program called AgGard was created to 
encourage members ofthe agricultural community to use a secure internet connection 
to share information and alert each other, state and local law enforcement, and the 
FBI of suspicious activity. 

I Laboratories and Research Centers 

I 
Since September 11,2001, and the ensuing recognition of agroterrorism as a 

threat to critical infrastructure, the United States has expanded its agricultural 

I 
laboratory and diagnostic infrastructure. New federal laboratories have been 
completed, existing facilities have been upgraded, and networks offederal, state and 
university laboratories have been created to share information and process samples. 

I
 
I 

55 Food and Drug Administration, "Strategic Partnership Program Agroterrorism (SPPA) 
Initiative," August 2005 [http://www.cfsan.fda.gov/~dmslagroterr.html]. 

56 Foodand Agriculture Information Sharingand Analysis Center (http://www.fini.orglisac]. 

I 
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I National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF). The Department of 
Homeland Security is proceeding with plans to replace the aging Plum Island Animal 

I Disease Centerwith a new ''National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility" for research on 

I 
high consequence foreign animal diseases. Congress has appropriated funds for 
planning and site selection. DHS is beginning the conceptual design process, and has 
reviewed submissions from universities and other locations interested in hosting the 
new facility.57 In August 2006, it selected a long list of 18 sites in 11 states tor 
further consideration. 

I 
I Currently, the premier U.S. facility for research on foreign animal diseases is the 

Plum Island Animal Disease Center, located on an island off the northeastern tip of 
Long Island, NY. The property ofPlum Island was transferred from USDA to DHS 

I 
I 

in the Homeland Security Act (pL. 107-296), although personnel from both USDA 
and DHS still conduct research there. Built in the 1950s, many experts agree that the 
50-year old Plum Island facility is nearing the end of its useful life and unable to 
provide the necessary capacity for current biosecurity research. Plum Island is 
important for animal disease research because it contains not only biosecure 
laboratories, but also pens to house live animals in a biosecure environment. Its 
biosecurity rating is BSL-3 agriculture, and is the only such facility able to work with 

I 
high consequence foreign animal diseases such as foot and mouth disease (as 
mandated by 21 U.S.c. 113a). 

Biosafety levels (BSLs) are combinations of laboratory facilities, safety 
equipment, and laboratory practices. The four levels are designated in ascending 

I order, by degree of protection provided to personnel, the environment, and the 
community.58 BSL-Ilaboratories handle pathogens ofminimal hazard. The highest 
level laboratories, BSL-4, handle high-risk, life-threatening diseases with a high risk 

I of aerosol transmission. Only a handful of BSL-4 labs exist in the U.S., including 
a CDC lab in Athens, Georgia, and an Army lab in Ft. Dietrick, Maryland. 
Agricultural BSL labs can house large animals for experiments, and thus are less 

I common than regularBSLlaboratories. The Plum IslandAnimal Disease Center and 
the USDA National Veterinary Services Laboratories (NVSL) in Ames, IA, are the 
only BSL-3 agriculture facilities in the United States. 

I As the number and importance ofzoonotic diseases increase (such as with the 
recent discovery ofNipah and Hendraviruses, and the ongoing concern over foot and 

I mouth disease), scientists increasingly need BSL-4 laboratories to study zoonotic 

I 
pathogens and BSL-4 agriculture facilities to work with those pathogens in host 
animals. The U.S. currently bas no BSL-4 agricultural facility; instead, scientists 
must conduct experiments at facilities in Winnipeg, Canada, or Australia.59 

I 57 DHS, "National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility" 
[http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/interapp/editorialJeditorial_0762.xml]. 

58 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) and the National Institute ofHealth

I (NIH), Biosafety in Microbiological and Biomedical Laboratories, 41h edition, 1999 
[http://www.cdc.gov/od/ohs/biosfty/bmbI4/bmbI4toc.htm]. 

I 
59 James Roth, DVM. "Agroterrorism: Hazards to Livestock and Public Health," 
presentation to International Symposium on Agroterrorism, May 2005 

(continued...) 

I 
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I 
I The concept for the NEAF was first outlined in the FY2006 budget request for 

DHS. At that time, the estimated design and construction cost was $451 million. 
The current time line calls for construction to be completed in FY20 13.60 DHS began 

I 
the process in FY2005 by using $3 million for a planning and feasibility study. In 
FY2006, Congress specifically appropriated funds for the NBAF in the DRS 
appropriations act (P.L. 109-90), which provides: 

"$23,000,000 ... to select a site for the National Bio and Agro-defense Facility 
and perform otherpre-construction activities to establish research capabilities to 

I protect animal and public health from high consequence animal and zoonotic 
diseases in support of Homeland Security Presidential Directives 9 and 10" 
(H.Rept 109-241). 

I 
I With this appropriation, DHS issued a request for "Expressions of Interest" 

(EO!) in January 2006.61 Parties interested in hosting the facility (such as federal 
agencies, State and local governments, private industry, and universities) were 

I 
invited to reply by March 31, 2006. Evaluation criteria for site selection include 
capacity for research, workforce availability, construction and operation, and 
community acceptance. DHS received 29 expressions ofinterest from 20 states and 

I 
the District of Columbia. In August 2006, DHS released a subset of 18 sites in 11 
states that will be considered further. 62 By the end of 2006, DHS expects to narrow 
the list further and initiate an Environmental Impact Statement (ElS) analysis. A 
final location will be chosen early in 2008. 

I Conceptual design began in April 2006 by soliciting architect and engineering 
firms. DBS plans to award this contract later in 2006, with conceptual design to 

I 
begin shortly thereafter. This level of design is not site specific and can proceed 
concurrently with site selection and environmental impact statements. The 
conceptual design process may update the current projected total cost of $451 
million. Construction is scheduled to begin in FY2010 and be completed in FY20 13. 

I USDA Laboratories. Within USDA, several agencies have upgraded their 
facilities to respond better to the threat of agroterrorism by expanding laboratory 
capacity and adding physical security. These programs include the ARS research on 

I foreign animal diseases at the Plum Island Animal Disease Center in New York (the 

I 59 ( •••continued) 
[http://www.fbi-isa.org/library/roth_files/frame.htm]. 

I 60 DHS, ''NBAF Tirneline" [http://www.dhs.gov/interweb/assetlibrary/NBAF_Tirneline.pdf]. 

61 DHS, "National Bio and Agro-Defense Facility (NBAF): Notice of Request for 
Expression of Interest for Potential Sites," Federal Register, Vol. 71, p. 3107

I [http://www.dhs.gov/interweb/assetlibrary/NBAF_EOI.pdf]. 

62 The August 2006 subset of potential sites after the fust cut include 18 locations in the 
following 11 states: California, Georgia, Kansas, KentuckylTennessee, Maryland, Missouri, 

I Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Texas, and Wisconsin. Other locations expressing 
interest but removed from consideration include Alabama, ArkansaslLouisiana, Arizona, 
Colorado, Florida, Iowa, North Dakota, New Mexico, Pennsylvania, District ofColumbia

I based organizations with sites in New Jersey, Florida, Texas, and California, and the Plum 
Island Animal Disease Center. 

I 
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I physical facility is now managed and operated by DHS) and the ARS Southeast 
Poultry Research Lab in Athens, Georgia 

I 
I Three major USDA laboratories are consolidating operations in a new BSL-3 

agriculture facility in Ames, Iowa, called the National Centers for Animal Health. 
These include the ARS National Animal Disease Center (NADC), the APHIS 

I 
National Veterinary Services Laboratories (NVSL), and the APHIS Center for 
Veterinary Biologics (CVB). The complex will be USDA's largest animal health 
centerfor research, diagnosis andproduct evaluation. The NVSLis especiallyvisible 

I 

because it makes the final, official determination for the presence of most animal 
diseases when samples are submitted for testing. 

I USDA also cooperates with other federal agencies on counterterrorism research 
and preparedness, including the ARS and APHIS partnership with the U.S. Army 
Medical Research Institute for Infectious Diseases at Ft. Dietrick, Maryland The Ft. 
Dietrick site offers USDA access to additional high-level biosecurity laboratories, 

I 
including a BSL-4 laboratory. In the recent past, USDA has conducted research on 
soybean rust at Ft. Dietrick. 

I 
Laboratory Networks. Several laboratory networks have been created for 

animal, plant, food, and general bioterrorism issues. The primary goals of these 
networks are to improve the diagnosis and detection of a deliberate or accidental 
disease outbreak. Primary examples are the CDC-led LaboratoryResponse Network 
(LRN), the USDA-funded National Plant Diagnostic Network (NPDN) and its sister 

I group the National Animal Health Laboratory Network (NAHLN), and the joint 
FDAIFSIS Food Emergency Response Network (FERN). 

I • LaboratoryResponse Network (LRN).63 The LaboratoryResponse 
Network, createdby CDC, is a national and international network of 
about 140 laboratories equipped to respond quickly to acts of

I chemical or biological terrorism, emerging infectious diseases, and 
other public health threats and emergencies. The network includes 
federal labs (CDC, USDA, FDA), state and local public health labs, 

I military labs, food labs, environmental labs, veterinary labs, and 
intemationallabs in Canada, the United Kingdom, and Australia. 

I • National Plant Diagnostic Network (NPDN).64 The National Plant 
Diagnostic Network is a collective of land grant university plant 
disease and pest diagnostic facilities organized by USDA. The 

I national network is led by five regional labs (Cornell, Florida, 
Michigan State, Kansas State, and California at Davis) and one 
support lab (Texas Tech). The NPDN facilitates the initial 

I detection, positive identification, national notification, and 
coordinated response to pests and pathogens by intentional, 
accidental, or natural means. By using common communications 

I 
I 

63 Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC). ''Facts About the Laboratory 
Response Network" [http://www.bt.cdc.govllmlfactsheet.asp]. 

64 National Plant Diagnostic Network [http://www.npdn.org]. 

I 
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I and laboratorytesting protocols, the network allows efficient, timely, 
and secure exchange ofplant disease information. 

I 
I • National Animal Health Laboratory Network (NAHLN). This 

network, created by USDA and the American Association of 
Veterinary Laboratory Diagnosticians, augments federal resources 

I 
I 

with extensive state and university laboratories to allow better 
detection and response to animal health emergencies. These labs 
provide timely and consistent methods, and meet epidemiological 
reporting standards. The USDA National Veterinary Services 
Laboratory (NVSL) selVes as the central reference laboratory. State 
and university labs perform non-emergency sUIVeillance testing, 
provide surge capacity during outbreaks, assist with epidemiologic 
investigations, and conducting followup surveillance. 

I • Food Emergency Response Network (FERN). The Food 

I 
Emergency Response Network was established jointly by the Food 
and Drug Administration (FDA) and the Food Safety and Inspection 
Service (FSIS), and integrates at least 72 state and federal 
laboratories that analyze food samples implicated inthreats, terrorist 
events, or contamination. It links local, state, and federal

I information to allow officials to prevent or respond to incidents of 
contaminated food 

I Another important network, albeit not a laboratory network, is the Extension 
Disaster Education Network (EDEN).65 EDEN is sponsored by USDA, and links 
extension educators from various states and disciplines to share resources. EDEN

I helps extension agents build relationships with local and state emergency 
management networks, provide educational programs on disaster preparation and 
mitigation to citizens and local leaders, train extension personnel for appropriate 

I roles during disasters, and collaborates during recovery. 

DHS Centers of Excellence. In April 2004, the DHS Science and 

I Technology Directorate announced the department's first university research grants 

I 
for agriculture as part of its "centers for excellence" program.66 The University of 
Minnesota and Texas A&M will share $33 million over three years. Texas A&M's 
new Center for Foreign Animal and Zoonotic Disease Research will study high 

I 
consequence animal diseases. The University ofMinnesota's new Center for Post
Harvest Food Protection and Defense will establish best practices for the 
management of and response to food contamination events. Texas A&M is 
partnering with four universities and will receive $18 million; Minnesota is 
partnering with ten universities and will receive $15 million. 

I 
!I 

65 Extension Disaster Education Network [http://www.eden.lsu.edu]. 

I 66 DHS press release, Apri127, 2004, at [http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/display?content= 
3515]. 

I 
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I 
I The House Appropriations Committee addressed agroterrorism research in 

report language for the FY2004 homeland security appropriations bill. The "centers 
for excellence" program appears to fit the type ofresearch the committee suggested. 

I 
Agro-terrorism research. The Committee is familiar with potential 
agrolbioterrorism VUlnerabilities, from animal and plant diseases to food chain 
introductions. While some agro-terrorism research is already being done by the 
Department of Agriculture, the Committee is aware of the need for more such 
research, particularly in the areas ofthreats to field crops, farm animals, and food 

I in the processing and distribution chain. The Homeland Security Act of 2002 

I 
provides for coordination of research between the Department of Homeland 
Security (DRS) and other relevant federal agencies in various areas ofresearch. 
Because the Department ofAgriculture (USDA) already possesses mechanisms, 

I 
authorities, and personnel to carry out needed agrolbioterrorism research, the 
Committee expects to see effective coordination between the USDA and the 
DHS to move such research forward in an effective and expeditious fashion. The 
Committee expects USDA to coordinate with DHS to identify research gaps and 
develop a plan, to include research priorities, for proceeding to fill such gaps. 
Further, the Committee expects that non-government entities selected to carry out 

I research will be ones with proven expertise in agriculture research, and strong. 
familiarity with USDA animal and plant diagnostic laboratories and practices 
(H.Rept. 108-193). 

I 
Federal Funding to Respond to Agroterrorism 

I 
I This report treats federal funding for agroterrorism preparedness broadly, 

including appropriations and user fees, both within USDA and DHS. However 
some general activities that support agroterrorism preparedness, such as certain 

I 
intelligence and warning functions performed by the FBI and CIA, often cannot be 
identified exclusively as agriculture spending, and thus cannot be included in this 
report. However, items that can be identified specifically to agroterrorism 
preparedness within the budgets of USDA and DRS are included. 

I The President's annual budget request to Congress includes a government-wide 

I 
I 

cross-cutting budget analysis of homeland security issues, as mandated by the 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 (P.L.I07-296, section 889).67 The budget request 
includes details on the most recently passed appropriations law and the previous 
fiscal year. Comprehensive details on agroterrorism funding are difficult, if not 
impossible, to compute while appropriations bills are being debated in the House and 
Senate. Legislative language rarelymentions specific amounts for agroterrorism, and 

I 
report language usually mentions only a few agroterrorism related items that the 
appropriations committees wish to highlight. For a comprehensive accounting, 
analysts must wait until the President's budget is released. 

In USDA, five agencies and three offices receive homeland security funding: 

I 
67 FY2007Budget o/the UnitedStates Government: AnalyticalPerspectives, "3. Homeland 

I 
SecurityFundingAnalysis," [http://www.whitehouse.gov/omblbudgetlfy2007/pdflspec.pdf], 
and "Appendix: Homeland Security Mission Funding by Agency and Budget Account," at 
[http://www.whitehouse.gov/omblbudgetlfy2007/pdflap_cdJom/homeland.pdf]. 

I 
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I	 • Agricultural Research Service (ARS) 
•	 Animal and Plant Health Inspection (APHIS) 

I	 • Cooperative State Research, Education, and Extension Service 
(CSREES) 

•	 Food Safety and Inspection Service (FSIS) 

I	 • Economic Research Service (ERS) 

I 
• Departmental Administration and Executive Operations (including 

Office ofthe Secretary, Homeland Security Staff(HSS), and Office 
ofChief Infonnation Officer (OCIO)). 

In the DHS, two directorates receive funding related to agroterrorism: 

I	 • Customs and Border Protection 
•	 Science and Technology 

I	 Classifying spending on agroterrorism and homeland security requires 
judgements about which programs are relevant, especially when some have dual 
purposes.68 This subjectivity introduces discrepancies when agencies refine criteria I or definitions, or change the way activities are characterized in their homeland 
security mission. In such cases, the most recently available data are used to update 
prior year data. 

I 
Examples of dual-use programs for agricultural homeland security are animal 

and plant health programs. These programs, such as border inspection and disease 

I surveillance existed before September 11, 2001, and would be needed at some level 
due to natural and accidental disease outbreaks. However, the scale and scope of 
these programs have been expanded primarily due to agroterrorism. 

I For budget and accounting purposes, all or part of dual-use activities may be 
counted as homeland security spending, depending on each agency's criteria. For

I example, GAO reports that the Animal and Plant HealthInspection Service (APHIS) 
attributes 100% ofan activity's budget authority to homeland security ifany of the 
following questions apply:69

I	 • Is this a new activity or program focus as a result of9/11? 
•	 Has the bulk of the program activity changed as a result of9/11? 

I • Does the activity address international pest or disease outbreaks or 
other acts ofagro-bioterrorism? 

I 
• Was the activity initiated with homeland security supplemental 

funds? 
•	 Did APHIS receive enhanced homeland security funds for the 

activity? 

I	 • Is the activityneeded in orderto comply with one ormore Homeland 
Security Presidential Directives or the Bioterrorism Act of2002? 

I ~ Congressional Budget Office (CBO), Federal Fundingfor Homeland Security, July 20, 
2005, at [http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/65xx/doc656617-20-HomelandSecurity.pdf].

I 69 GAO, Combating Terrorism: Determining andReportingFederal Funding Data. GAO
06-161, January 17,2006, p. 15-16 [http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d06161.pdf]. 

I 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 78 of 153



I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I
 
I
 
I
 

CRS-3l 

By Year and Source 

Prior to September 11,2001, USDA spent between $45-60 million in regular 
annual appropriations to combat terrorism, primarily through border inspections and 
research. User fees for border inspection added about $180 million in FY2002, 
bringing the total funding (regular appropriations plus user fees) to about $225-240 
million in FY2002. This range can be considered the starting baseline for homeland 
security funding for agriculture (the regular FY2002 agriculture appropriations bill 
was outlined prior to September 11, 2001, even though it was enacted about two 
months later.) 

Appropriations and user fees for agriculture-relatedhomeland security activities 
in USDA and DHS have more than tripled from the $225 million ''pre-September 11" 
baseline to $797 million in FY2006. 

Counting the supplemental appropriations in FY2002-03, and regular annual 
appropriations and user fees for both USDA and DHS, homeland security funding for 
agriculture has grown by 44% over 4 years, from $552 million in FY2002 to $797 
million in FY2006. As a percentage ofnon-defense budget authority for homeland 
security, agriculture receives about 2% of the total. In FY2002, the ratio was 2%, 
which fell to 1.4% in 2003, and has since risen to 2.1 % in FY2006 (Table 1). 

Table 1. Percent of Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture 
(budget authority in millions of dollars) 

Non-defense Homeland 
Security Budget Authority 

Homeland Security Funding 
for Agriculture (Table 2) 

Percent 

2002 
actual 

27,724 

552 

2.0% 

2003 
actual 

34,005 

485 

1.4% 

Fiscal year 

2004 
actual 

33,810 

639 

1.9% 

2005 
actual 

2006 
est. 

2007 
request 

37,195 38,606 41,585 

807 

2.2% 

797 

2.1% 

867 

2.1% 

Source: CRS. Amounts for agriculture compiled by CRS; Non-defense total from Budget ofthe United States 
Government: Analytical Perspectives, "3. Homeland Security Funding Analysis," FY2005-Q7 
[http://www.whitehouse.gov/omblbudgetlfy2007/pdflspec.pdf], and GAO, Combating Terrorism: Determining 
and Reporting Federal Funding Data, GAO-06-161, January 17, 2006, p. 56-62 
[http://www.gao.gov/new.items/d06161.pdf]. 
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I The regular appropriation devoted to preparing for agroterrorism has grown 
significantlysince FY2002, and supplanted the need for further supplemental funding 
(Figure 6). Regular annual appropriations for homeland securityin USDA increased 

I more than three-fold from FY2002 to FY2003, and by 60% in each ofFY2004 and 
FY2005. In FY2006, the regular appropriation to USDA for homeland security 
dropped by about 8%, but the Administration's request for FY2007 calls for a 20% 

I increase. Regular annual appropriations for agriculture in DRS are irregular and tied 
to particular initiatives, such as university research grants or facility construction. 

I Supplemental appropriations acts in 2002 and 2003, (p.L. 107-117 and P.L. 

I 
108-11) augmented the regular appropriations acts, providing significant additional 
funds to rapidly increase the response to agroterrorism vulnerabilities ($328 million 
and $100 million, respectively). 

I 
User fees to support agricultural border inspection have grown with passenger 

and cargo volume, particularly in the immediateyears following September 11, 2001, 
when passenger volume dropped due to public concerns. In FY2002, user fees for 
agricultural border inspections totaled $181 million. By FY2004, that amount grew 

I by 73% to $313 million, and another 11% into FY2006. User fees fund about 44% 
ofthe total amount available in FY2006 for homeland security in agriculture. 

I
 
I
 

•
 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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Figure 6. Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture, by Source 
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Table 2. Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture, by Agency 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I I
 

I
 
I
 

(budget authority in millions ofdollars) 
.. 

I .. ~al,ear .. 

~partmeBt· 2_.• 2002· . 2005. ·2OQ7·...2004·~3·· 
a~al ..·· es~ ..··adll81 reqlleSt, .'Ageney adual aetQal 

•. U.S. DePartJDeBt ofAgrie1dture (USDA) . 

APIllS: 

User fees for inspections 348.1 353.4 

-less transfers to DHS 

338.7194.0 313.5181.2 

-211.1 -214.3 

= AQI user fees retained 

-208.0-69.0 -194.0 

139.1 

AppropriatioB 

137.0130.7181.2 125.0 119.5 

243.7 313.9 

Subtotal APIllS 

232.577.5 183.688.8 

453.0 

ARS 

380.7363.2303.1270.0 202.5 

93.8 81.5 

CSREES 

175.0 151.2154.6 31.3 

40.6 48.0 

FSIS 

39.731.6 39.2 

39.1 

Dept. Administration 

23.315.0 13.1 19.58.7 

23.7 27.7 

ERS 

21.092.0 18.5 23.8 

1.0 

Subtotal USDA
 

Regular appropriation
 

1.0 1.01.0 

426.1 511.2 

Supp1ementals 

42.8 292.0 464.9180.9 

328.0 110.0
 

User fees
 139.1 

Subtotal USDA 

181.2 125.0 119.5 130.7 137.0 

650.3 

DepartmeJlt~fHomeiaDd SeCurity(l)BS) -selected activities in8grieulture . . 

CBP: AQI user fees received 

415.9 411.5 595.6 563.1552.0 

214.3 

S&T: Research centers, new 

194.0 208.0 211.169.0 

33.0 3.0 23.0 2.0facilities
 

SubtotalDHS (selected items)
 234.1 216.369.0 227.0 211.0 

Tobd.ofabOve . 

User fees (AQI) 181.2 194.0 313.5 338.7 348.1 353.4 

Appropriations 370.8 467.9290.9 325.0 449.1 5132 

Total of above 552.0 484.9 638.5 806.6 797.2 866.6 

Source: CRS. USDA figmes fur FY2003-07 are from Budget ofthe United States Govemment: Analytical 
Perspectives, "Appendix: Homeland Security Mission Funding by Agency and Budget Account." FY2005-07 
[http://www.wbitehouse.gov/omblbudgetli)'2007/pdflap_cd_romlhomeland.pdt]; figures for FY2002 are from 
GAO, Combating Terrorism: Determining and Reporting Federal Funding Data, GA0-06-161, Jan. 2006, p. 
44-45 [http://www.gao.gov/new.itemsld06161.pdt].AQIuser fees from USDA "Explanatory Notes for 
Committee on Appropriations," various years. DHS figmes were identified by CRS from DHS "Congressional 
Budget Justification," FY2006-07. 
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By Agency 

Figure 7 presents homeland security funding for agriculture by agencies in 
USDA and DHS. APIDS and ARS in USDA conduct most of the activities related 
to homeland security in agriculture, together with CBP in DHS. APHIS and ARS 
account for about 64% ofcumulative FY2002-06 funding, and CBP another 21 %. 

Figure 7. Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture, by Agency 
----"---"---" --------- ---- -"-------

FY2002-2006 Cumulative 

S&T(DHS) 
2% 

CBP (DHS) 

FSIS 
(USDA) 

2% 

Dept. Admin.
 
(USDA)
 

5%
 

CSREES 
(USDA) 

5% 
ARS
 

(USDA)
 
18%
 

Source: CRS. Includes USDA and selected DHS projects. 

Much of the APillS activity (about 43%), and all of the CBP activity, in the 
homeland security area has been for border inspections, predominantly funded 
through user fees rather than appropriations. APHIS retains about 39% of the total 
user fees collected each year, and transfers the rest to DHS for its Customs and 
Border Patrol agency (Table 2). Most ofARS's funding has gone for construction 
ofa research and diagnostic laboratory inAmes, Iowa, tbatARS operates j ointlywith 
APIDS. 

By Function for Homeland Security 

For the President's annual budget request, agencies throughout the federal 
government categorize their funding based on six mission areas (functions), as 
defined in the National Strategy for Homeland Security: 

APHIS
 
(USDA)
 

47%
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I Source: CRS. Includes USDA and selected DRS projects. 

I 
Emergencypreparedness and intelligence have received relatively less funding. 

Primary intelligence gathering is viewed more appropriately as the responsibility of 
other federal agencies such as the FBI and CIA. These agencies track and act upon 

I 

•
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• Intelligence and warning 
• Border and transportation security 
• Domestic counterterrorism 
• Protecting critical infrastructure and key assets 
• Defending against catastrophic threats 
• Emergency preparedness and response 

Figure 8 and Table 3 present the funding information by homeland security 
function. Over the multi-yearperiod FY2003-06, border inspections were the largest 
homeland security activity for agriculture, conducted jointly by USDA-APIDS and 
DHS-CBP. Defending against catastrophic threats is the next largest activity, 
particularly in APIDS, which includes monitoring, surveillance and laboratory 
response capacity. Protecting critical infrastructure has been another large activity, 
primarily because ofthe costs to construct a new ARS laboratory in Ames, IA. 

Figure 8. Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture, by Function 

FY2003-2006 Cumulative 

Intelligence 
Critical 

1% infrastructure 
19% 

Border security 
47% 

Catastrophic
 
threats
 

24%
 

Emergency 
preparedness 

9% 
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I bioterrorism information, sharing relevant information with USDA, DHS, and other 
agencies.

I Table 3. Homeland Security Funding for Agriculture, by Function 
(budg:et authority in millions ofdollars including: user fees) 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

• 

Fiscal year 

2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 
Homeland Security Mission Area actual actual actual est. request 

Border and transportation security 

USDA 149.2 148.4 158.8 165.2 164.9 

DHS 69.0 194.0 208.0 211.1 214.3 

Subtotal 218.2 342.4 366.8 376.3 379.2 

Protecting critical infrastructure 

USDA 203.3 36.8 150.6 93.2 46.0 

DHS 3.0 23.0 

Subtotal 203.3 36.8 153.6 116.2 46.0 

Defending against catastrophic threats 

USDA 11.8 168.2 222.7 238.3 342.6 

Emergency preparedness and response 

USDA 50.8 57.3 57.2 59.7 74.5 

DBS 33.0 2.0 

Subtotal 50.8 90.3 57.2 59.7 76.5 

Intelligence and warning 

USDA 0.8 0.8 6.3 6.7 22.3 

Total 484.9 638.5 806.6 797.2 866.6 

I 
Source: CRS. USDA figures from Budget of the United States Government: Analytical Perspectives, 
"Appendix: Homeland Security Mission Funding by Agency and Budget Account,'" FY2005-07 
[http://www.whitehouse.gov/omblbudgetlfy2007/pdf/ap_cd_rom/homeland.pdf] and USDA Office ofBudget 

I 
and Policy Analysis spreadsheets for FY2002. Border inspection user fees from USDA "Explanatory Notes 
for Committee on Appropriations," various years. DHS figures identified by CRS from DHS "Congressional 
Budget lustificatioo," FY2006-07, and categorized by CRS to be consistent with functions as in USDA 

Note: Does not include amounts which are not exclusive to agriculture, such as such as general intelligence and 
warning functions in DHS or other agencies, or appropriations for border security in DHS (other than user fees) 

I which are not allocated by industry. 

I Chronology of Appropriations 

I 
The following list outlines appropriations acts that have provided funds for 

homeland security related to agriculture and food since September II, 2001 . 

I 
• Emergency Supplemental Appropriations for FY2001 (P.L. 

107-38; September 18, 2001). Within days of September 11, 
Congress approved $40 billion in emergency supplemental 

I 
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I appropriations partitioned over three time periods. USDA received 
no money for domestic homeland security programs in the first two 

I installments, but did receive an allocation in the final installment for 
FY2002 (see FY2002 Emergency Supplemental Act below). 

I • FY2002 Agriculture Appropriations Act (p.L. 107-76; November 

I 
28, 2001). This regular annual appropriations act was outlined prior 
to September 11, 2001, and provides the baseline amount for 
homeland security functions in agriculture, without any particular 

I 
discussion of agroterrorism. The appropriation for homeland 
security was not clearly defined, but was approximately $45-60 
million. Together with user fees, the baseline for homeland security 
for agriculture was about $225-240 million. 

I 
I • FY2002 Emergency Supplemental Act (P.L. 107-117; January 10, 

2002). Congress made the final $20 billion installment from the 
FY2001 supplemental in Division B of the FY2002 Defense 
Department Appropriation ("Transfers from the Emergency 
Response Fund [ERF] Pursuant to P.L. 107-38"). USDA received 

I 
$328 million for homeland security programs. This supplemental 
appropriation, however, preceded the creation ofthe Department of 
Homeland Security, which resulted in some of the funds being 

I 
moved to DHS when border inspections and the Plum IslandAnimal 
Disease Center were transferred DHS. USDA documents suggest 
about $220 million were for functions transferred to DHS. 

• FY2002 SupplementalAppropriations Act for Further Recovery

I (P.L. 107-206; August 2,2002). In this $28 billion supplemental 
appropriation, Congress included about $123 million for USDA 
programs related to homeland security. These amounts, however, 

I were designated among $5.1 billion of "contingent emergency 
spending" that President Bush chose not to use, and thus the funds 
were not available to USDA and other departments (see CRS Report 

I RL31406, Supplemental Appropriationsfor FY2002). 

• FY2003 Omnibus Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-7; February 20, 

I 2003). This regular annual appropriations act provided $181 million 
to USDA for homeland security activities. 

I • FY2003 EmergencyWartime SupplementalAppropriations Act 

I 
(P.L. 108-11; April 16, 2003). Congress appropriated $110 million 
to the Agricultural Research Service "for continued modernization 
offacilities inAmes, Iowa, which will provide a laboratorybuilding, 
fixed equipment, and associated infrastructure" (H.Rept. 108-076). 

I • FY2004 Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-199; January 

I 
23, 2004). This regular annual appropriations act provided $292 
million for homeland security activities in USDA and $33 million in 
university grants for agriculture biosecurity from DHS. Conferees 

I
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I made the following statement about USDA's homeland security 
activities: 

I 
I 
I "[A]s of September 30,2003, $80,000,000 remains available to the 

Department from funds provided through the Emergency Response 
Fund (ERF)[see discussion ofP.L. 107-38 and P.L. 107-117 above], 
ofwhich nearly $9,000,000 is available to the Secretary. Since these 
funds were provided, USDA has been one of the slowest Federal 
agencies to obligate its ERF funds. The conferees are aware of 
concerns about security, [and] urge the Secretary to act promptly to 

I 
address identified security needs and to advise the Committees on 
Appropriations of needs for which additional funds may be 
necessary" (H.Rept 108-401). 

I 
• FY200S Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-447, 

December8, 2004). This regularannual appropriations act provided 
$465 million for homeland security activities in USDA. 

I • FY2006 Homeland Security Appropriations Act (p.L. 109-90, 
October 18,2005). This regular annual appropriations act for DHS 

I 
(1) provides $23 millionwithin Science and Technologydirectomte: 
"to select a site for the National Bio and Agrodefense Facility 
[NBAF] and perform other pre-construction activities...to protect 

I 
animal and public health from high consequence animal and 
zoonotic diseases." (2) Conferees also encourage the DHS: ''to work 
in conjunction with USDA and HHS and other organizations on 

I 
agroterrorism and animal-based bioterrorism, including the 
development and stockpiling of veterinary vaccines ... [and with] 
one or more states to develop a model integrated agricultural 

I 
response system, utilizing geographic information systems that 
identify critical agricultural infrastructure." (3) Conferees also 
directed that DHS coordinate with USDA to submit a report ''which 
details the specific actions each agency will take, or has already 
taken, to address the apparent 32% reduction in agriculture

I inspectionsandthe lackofcoordinationbetween [DHS and USDA]" 
(H.Rept 109-241). 

I • FY2006 AgricultureAppropriationsAct (P.L. 109-97, November 
10,2005). This regular annual appropriations act provided $426 
million for homeland security activities in USDA.

I 
FY2007 Budget Request 

I 
I FY2007 USDA"Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative". In its annual 

budget request, USDA highlights several programs in a "Food and Agriculture 
Defense Initiative." The initiative does not include all homeland security programs 
for agriculture, but is rather a list ofpriority programs that USDA wishes to highlight 
during the appropriations process. The initiative was first mentioned in the FY2005 
budget request. For example, border security activities have notbeen included in the

I initiative, even though they are included in the broadermeasure ofhomeland security 

I
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I funding presented on previous pages. For FY2006, appropriations for the Food and 
Agriculture Defense Initiative totaled $253 million, but total USDA homeland

I security funding as reported by OMB was $426 million (excluding user fees). 

USDA's budget for FY2007 calls for significantly increased spending on several

I agroterrorism preparedness programs. The Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative 
requests an FY2007 appropriation of $322 million, up 27% from the $253 million 
appropriated for items in the initiative for FY2006 (fable 4). However, usingOMB's 

I more comprehensive analysis ofhomeland security funding for agriculture cited on 

I 
previous pages, the requested FY2007 increase in homeland security funding for 
agriculture is 8.7%, up from $426 million in FY2006 to $511 million requested for 
FY2007 (Table 2). 

I 
The largest item in the initiative for FY2007 is enhanced surveillanceby APHIS 

of animal and plant health. Unlike prior years, the initiative does not include any 
funds for construction ofthe new ARS laboratory in Ames, Iowa, which received its 
full funding in FY2006. 

I 
I Many of the initiative's programs would improve the Federal government's 

ability to more quickly identify and characterize an agroterrorist attack through 
surveillance and monitoring. In its justification for the initiative, USDA says these 

I 
activities will promote data sharing and joint analysis among federal, state and local 
levels. An example ofsuch coordination is the Food Emergency Response Network 
(FERN) oflaboratories. These computernetworks allow labs to improve information 
sharing, rapid identification, and consistent diagnostic methods for contaminated 

I 
foods. Another preparedness effort in the initiative is the National Veterinary 
Vaccine Bank and the National Plant Disease Recovery System (both of which are 
mentioned in HSPD-9). 

FY2007 DHS Budget Initiative. The FY2007 DHS budget request includes 

I $2 million to create a "Joint Agro-terror Defense Office" (JADO) in the Science and 
Technology (S&T) directorate. DHS says the new office will enhance inter-agency 
coordination of advanced development of countermeasures for agroterrorism. 

I HSPD-9 instructs DHS to coordinate Federal activities to "accelerate and expand 
development ofcurrent and new countermeasures against intentional introduction or 
natUral occurrence ofcatastrophic animal, plant, or zoonotic diseases." 

I 
The budget plan calls for JADO to be established in the Office of the Under 

Secretary of S&T to ''provide continuity and functional linkages for these

I inter-agency interactions, including issues concerning policy, research coordination, 
and strategic planning."70 A senior advisory group, chaired by the S&T Under 
Secretary and vice-chaired by USDA, would include representatives from

I government research and regulatory agencies and the USDA Homeland Security 
Staff. The $2 million proposed FY2007 funding for JADO would allow an executive 
officer plus up to 5 staff from DHS and USDA. 

I
 
I
 

70 DHS "Congressional Budget Justification," FY2006~7, pp. S&T 105-106. 

I 
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Table 4. USDA Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative 
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I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

(million dollars 
FY200S FY2006 FY2007 

Agency actual est. request 

Food Defense: 
Food Emergency Response Network FSIS 3 3 19 

Surveillance and monitoring FSIS 3 3 3 

FSIS enhanced inspections FSIS 2 2 2 

Lab upgrades, physical security FSIS 3 6 6 

Education, training, other FSIS 3 4 4 

Other FSIS activities FSIS 5 5 5 

Research ARS 8 9 23 

Subtotal food defense 27 32 62 

Aerieulture Defense: 

Research ARS 21 25 49 

National Plant Disease Recovery ARS 2 2 6 

Regional Diagnostic Network CSREES 9 10 12 

Higher edUCe agrosecurity program CSREES 0 0 5 

Enhanced surveillance APIllS 80 87 130 

Bio-surveillance APIllS 2 2 3 

Plant safeguarding activities APIllS 17 17 23 

Select agents APIllS 3 3 5 

National Veterinary Stockpile APHIS 3 3 8 

Other APIllS activities APIllS 13 14 19 

Subtotal agriculture defense 150 163 260 

Subtotal, on2oin2 pr02rams 177 195 322 
Ames, Iowa BSL-3 facility ARS 121 58 0 

Total, Food and Agrieulture Defense Initiative 298 253 322 

Total USDA homeland security appropriation 
(Table 2) 465 426 511 

Food and Agriculture Defense Initiative as % of 
Total USDA homeland security appropriation 64% 59% 63% 

I
 Source: USDA, Budget Summary and Annual Performance Plan: FY1007, p. 16-18
 
[http://www.usdagov/agency/obpaIBudget-Summary/2007/FY07budswn.pdt]. 

I Possible Pathogens in an Agroterrorist Attack 

I Of the hundreds of animal and plant pathogens and pests available to an 

I 
agroterrorist, perhaps fewer than a couple of dozen represent significant economic 
threats. Determinants of this level of threat are the agent's contagiousness and 
potential for rapid spread, andits international status as a"'reportable"pest or disease 
(i.e., subject to international quarantine) under rules ofthe World Organization for 

I
 
I
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I Animal Health (also commonly known as the DIE, the Office International des 
Epizooties).71 

I 
I A widely accepted view among scientists is that livestock are more susceptIble 

to agroterrorism than cultivated plants. Much of this has to do with the success of 
efforts to systematically eliminate animals diseases from u.s. herds, which leaves 

I 
current herds either unvaccinated or relatively unmonitored for such diseases by 
farmers and some local veterinarians. Once infected, livestock can often act as the 
vector for continuing to transmit the disease, facilitating an outbreak's spread, 
especially when live animals are transported. Certain animal diseases may be more 
attractive to terrorists because they can be zoonotic, or transmissible to humans.72 

I In contrast, a number ofplant pathogens continue to exist in small areas ofthe 

I 
U.S. and continue to infect limited areas ofplants each year, making outbreaks and 
control efforts more routine. Moreover, plantpathogens generally are more difficult 
to manipulate from a technical perspective. Some plant pathogens require particular 

I 
environmental conditions ofhumidity, temperature, or wind to take hold or spread. 
Other plant diseases may take a longer time than an animal disease to become 
established or achieve a level ofdestruction that a terrorist may desire. 

Animal PathogensI 
I 

The Agricultural Bioterrorism Protection Act of2002 (Subtitle B ofP.L. 107
188, the Public Health Security and Bioterrorism Preparedness and Response Act) 
created the current, official list ofanimal pathogens that are ofgreatest concern for 

I 
agroterrorism. The list is specified in the select agent rules implemented by USDA
APHIS and the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) ofthe Department 
ofHealth and Human Services (HHS). The act requires that these lists (Table 5) be 
reviewed at least every two years. 

I The select agent list for animal pathogens draws heavily from the enduring and 
highly respected OIE lists of high-concern pathogens. The select agent list is 
comprised ofan APIllS-only list (ofconcern to animals) and an overlap list ofagents

I selected both by APInS and CDC (ofconcern to both animals and humanS).73 

I 71 The OlE is an international organization created in 1924 with 166 member countries. It 
is a well-respected information clearinghouse for animal diseases and health. Member 
countries report diseases that occur on their territory, and the OlE disseminates the 

I information, allowing other countries to take preventive action. The OIE also analyses 

I 
scientific information on animal disease control, provides technical support, and develops 
normative documents that are recognizedbythe World Trade Organization for international 
trade and sanitaIy rules; see [http://www.oie.int]. 

72 Some ofthe biological pathogens ofconcern to agriculture are discussed in CRS Report 
RL32391, Small-scale Terrorist Attacks Using Chemical and Biological Agents: An

I Assessment Framework andPreliminary Comparisons, by Dana Shea and Frank Gottron. 

I 
73 For descriptions ofthe diseases listed in Table 5, see the United States Animal Health 
Association's "Gray Book," at [http://www.vetuga.edu/vpp/gray_bookIFAD/index.htm]. 
and theOlE's"TechnicalDiseaseCards,"m [http://www.oie.int/englmaladies/en_mal.htm]. 

(continued...) 

I 
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OlE List. Prior to the Agricultural Bioterrorism Protection Act, the commonly 
accepted animal diseases ofconcern were all ofthe OIE's "List A" diseases and some 

I of the "List Boo diseases. In 2004, the OIE replaced its Lists A and B with a single 
list74 that is more compatible with the Sanitary and Phytosanitary Agreement (SPS) 
of the World Trade Organization (WTO). The new OIE list classifies diseases 

I equally, giving each the same degree ofimportance in international trade.75 Many of 
these OIE-listed diseases are included in the select agent list (Table 5). 

I The OIE's List A diseases were transmissible animal diseases that had the 
potential for very serious and rapid spread, irrespective ofnational borders. List A 
diseases had serious socioeconomic orpublic health consequences and were ofmajor

I importance in international trade. List B diseases were transmissible diseases 

I 
considered to be ofsocioeconomic or public health importance within countries and 
significant in international trade. In creating the new list, OIE reviewed its criteria 
for including a disease, and the disease or epidemiological events that require 
member countries to file reports. Nearly all ofthe fonner List A and List B diseases 
are included in the new single OIE list. 

I 
I Select Agents List. The regulations establishing the select agent list for 

animals (9 CFR 121) set forth the requirements for possession, use and transfer of 
these biological agents or toxins. They are intended to ensure safe handling and for 

I 
security to protect the agents from use in domestic or international terrorism. APHIS 
and CDC detennined that the biological agents and toxins on the list have the 
potential to pose a severe threat to agricultural production or food products. 

I 
The 23 animal diseases listed exclusively by APHIS in 9 CFR 121.3 - the left 

column ofTable 5 - include 20 of the OIE-listed diseases and three other disease 
agents (Akabane, Camel pox, and Menangle) considered to be emerging animal health 

I 
risks for terrorism. The much larger OIE list includes other diseases that are not 
listed as "select agents." However, the select agent list was created to account for the 
additional risks perceived to be posed by terrorism. 

I 
The 20 diseases and overlap agents/toxins included by both APHIS and CDC 

in 9 CFR 121.4 - the right column of Table 5 - pose a risk to both human and 
animal health. The overlap list includes ten OIE-listed diseases, including anthrax, 
brucellosis ofcattle, brucellosis ofsheep, brucellosis ofswine, glanders, Rift Valley 

I	 fever, Q fever, Eastern equine encephalitis, tularemia, and Venezuelan equine 
encephalitis. 

I 
I 73 ( ...continued)
 

Overlap diseases andagents are describedby the Centers fOTDisease Control and Prevention
 
(CDC) at [http://www.bt.cdc.gov/agentlagentlist-Qtegory.asp].
 

I	 74 OIE, Terrestrial Animal Health Code, 13th edition, May 2004, at [hnp://www.oie.int/engl 

I
 
normes/mcode/en_sommaire.htm.].
 

75 Bernard Vallat, "The OIE paves the way for a new animal disease notification system,"
 
Editorials from the (OIE) Director General, April 2004, at [hnp://www.oie.intleng/Edito/ 
en_edito_apr04.htm]. 

I 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-1    Filed 06/30/10   Page 90 of 153



I 
• CRS-43 

T bl e L'Ives oc . the S I tA~gent L'ISta 5. t k O' Iseases In eec 

I 
Overlap diseases and agents/toxins listed 

i>xcInsively by APHIS 
A.nimal diseases and agents/toxins listed 

by both APffiS and CDC 
!) CFR 121.4 

OJEelass 
!)CFRI21.3 

omr'la!il!l 

I Aftican horse sickness E Anthrax (Bacillus anthracis) N 

Botulinum neurotoxins ~frican swine fever S 

J30tulinum neurotoXin-producing species ofAkabane

I postridium~vian influenza (highly pathogenic) A 

Bluetongue (exotic) M~rucellosis of cattle (Brucella abortus) B 

I Brucellosis ofsheep (Brucella melitensis) CBovine spongiform encephalopathy B 

Camel pox J3rucellosis ofswine (Brucella suis) S 

I 
Classical swine fever S Glanders (Burkholderia mallei) E 

t;ontagious caprine pleuropneumonia C M.elioidosis (Burkholderia pseudomallel) 

Contagious bovine pleuropneumonia B "clostridium perfringens epsilon toxin 

I Poot-and-mouth disease (FMD) Mtvalley fever) Coccidioides immitis 

Poatpox C Qfever (Coxiella burnetii) :tv 

I aeartwater (Cowdria ruminantium) M~stem equine encephalitis E 

!Japanese encephalitis E ~ularemia (Francisel/a tularensis) L 

,..umpy skin disease M~endra virus (of horses)

I Malignant catarrhal fever B ~ipah virus (ofpigs) 

Menangle virus ~ft Valley fever :tv 

I Newcastle disease (exotic) A ~higatoXin 

Peste des petits ruminants C ~taphylococcal enterotoxins 

kinderpest B rr-2 toXin

I Sheep pox CIvenezuelan equine encephalitis E 

~wine vesicular disease S 

I IVesicular stomatitis M 
.- ""- .. 

I
 
Source: 9 CPR 121.3(b) and (d), supplemented With common dIsease names as appropnate.
 
DIE classes include diseases affectingmultiple species (M), cattlelbovine (B), sheep and goats/caprine
 
(C), horses/equine (E), pigs/swine (8), birdslavain (A), and rabbitsllagomorphs (L).
 

I 
Analysis. The select agent list designates and regulates pathogens, not 

diseases, by regulating access to and handling ofhigh-consequence pathogens. The 
overlap list is more comprehensive than adisease-only list, because certainpathogens 

I 
may not cause a disease, per se, but may cause symptoms such as food poisoning or 
central nervous systems responses. 

I 
Some ofselectagentpathogens receivemore attention than others. For example, 

foot and mouth disease (FMD) is probably the most frequently mentioned disease 
when agroterrorism is discussed, due to its ease ofuse, ability to spread rapidly, and 

I 
potential for great economic damage. In testimony before the Senate Governmental 
Affairs Committee on November 19, 2003, Dr. Thomas McGinn of the North 
Carolina Department of Agriculture described a simulation of an FMD attack by a 

I
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I 
I 

terrorist at a single location. Only after the 5th day ofthe attack would the disease be 
detected, by which time it may have spread to 23 states. By the 8th day, 23 million 
animals may need to be destroyed in 29 states.16 

On the other hand, the causative agent of bovine spongiform encephalopathy 

I (BSE, or "mad cow disease") is considered dangerous enough to be a select agent, 

I 
even though mad cow disease is less likely to be a terrorist's choice than other 
diseases. With BSE, infection is not certain, symptoms take years to manifest, and 
the disease may not be detected - all making credit for an attack more doubtful. 

I 
Widespread animal diseases like brucellosis, influenza, or tuberculosis receive 

relatively less attention than FMD, hog cholera, or Newcastle disease. However, 

I 
emerging diseases such as Nipah virus, Hendra virus, and the H5N 1 strain ofavian 
influenza (zoonotic diseases that have infected people, mostly in Asia) can be lethal 
since vaccines are elusive or have not been developed. 

Plant Pathogens 

I 
I The Agricultural Bioterrorism Protection Act of2002 (Subtitle B ofP.L. 107

188) also instructed APHIS and CDC to create the current official list of potential 
plantpathogens. TheFederal government lists biological agents andtoxins for plants 
in 7 CFR 331.3 (Table 6). The act requires that these lists be reviewed at least every 
two years, and revised as necessary.77 

I 
. th SlctA t L" tTable 6. PIant D'Iseases In e ee ~gen IS 

I Plant diseases caused by••• the select agents listed in 7 CFR 331.3 

Citrus greening Liberobacter africanus, L. asiaticus 

I Philippine downy mildew (ofcorn) Peronosclerospora philippinensis 

Bacterial wilt, brown rot (ofpotato) Ralstonia solanacearum, race 3, biovar 2 

I Brown stripe downy mildew (of com) Sclerophthora rayssiae var. zeae 

Potato wart or potato canker Synchytrium endobioticum 

I Bacterial leaf streak (ofrice) Xanthomonas oryzae pv. oryzicola 

Citrus variegated chlorosis Xylella faslidiosa
 

I Source: 7 CPR 331.3(a), supplemented With common disease names as appropriate.
 

I
 
76 S.Hrg. I 08491,Agroterrorlsm: The Threat to America'sBreadbasket, Senate Committee 
on Governmental Affairs, November 19, 2003, pp. 10 and 65

I [http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=108_senate_hearings&doci 
d=f:91045.wais.pd:t]. 

I 77 The list originally included soybean rust (Phakopsora pachyrhizi) and Plum pox (plum 
pox potyvirus), which were later removed. For example, when soybean rust became 
endemic in the southern United States, access as a "select agent" became less important. 

I 
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Prior to the act, there was not a commonlyrecognized list ofthe most dangerous 
plant pathogens, although several diseases were usually mentioned and are now

I included in the APHIS select agent list. 

The list ofseven biological agents and toxins in 7 CFR 331.3 was compiled by 

I the Plant Protection and Quarantine (PPQ) program in APIDS, in consultation with 
USDA's Agricultural Research Service; Forest Service; Cooperative State Research, 
Education, and Extension Service; and the American Phytopathological Society. The 

I listed agents and toxins are viruses, bacteria, or fungi that can pose a severe threat to 

I 
a number ofimportant crops, including potatoes, rice, corn, and citrus. Because the 
pathogens can cause widespread crop losses and economic damage, they could 
potentially be used by terrorists. 

I 
Otherplantpathogens not included in the select agent list possibly could be used 

against certain crops or geographic regions. Examples include Kamal bunt, citrus 

I 
canker, and soybean rust, all of which currently exist in the U.S. in regions 
quarantined or under surveillance by USDA. As with other agents, the effectiveness 
ofan attack to spread such a disease may be dependent on environmental conditions 
and difficult to achieve. 

I Countering the Threat 

I The goal ofthe U.S. animal and plant health safeguarding system is to prevent 

I 
the introduction and establishment of exotic pests and diseases, to mitigate their 
effects when present, and to eradicate them when feasible. In the past, introductions 
of pests and pathogens were presumed to be unintentional and occurred through 

I 
natural migration across borders or accidental movement by international commerce 
(passengers, conveyance, or cargo). However, a system designed for accidental or 
natural outbreaks is not sufficient for defending against intentional attack. 
Consequently, the U.S. system is being upgraded to address the reality of 
agroterrorism. 

I 
I Different analysts and agencies have various ways to outline a response for 

agroterrorism. The National Research Council outlines a three-pronged strategy for 
countering the threat of agroterrorism:78 

• Deterrence and prevention 

I • Detection and response 
• Recovery and management 

I Even though no foreign terrorist attacks on crops or livestock have occurred in 
the United States, government agencies and private businesses have not taken the 

I 
threat lightly. Biosecurity is an increasingly prominent among food manufacturers, 
merchandisers, retailers, and commercial fanners. Many agribusinesses have 
prepared response plans or added security measures to protecttheir product and brand 
names, ranging from input sources to processing and retail distribution networks. 

I 
78 National Research Council (2003), p. 41-59. 

I 
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I Deterrence and Prevention 

I Primary prevention and deterrence interventions for foreign pests and diseases 

I 
include international treaties and standards (such as the International Plant Protection 
Convention, and those ofthe OlElWorld Organization for Animal Health), bilateral 
and multilateral cooperative efforts, off-shore activities in host countries, port-of
entty inspections, quarantine, treatment, and post-import tracking ofplants, animals 
and their products. 

I 
I Every link in the agricultural production chain is susceptible to attack with a 

biological weapon. Traditionally the first defense against a foreign animal or plant 
disease has been to tty to keep it out ofthe countty. Agricultural inspectors at foreign 

I 
pre-clearance inspections and at the U.S. borders are the first line of defense.79 

Smuggling interdiction efforts can act as deterrents before biological agents reach 
their target. 

I 
DHS and USDA already conduct such inspection and quarantine practices, but 

continued oversight is necessary to determine which preparedness activities and 
threats need more attention. Off-shore activities include pre-clearance inspection by 

I 
APlllS of U.S. imports before products leave their port of origin. APlllS has 
personnel in at least 27 host countries. Althoughmany ofthese inspections programs 
were built to target unintentional threats, they are being augmented with personnel 
and technology to look for intentional threats. 

I Various U.S. intelligence and law enforcement agencies collect information 
about biological weapons that could be used against U.S. agriculture. Building and 
maintaining a climate of information sharing between USDA, DHS, and the 

I intelligence community is necessary, especially so that agriculture is not overlooked 
compared to other infrastructure and human targets. 

I Once inside the U.S., many parts of the food production chain may be 
susceptible to attack with a biological weapon. For example, terrorists may have 
unmonitored access to geographically remote crop fields and livestock feedlots. 

I Diseases may infect herds more rapidly in modem concentrated confinement 
livestockoperations than in openpastures. Anundetecteddisease mayspreadrapidly 
because livestockare transportedmore frequentlyand overgreaterdistances between 

I fanns, and to processing plants. Processing plants and shipping containers need to 
be secured and/or tracked to prevent tampering. 

I An important line ofdefense is biosecurity - the use of preventive security 

I 
measures against pathogens. On farms, biosecurity includes farm management 
practices that both protect animals and crops from the introduction of infectious 
agents and contain a disease to prevent its rapid spread within a herd or to other 
farms. Biosecurity practices include structmal enclosures to limit outside exposure 
to people and wild animals, and the cleaning and disinfection of people, clothing, 

I 
79 For more discussionofcurrent border inspections pmctices and data on past agricultural 

I and other inspections programs, see CRS Report RL32399, Border Security: Inspections 
Practices. Policies, and Issues, by Ruth Wasem et aI. 

I 
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vehicles, equipment, and supplies entering the farm. USDApromotes suchpractices 
for poultry in a program called "Biosecurity for the Birds."SG

I Most farm specialists agree that livestock farmers are increasingly aware ofthe 
importance of biosecurity measures, particularly since the FMD outbreaks in

I European cattle and the avian flu and exotic Newcastle infections in U.S. poultry. 
More fann operators are restricting visitors or requiring them to wear boot covers or 
other protective clothing to guard against bringing in disease. Regardless of the 

I reasonfor following biosecuritymeasures (terrorism oraccidents), theseprecautions 
help prepare farms against diseases. 

I	 Federal Authorities. When a foreign animal disease is discovered, whether 

I 
accidentally or intentionally introduced, the Secretary of Agriculture has broad 
authority to eradicate it or prevent it from entering the country.81 The use of these 
authorities is fairly common, as shown recently by the import restrictions placed on 

I 
H5NI avian flu-infected countries. Federal quarantines and restrictions on interstate 
movement within the U.S. are also common for certain pest and disease outbreaks, 
such as for sudden oak death in California and citrus canker in Florida. 

I 
In addition to federal authorities, most states have similarauthorities, at least for 

quarantine and import restrictions. In fact, the initial response to many outbreaks is 

I 
at the state or local level. Ifan outbreak. spreads across state lines or ifstate and local 
efforts are inadequate, federal involvement quickly follows. State and local officials 
usually consult with federal authorities and often seek federal assistance. 

I 
If an animal disease outbreak is found in the United States, the Secretary of 

Agriculture is authorized, among other things, to: 

I 
• Stop imports of animals and animal products into the U.S. from 

suspected countries (7 U.S.C. 8303); 

•	 Stop animal exports (7 U.S.C. 8304) and interstate transport of 
diseased or suspected animals (7 U.S.C. 8305); 

I 
•	 Seize, quarantine, and dispose of infected livestock to prevent 

dissemination ofthe disease (7 U.S.C. 8306); 

I 
•	 Compensate owners for the fair market value ofanimals destroyed 

by the Secretary's orders (7 U.S.C. 8306(d)); and 

I
 

I 
I
 

80 USDA-APHIS, "Biosecurity for the Birds: Biosecurity Tips: 6 Ways To Prevent Poultry 
Disease" [http://www.aphis.usda.gov/vs/birdbiosecurity/tips.html]. 

I 
81 The Plant Protection Act (p.L. 106-224, Title IV, Sec. 402, June 20, 2000) and the 
Animal Health Protection Act (p.L. 107-171, Title X, Sec. 10402, May 13, 2002) provide 
broad regulatory and eradication authorities to the Secretary and to APIllS. These acts 
replace apatchworkofsimilar laws dating backmanydecadesbycombiningauthorities into 
a unified framework. 

I 
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•	 Transfer the necessary funding from USDA's Commodity Credit 
Corporation (CCC) to cover costs of eradication, quarantine, and 
compensation programs (7 U.S.C. 8316).82 

Similar authorities cover plant pests and diseases (7 U.S.C. 7701-7772). 

Detection and Response 

In the FY2004 Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-199), the conference 
committee made the following observation about agroterrorism preparedness: 

"The conferees agree that emergency preparedness related to field crops, farm 
animals and food processing and distribution is ofcritical importance, and that 
the agriculture and food sectors are part of the critical infrastructure requiring 
heightened attention and protection. Given the integral roles of state and local 
governments andthe private sector indetecting, deterring and responding to acts 
of agro-terrorism, the conferees expect the Department ofAgriculture and the 
Department of Homeland Security to coordinate efforts in assisting states, 
particularly by providing financial and technical support to initiatives oriented 
toward interstate cooperation inj oint preparedness initiatives. The conferees are 
particularly interested in those states that have developed or are currently 
developing coordinated interstate initiatives" (H.Rept. 108-40lfor P.L. 108
199). 

Because biological attacks on crops and livestock may not be immediately 
apparent, existing frameworks for detecting, identifying, reporting, tracking, and 
managing natural and accidental disease outbreaks need to be upgraded to combat 
agroterrorism. Appropriate responses are being developed based on specific 
pathogens, targets, and other circumstances that may surround an attack. 

The exact methods for control and eradication operations are difficult to predict. 
Past experience and simulations have shown that day-to-day decisions would be 
made using "decision trees" that include factors such as the geographical spread, 
rates ofinfestation, available personnel, public sentiment, and industry cooperation. 
Response procedures are outlined in the APIllS Plant Protection and Quarantine 
(pPQ) Emergency Programs Manuaf'3 and the APIllS Veterinary SeIVices (VS) 
Federal Emergency Response Planfor an Outbreak ofFoot-and-Mouth Disease or 
Other Highly Contagious Diseases.84 The National Response Plan (NRP) also 
discusses USDA's role in responding to terrorist attacks or other disasters. 

82 For more information on CCC transfers for plant and animal health programs, see CRS 
Report RL32504, Funding Plant and Animal Health Emergencies: Transfers from the 
Commodity Credit Corporation, by Jim Monke. 

83 USDA-APillS Plant Protection and Quarantine (2002), Emergency Programs Manual, 
at [http://www.aphis.usda.gov/ppqlmanuals/emergency/pdCfileslEPM.pdfJ. 

84 A summary ofthe emergency response plan for animals is available from USDA-APillS 
at [http://www.aphis.usda.gov/lpalpubs/fsheet_fa~notice/fs_ahfmdres.html]. 
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I 
I The capacity to respond, however, is not always as strong as desired In recent 

years, thenumberofveterinarians with experience to recognize manyforeign animal 
diseases has declined. Success in eradicating many animal diseases in the United 

I 
I 

States has reduced the "opportunity" for new veterinarians to see such diseases. 
Also, the number oflarge animal veterinarians in private practice and within APHIS 
has declined. The American Veterinary Medical Association predicts that 7% of 
USDA positions for large animal veterinarians may go unfilled, and 4-5% ofsuch 
positions nationwide.as In light ofthis trend, APInS has initiated efforts to increase 
training for foreign animal diseases and create registries of veterinarians with 

I 
appropriate experience. TheNationalVeterinaryMedical Service Act, P.L. 108-161, 
provides new veterinarians with loanrepaymentassistance inexchangeforpracticing 
areas with veterinaryshortages andfor beingtasked bythe government in emergency 
situations.86 

I In an outbreak, damage is proportional to the time it takes to first detect the 
disease. If a foreign disease is introduced, responsibility for recognizing initial 

I 
symptoms rests with farmers, producers, veterinarians, plant pathologists and 
entomologists. But farmers sometimes are reluctant to voluntarily test crops or 
livestock for fear of economic loss or professional stature. Cooperative Extension 
Service agents at state universities are receiving additional training on recognizing 
the likely symptoms ofan agroterrorism attack.

I 
Effective detection depends on a heightened sense of awareness, and on the 

ability to rapidly determine the level ofthreat (e.g., developing and deploying rapid 

I disease diagnostic tools). Lessons from disease outbreaks, including the 2oo1FMD 
outbreaks in Europe and 2003-06 spread ofHSNI avian flu globally, show that the 
speed of detection, diagnosis, and control spell the difference between an isolated 

I incident and an economic and public health disaster. 

DHS and USDA have responded with a more detailed and coordinated plan to 

I secure the food supply, particularly with the announcement of HSPD-9. The 

I 
departments are cooperatingonresearchfunding, detection technology, surveillance, 
partnerships with private industry, and state and local response coordination.87 

Examples of the public-private partnerships for detection include the food and 

I 
agriculture Information Sharing and Analysis Center (!SAC) and the food and 
agriculture Sector Coordinating Council (SCC) - both discussed earlier in this 
report. 

I 
Numerous simulation ("table top'') exercises have been conducted by both 

federal, state and local authorities to test the response and coordination efforts ofa 

I 8S Sterner, Keith E. "An invited perspective on the shortage ofveterinarians in food supply 
veterinary medicine," Journal ofthe American Veterinary Medical Association, vol.229, 
July 1,2006, p. 30-32. 

I 86 The National Veterinary Medical Services Act received a $500,000 appropriation in the 
FY2006 agriculture appropriations oct (p.L. 109-97, H.Rept. 109-255). USDA regulations 
to implement the program are forthcoming. 

I 87 DHS Fact Sheet, "Strengthening the Security of Om Nation's Food Supply," July 6, 
2004, at [http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublicJinterapplpress_release/pressJelease_0453.xml]. 

I 
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I agroterrorism attack. Examples of such simulations include the Silent Prairie 
exercise in Washington (February 11,2003), the Silent Farmland exercise in North 

I Carolina (August 5,2003), and Exercise High Stakes in Kansas (June 18,2003). 

I 
The last line of defense, and the costliest, is the isolation, control, and 

eradicationofan epidemic. The more geographicallywidespread a disease outbreak, 

I 
the costlier and more drastic the control measures become. Officials gained valuable 
experience from recent agricultural disease outbreaks such as avian influenza in the 
U.S., Canada, and Asia;88 FMD in the UK.; and citrus canker in Florida. Each one of 

I 
these epidemics has required the depopulation and destruction oflivestock and crops 
in quarantine areas, indemnity payments to farmers, and immediate suspension of 
trade. 

I 
I 

Of all lines of defense, mass eradication is the most politically sensitive and 
difficult. Actions taken in each ofthese outbreaks have met with varying degrees of 
resistance from groups opposed to mass slaughter of animals, citizens concerned 
about environmental impacts of destroying carcases, or from fanners who fear the 
loss of their livelihood. During the 2001 outbreak ofFMD in the United Kingdom, 
the public was clearly opposed to the large pyres ofburning carcasses. The disposal 
of millions of chicken carcasses in British Columbia, Canada, during 2004 also 
caused a significant public debate. Thus, scientific alternatives are needed for mass I slaughter and carcass disposal.89 

I 
Judicial roadblocks also can interfere with eradication and control efforts. For 

example, science-based measures (tree removal within certain perimeters) to 
eradicate citrus canker in Florida's residential neighborhoods were challenged and 
delayed in the courts. The disease continued to spread and, before it could be 

I eradicated, was spread very widely by hurricanes in 2005. 

National Veterinary Stockpiles (NVS). HSPD-9 calls for a National 

I Veterinary Stockpile (NVS) "containing sufficient amounts of animal vaccine, 
antiviral, or therapeutic products to appropriately respond to the most damaging 
animal diseases affecting human health and the economy and that will be capable of

I deployment within 24 hours of an outbreak." 

Ata Senate agriculture committee hearing, Dr. James Roth, veterinaryprofessor 

I at Iowa State University, highlighted Rift Valley fever, Nipah virus, and avian 
influenza as candidates for the stockpile because the agents are contagious and can 
cause serious illness or death in humans. "Safe and effective vaccines for these three 

I diseases can be developed in a short time frame. This preventive measure would 
effectively reduce the serious threat these diseases pose to both public health and 
animal agriculture. Animal vaccines can be developed for a small fraction ofthe cost 

I ofdevelopinghuman vaccines. Vaccinating animals for zoonotic diseases effectively 

I 88 For more information on avian flu, see CRS Report RS21747, Avian Influenza: 
Agricultural Issues, by Jim Monke. 

I 89 National Agricultural Biosecurity Center (Kansas State), Carcass Disposal: A 
Comprehensive Review, August 2004 [http://fss.k-state.edu/researchlbooks/ 
carcassdispfiles/Carcass%20Disposal.html]. 

I 
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I 

I protects the human population from infection, and reduces the need to vaccinate 
people:'90 

I The NVS received $3 million in FY2005 and $3 million in FY2006. The 
Administration requests $8 million for FY2007 as part ofthe Food and Agriculture 
Defense Initiative. 

Recovery and Management 

I 
I Some activities, such as confinementand eradication, start in the response phase 

but continue throughout the recovery and management phase. Long-term economic 
recovery includes resuming the husbandry ofanimals and plants in the affected areas, 

I 
introducing new genetic traits that may be necessary in response to the pest or 
disease, rebuilding public confidence in domestic markets, and regaining 
international market share. 

I 
Confidence in food markets, by both domestic and international customers, 

depends on continuing surveillance after the threat is controlled or eradicated. 
Communication and education programs would need to inform growers directly 
affected by the outbreak, and inform consumers abo the source and safety of their 
food. The social sciences and public health institutions playa complementary role 

I to the agricultural sciences in responding to and recovering from agroterrorism. 

Iferadication ofthe pest ordisease is notpossible, an endemic infestation would 

I result in a lower equilibrium level ofproduction and/or product quality. Resources 
would be devoted to acquiring plant varieties with resistance characteristics and 
breeds of animals more suitable to the new environment. This is the goal of the 

I National Plant Disease Recovery System (NPDRS) mentioned in HSPD-9 and being 
initiated by APHIS. 

I National Plant Disease Recovery System (NPDRS). HSPD-9 calls for 

I 
a National Plant Disease Recovery System (NPDRS) "capable of responding to a 
high-consequence plant disease with pest control measures and the use of resistant 
seed varieties within a single growing season to sustain a reasonable level of 
production for economically important crops." 

I The primary resources for this recovery system are the U.S. National Plant 

I 
Germplasm System in conjunction with federal, state, university, extension, and 
industry scientists. Planning includes finding or developing seed varieties that 
resistant to certaindiseases, and pesticide control measures that prevent, slow, orstop 
high-consequence plant diseases from spreading. 

I The NPDRS received $2 million in FY2005 and $2 million in FY2006. The 
Administration requests $6 million for FY2007 as part of the Food and Agriculture 
Defense Initiative. 

I 
I 90 James A. Roth, DVM. Testimony before the Senate Committee Agriculture Committee, 

July 20, 2005 [http://agriculture.senate.govlHearingslhearings.cfm?hearingld=1572]. 

I 
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I Issues for Congress 

I Federal Appropriations 

I 
The annual appropriations process provides an opportunity for legislators to 

influence homeland security activities separate from writing authorizing legislation 
or conducting oversight hearings. In addition to the primary purpose of 
appropriations laws - providing or limiting funding - appropriators may also use 

I committee report language to request reports from federal agencies or make 
statements and stipulations about future counterterrorism activities. 

I For FY2007 appropriations, USDA requests $322 million for the "Food and 
Agriculture Defense Initiative," which is a list of priority homeland security 
programs that USDA wishes to highlight (Table 4). The initiative is not all

I inclusive, and represents 63% ofthe total $511 million requested appropriation for 
USDA homeland security activities. 

I DHS requests $2 million for FY2007 for a ··Joint Agro-terror Defense Office" 
(JADO) in the Science and Technology directorate. 

I These budget requests and past appropriations for agroterrorism are discussed 
earlier in this report under the heading "Federal Funding to Respond to 
Agroterrorism." 

I Proposed Legislation 

I Increasing the level of terrorism preparedness remains a concern, not only for 

I 
agroterrorism, but also for other forms of terrorism. Several bills have been 
introduced in the I09tb Congress to authorize funding or otherwise improve the level 
ofpreparedness or coordination ofresponse to an agroterrorist attack. These bill are 
listed in Table 7 and discussed in the context ofseveral issues below. 

I Two complementary bills addressing agroterrorism preparedness were 

I 
introduced by Senator Akaka: S. 572 (the Homeland Security Food and Agriculture 
Act) and S. 573 (the Agricultural Security Assistance Act). Versions ofboth bills 
were introduced in the 10glb Congress. Both bills address different aspects of 

I 
I 

agroterrorism preparedness and coordination. S. 572 amends the Homeland Security 
Act of 2002 by giving additional responsibilities to the Department of Homeland 
Security for agroterrorism preparedness. S. 573 (which subsequently was 
incorporated into Project Bioshield n, S. 975) tasks the Secretary ofAgriculture with 
various studies and programs, authorizes funding for state and local preparedness, 
public awareness programs, and biosecurity grants for farmers. S. 573/S. 975 also 
establish agriculture liaison position in the Department ofHomeland Security and 
Department of Health and Human Services. 

I 
I Anotheragroterrorismpreparedness bill, S. 1532 (theAgroterrorism Prevention 

Act) was introduced by Senator Specter. It would authorize funding for public 
awareness, on-farm biosecurity guidelines, and state and local preparedness 
assistance, and bolster laboratory and other response capacity. S. 1532 also addresses 

I 
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criminal penalties for agroterrorism, and coordination for agricultural issues in the 
intelligence community. 

H.R. 4239 and S. 1926 (the Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act), introduced by 
Representative Petri and Senator Inbofe, enhance criminal penalties for terrorism 
against animal enterprises, not only for agroterrorism as discussed in this report, but 
also for what is sometimes called "eco-terrorism" against animal research facilities 
or types oflivestock production. 

Table 7. Bills in the 109 th Conaress Addressma A~aroterronsm 

Bill in l09th Congress Committee jurisdiction Status 

Reported by committee 
12/15/2006 
S.Rept. 109-209 

S. 572 (Akaka) 
Homeland Security Food 
and Agriculture Act 

Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs 

S. 573 (Akaka) 
Agricultural Security 
Assistance Act 

Agriculture 

Health, Education, Labor, 

Referred to committee 
Incorporated into S. 975 

Committee hearing held S. 975 (Liebennan) 
Project BioShield IT Act and Pensions 7/21/2005 
Title 27 (Countermeasures S.Hrg. 109-210 
Against Agroterrorism) 

Agriculture Referred to committee 

Rererredtocommittee 

S. 1532 (Specter) 
Agroterrorism Prevention 
Act 

H.R 4239 (petri) 
S. 1926 (Inhofe) 
Animal Enterprise 
Terrorism Act 

Judiciary 

Source: CRS. 

In teImS of preparedness and coordination, the bills seek to provide more 
concrete Congressional instructions and budget authorizations for agroterrorism 
preparedness. However, similar results may occur ifthe presidential directive HSPD
9 is implemented successfully. The presidential directives facilitating agroterrorism 
preparedness, and subsequent administrative actions, did not exist when Senator 
Akaka's bills were introduced in the 10Sth Congress. 

While Congress certainly has oversight authority of federal agencies and may 
ask questions about implementation ofHSPD-9, a public law outlining and directing 
the implementation of an agroterrorism preparedness plan would establish the 
statutory parameters for such a plan, and, as a practical matter, might result in 
enhanced oversight by specifically identifying executive branch entities responsible 
for carrying out particular components of such a plan. 

USDA Programs to Bolster Preparedness. S. 573 was referred to the 
Agriculture Committee, but the most of the text was incorporated subsequently into 
Title 27 of S. 975 (Project Bioshield ll) which is referred to the Health, Education, 
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I 
I Labor, and Pensions Committee. S. 573 (andthus much ofTitle 27 ofS. 975) would 

authorize such sums as necessary, subject to annual appropriations, for state and local 
wlnerability assessments, emergency response plans, geographic information 

I 
systems, and grants to State and local agriculture health officials. The bill also would 
create awareness programs and grants for farm-level producers to improve 
biosecurity measures. These farm-level activities include development and 
dissemination of on-farm biosecurity guidelines, and on-farm biosecurity 
improvement grants (up to $10,000 per farm). 

I S. 1532 (the Agroterrorism PreventionAct) would authorize funding for USDA 

I 
and DHS-FEMA to assist States in developing response plans. It also would 
authorize funding for public awareness and the dissemination of farm-level 
biosecurity guidelines. S. 1532 would also mandate further development of a 

I 
National VeterinaryStockpile and a National PlantDisease Recovery System, largely 
as mentioned in HSPD-9. 

Responsibilities ofDHS. TheHomeland SecurityFood and Agriculture Act 
(S. 572, S.Rept. 109-209) would amend the Homeland Security Act of 2002 (p.L.

I 107-296) by giving additional biosecurity responsibilities to the Department of 
Homeland Security. The bill was reported favorably by the Homeland Security and 
Governmental Affairs Committee in September2005. Itwould give a leadership role 

I to DHS for agricultme security preparedness and disaster response. 

S. 572 authorizes an agriculture securityprogram in DHS that would advise and 

I consult with federal, State, local, and other agriculture officials regarding 

I 
agroterrorism preparedness. Itwould give the SecretaryofDHS authority to execute 
responsibilities mentioned in HSPD-7 and HSPD-9. It tasks DHS with coordinating 
much of an agroterrorism response by communicating, equipping, and otherwise 

I 
facilitating emergency response providers. DHS would also lead the response by 
coordinating with the Department ofTransportation, the Environmental Protection 
Agency, Department of Agriculture, and Department of State. DHS would 

I 
coordinate task forces to identify and recommend best practices for State response 
plans. The bill also creates a grant program to help State and local agricultural 
specialists prepare for agroterrorism by funding conferences and agroterrorism 
response exercises. 

I The Congressional Budget Office estimates that implementing S. 572 would 

I 
cost $8 million in 2006 and $53 million over a 5-year period. Of this tota~ $48 
million would fund additional staffand expenses in the current DHS Directorate for 
Preparedness, and $5 million would be for grants to State and local agriculture 
officials. 

I Inter-agencyCoordination. Shortly following enactment ofthe Homeland 

I 
I 

Security Act and the 2003 transfer from USDA to DHS of agricultural border 
inspections and the Plum Island agricultural research facility, concerns over DHS 
dedication to these agricultural functions began rising. Moreover, concern over 
coordination between established agencies and DHS is not unique to agriculture. 
Nonetheless, the issue of improved coordination between federal agencies with 
various jurisdictions, which agency has primary responsibility, and encouraging 

I
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I agencies to seeking adequate consultation from other stakeholders has been raised in 
many venues and proposed legislation. 

I For example, the Agricultural Security Assistance Act (S. 573) establishes 
agriculture liaison position in the Department of Homeland Security (specifically 
with the Federal Emergency Management Agency, FEMA), and in the Department 
ofHealth and Human Services. S. 572, among other things, gives leadership roles 
for preparedness and response, particularly with first responders, to DHS. 

I S. 1532 (the Agroterrorism Prevention Act) would instruct DRS, HHS, USDA, 

I 
intelligence agencies, Interior, EPA, and other agencies to coordinate response plans, 
conduct wlnerability assessments, and expand monitoring and surveillance for 
agroterrorism. The bill also mentions enhanced intelligence systems and 
cooperation, tracking systems for agricultural products, laboratory networks, and 
border inspection training. S. 1532 would direct DRS, in coordination with other 

I agencies, to assess the need for modernizing orreplacingBL-3 and BL-41aboratories 
with agricultural capacity. 

I Project Bioshield II (S. 975) would establish a working group spanning USDA, 
DRS, HIlS, and FDA to identify and recommend specific actions, capacities, and 
limitations regarding agroterrorism preparedness. 

I Section 2708 ofS. 975 (project BioShield II) would compel DHS to cooperate 
with USDA and other intelligence agencies to improve the targeting ofagricultural

I border inspections. While the agencies are working together already toward this 
goal, such legislation would further compel the coordination of the departments. 

I Border Inspections. Once agricultural border inspectors were transferred 

I 
from USDA to DHS, some Members and industry groups expressed concerns that 
DHS would concentrate onmore immediate or catastrophic homeland securityissues 
such as immigration or radiological threats, and neglectagricultural functions. Some 

I 
were also concerned that personnel and resources fonnerly devoted to agriculture 
would be shifted to other DRS areas (for more background, see the earlier section on 
the Homeland Security Act). 

I 
Coordination over agricultural border inspections was raised in the conference 

report for the FY2005 Consolidated Appropriations Act (p.L. 108-447, R.Rept. 108
792). Conferrees expressed their concern overtwo agricultural functions transferred 
to DHS, and requested a GAO study ofcoordination between DHS and USDA. 

I 
I The conferees are aware ofongoing concerns within the agriculture sector that 

the transfer ofthese responsibilities [border inspection and research] may shift 
the focus away from agriculture to other priority areas of DHS. In order to 
ensure that the interests ofU.S. agriculture are protected and that the intent ofthe 
Homeland Security Act of 2002 is being fully met, including the proper 
allocation of AQI [Agricultural Quarantine Inspection] and other funds, the 

I conferees request the GovernmentAccountability Office to provide a report, no 

I 
later than March 1, 2005, on the coordination between USDA and DHS in 
protecting the U.S. agriculture sector, including a description of the long-term 
objectives of joint activities at Plum Island and the effectiveness of AQI and 
other inspection activities (II.Rept. 108-792). 

I 
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I 
I 

This was the impetus for the 2006 GAO study, Management and Coordination 
Problems Increase the Vulnerability of u.s. Agriculture to Foreign Pests and 
Disease (GAO-06-644), discussed earlier in this report, which identified several 
problems concerning inter-agency coordination and inspection performance. 

I Judicial Issues. Both S. 573 and S. 975 would instruct the Attorney General 

I 
to review. State and local laws relating to agroterrorism to determine whether any 
such laws would facilitate (or impede) the implementation ofagroterrorism response 
plans and whether a State court could delay the implementation of such federal 
response plans. 

I S. 1532 (the Agroterrorism Prevention Act) would criminalize acts of 
agroterrorism by amending Title 18 ofthe U.S. Code to define agroterrorist acts and 
prescribing penalties of fines, imprisonment, or death. 

I The Animal Enterprise Terrorism Act (H.R. 4239 and S. 1926) would enhance 

I 
the authority of the Department of Justice to prosecute and convict individuals 
committing terrorism against animal enterprises. The bills define such acts and 
prescribes penalties. The provisions would seem to apply not only to international 

I 
actors committing agroterrorism in the United States, but also to acts commonly 
considered "eco-terrorism" that are conducted by parties within the United States 
against locations such as animal research facilities or confinement livestock 
operations. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
USDAI is the leading advocate for rural America. 

The Department supports rural 
communities and enhances quality of life 

I 
for rural residents by improving their 

economic opportunities, community infrastructure, 
environmental health, and the sustainability of agricultural 
production. The common goal is to help create thriving rural 

communities where people want to live and raise families, 

I 
and where the children have economic opportunities and a 
bright future. 

I 
USDA revitalizes rural communities by expanding economic 
opportunities and creating jobs for rural residents. USDA, in 
cooperation with its public and private partners, is 
connecting rural residents to the global economy by 
expanding access to broadband to unserved and underserved 

I communities; promoting rural leadership in sustainable 

I 
renewable energy development; creating new opportunities 
for small agricultural producers to market their products by 
developing local and regional food systems; ensuring that 

I 
rural residents capitalize on potential opportunities presented 
by the Nation's efforts to develop markets for ecosystem 
services and mitigate climate change; and generating jobs 
through recreation and natural resource conservation, 
restoration, and management in rural areas. USDA operates 
job training and business development programs that give 

I rural residents the tools and capacity to access markets and 
enter the green economy. 

I 
USDA is working to enhance the livability of rural 
communities. The Department uses 21st century technology 
to rebuild infrastructure, ensure that rural residents have 
decent housing and homeownership opportunities, clean 

I water, adequate systems for handling waste, reliable 

I 
electricity and renewable energy systems, and critical 
community facilities including health-eare centers, schools, 
and public safety departments. USDA also helps 
communities invest in strategic green-infrastructure planning 
and protection of critical natural resources. 

I The economic vitality and quality oflife in rural America 
also depends on a financially healthy agriculturaI system and 
access to agricultural markets. The country's farmers help 

I
 
I
 
I
 

ensure that all ofAmerica and many other parts of the world 
have nutritious and safe food, adequate energy sources, and 
fiber products sufficient to meet the needs ofour rapidly 
growing population. USDA works to ensure American 
farmers and ranchers are competitive and producers have 
access to new and international markets, adequate support in 
times of economic or environmental distress, and the ability 
to manage their risks. The Department strives to provide 
agricultural producers with an adequate safety net comprised 
ofnecessary risk management tools, disaster assistance, and 
prompt and equitable assistance for farmers, ranchers, and 
eligible landowners. USDA encourages producers to be good 
stewards of their lands SO American agriculturaI production 
is economically and environmentally sustainable, as well as 
socially beneficial. 

USDA will achieve this goal through a focus on asset and 
data-driven investment decisions coupled with strategic 
place-based decision making. The Department will provide 
on-the-ground support (financial, technical, and planning 
assistance) for local multi-county, community-driven 
strategic plans. USDA will also use the Rural Innovation 
Initiative to promote economic opportunity and job creation 
in rural communities. These investments will facilitate and 
support regional economic development by combining a 
multitude of financial and technical resources to maximize 
the collaborative economic development impact on high
priority regions. As part ofthis strategy, USDA will create 
partnerships to leverage investments made by other Federal 
departments, tribal, State, and local partners, and private 
entities to more effectively support rural communities and 
regions. These investments allow and support our long-term 
national prosperity by ensuring that ruraI communities are 
self-sustaining, repopulating, and thriving economically. 

Over the next 5 years, USDA will work to enhance rural 
prosperity (Objective 1.1), create livable communities 
(Objective 1.2), and support a sustainable, competitive 
agricultural system (Objective 1.3). 

STRATEGIC PLAN FOR FY 2010 - 2015 
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County: POINSETI State Aid Notice 2009-10 FIN-10-067 for additional information.
 
District: WEINER February 26,2010 FIN-10-005 Prior State Aid Notice CM
 - •
 

DATA 
1. 2008 Real Assessment $ 25,336,450 14. Local Revenue Per Student $ 2,672.24 
2. 2008 Personal Assessment $ 7,164,535 15. Foundation Funding Amount Per Student $ 5,905.00 
3. 2008 Utility Assessment $ 4,800,696 16. State Foundation Funding Aid Per StUdent $ 3,232.76 
4. 2008 Total Assessment $ 37,301,681 17. Enhanced Educational Funding Rate $ 35.00 
5. 98% of URT X Assessment $ 913,891 18. PY ALE FTEs (Quarters 1-4) 
6. Actual URT Collections $ 19. CY English Language Learner Students 
7. Five-year Avg. Misc. Funds1 $ 310 20. PY NSLA Students (Free and Reduced) 187 
8. 2007-08 ADM (Quarters 1-3) 342.12 21. Professional Development Funding Rate $ 41.32 
9. 2008-09 ADM (Quarters 1-3) 342.11 22. Adjusted 1/1/05 Scheduled Debt Payment $ 88,130.25 

10. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 1) 325.02 23. Bonded Debt Assistance Funding Factor $ 18.03 
11. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 2) 328.84 24. State Wealth Index (for BOA) $ .17339 
12. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 3) 335.03 25. ADM of Isolated School Area 
13. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 4) 332.20 26. Isolated Funding Amount $ 

FUNDING 
Fundina Category Amount Statutory Code/Act Restricted Rev. Code SOF Code 

27. State Foundation Funding Aid $ 1,105,959 6-20-2303 &2305, Acts 1469 &1474 of 2009 No 31101 000 
28. Educational Excellence Trusf - R $ 118,515 6-5-301 et seq. Yes 
29. Enhanced Educational Funding $ 11,974 6-20-2305, Act 1474 of 2009 No 31102 000 
30. Alternative Learning Environment - R $ 6-20-2305 Yes 32370 275 
31. English Language Learners - R $ 6-20-2305 Yes 32371 276 
32. National School Lunch Act3 - R $ 92,752 6-20-2305, Act 1469 of 2009 Yes 32381 281 
33. NSLA Transitional Funding3

- R $ 6-20-2305, Act 1469 of 2009 Yes 32381 281 
34. NSLA Growth Funding3

- R $ 6-20-2305 Yes 32381 281 
35. Professional Development - R $ 14,136 6-20-2305, Act 1421 of 2009 Yes 32256 223 
36. Bonded Debt Assistance - R $ 2,527 6-20-2503, Act 1479 of 2009 Yes 32915 001 
37. State Financial Assistance - GFF - R $ 1,888 6-20-2503 No 32912 392 
38. State Financial Assistance - SMIF - R $ 6-20-2503 No 31620 001 
39. Isolated Funding $ 18,752 6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 &1421 of 2009 Yes 31500 212 
40. Isolated Special Needs Funding4 

- R $ 101,008 6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 &1421 of 2009 Yes 31500 212 
41. Isolated Special Needs Transportation $ 6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 & 1421 of 2009 Yes 32248 228 
42. Isolated Special Needs Adequacy $ 6-20-2305 No 31500 212 
43. Declining Enrollment Funding5

- R $ 6-20-2305 No 31460 218 
44. Declining Enrollment Adequacy - R $ 6-20-2305 No 31460 218 
45. Student Growth-Qtr.1 & Est. Qtrs. 2, 3 & 46

- R $ 6-20-2303 &2305, Act 1501 of 2009 No 31450 217 
46. 98% of URT less Actual URT Collections - R $ 6-20-2303 &2305, Acts 1186 & 1397 of 2009 No 31103 000 

A.C.A.-Arkansas code annotated, ADM-average daily membership, Avg.-average, ALE-altemative learning environment, CY-current year, Est.-estimated, FTE-full·time equivalent, GFF-general facilities
 
fUnding, LEA-local education agency, M&O-maintenance &operation, Misc.-miscellaneous. NSLA-national school lunch act, PY-prior year, Qtrs.-quarters, R-state board rule, Rev.-revenue, SFF-state
 
foundation funding, SMIF-supplemental millage incentive funding, SOF-source of fund, URT·uniform rate oftax
 

1) Miscellaneous funds per Act 1469 of 2009 =for categories of miscellaneous funds received in FY08 (average of FY04 through FY08) X (URT/total mills)
 
2) Educational excellence trust funds are included in state foundation funding aid, and are restricted pursuant to A.CA § 6-5-307.
 
3) The combination of NSLA, NSLA transitional (pIus or minus) and NSLA growth equals the total net NSLA received by a school district.
 
4) Eligible school districts shall receive isolated special needs funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-604 or declining enrollment funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (a) (3) (A) (i). Funds received due to eligibility
 
under A.CA § 6-20-604 (f) are unrestricted.
 
5) No school district shall receive both declining enrollment funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (a) (3) (A) (i) and student growth funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (c) or isolated special needs funding
 
under A.C.A. § 6-20-604. The initial state aid notice provides declinin9 enrollment funding that has not been compared to estimated student growth funding and/or isolated special needs funding. The mid

year state aid notice reflects the result of these comparisons.
 
6) The final determination of FY10 student growth funding will be made in FY11 pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 as amended by Act 1501 of 2009.
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_ EA: _ 
- -PR~AR" _ ~efe"'mm~r's _ Nu'

County: POINsetT State Aid Notice 2009-10 FIN-10-067 for additional information. - -- - • 
District: HARRISBURG February 26, 2010 FIN-10-005 Prior State Aid Notice CM 

DATA 
1. 2008 Real Assessment $ 35,710,751 14. Local Revenue Per Student $ 1,072.36 
2. 2008 Personal Assessment $ 10,524,405 15. Foundation Funding Amount Per Student $ 5,905.00 
3. 2008 Utility Assessment $ 3,802,895 16. State Foundation Funding Aid Per Student $ 4,832.64 
4. 2008 Total Assessment $ 50,038,051 17. Enhanced Educational Funding Rate $ 35.00 
5. 98% of URT X Assessment $ 1,225,932 18. PY ALE FTEs (Quarters 1-4) 7.27 
6. Actual URT Collections $ 19. CY English Language Learner Students 9 
7. Five-year Avg. Misc. Funds1 $ 1,662 20. PY NSLA Students (Free and Reduced) 863 
8. 2007-08 ADM (Quarters 1-3) 1,118.41 21. Professional Development Funding Rate $ 41.32 
9. 2008-09 ADM (Quarters 1-3) 1,144.76 22. Adjusted 1/1/05 Scheduled Debt Payment $ 330,705.00 

10. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 1) 1,139.96 23. Bonded Debt Assistance Funding Factor $ 18.03 
11. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 2) 1,148.20 24. State Wealth Index (for BOA) $ .77810 
12. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 3) 1,157.98 25. ADM of Isolated School Area 
13. Estimated 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 4) 1,149.63 26. Isolated Funding Amount $ 

FUNDING 
Fundina CategorY Amount StatutorY Code!Act Restricted RlnI. Code SO~Co_de 

27. State Foundation Funding Aid $ 5,532,213 6-20-2303 &2305. Acts 1469 &1474 of 2009 No 31101 000 
28. Educational Excellence Trusf - R $ 592,832 6-5-301 et seq. Yes 
29. Enhanced Educational Funding $ 40,067 6-20-2305, Act 1474 of 2009 No 31102 000 
30. Alternative Learning Environment - R $ 29,538 6-20-2305 Yes 32370 275 
31. English Language Learners - R 
32. National School Lunch Act3 

- R 
33. NSLA Transitional Funding3 

- R 
34. NSLA Growth Funding3 

- R 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

2,637 
856,096 

-142,688 

6-20-2305 
6-20-2305, Act 1469 of 2009 
6-20-2305, Act 1469 of 2009 

6-20-2305 

Yes 
Yes 
Yes 
Yes 

32371 
32381 
32381 
32381 

276 
281 
281 
281 

35. Professional Development - R $ 47,301 6-20-2305, Act 1421 of 2009 Yes 32256 223 
36. Bonded Debt Assistance - R $ 106,142 6-20-2503, Act 1479 of 2009 Yes 32915 001 
37. State Financial Assistance - GFF - R $ 15,383 6-20-2503 No 32912 392 
38. State Financial Assistance - SMIF - R $ 9,235 6-20-2503 No 31620 001 
39. Isolated Funding 
40. Isolated Special Needs Funding4 

- R 
$ 
$ 

6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 &1421 of 2009 
6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 &1421 of 2009 

Yes 
Yes 

31500 
31500 

212 
212 

41. Isolated Special Needs Transportation $ 6-20-601 et seq., Acts 811 &1421 of 2009 Yes 32248 228 
42. Isolated Special Needs Adequacy 
43. Declining Enrollment Funding5 

- R 
$ 
$ 

6-20-2305 
6-20-2305 

No 
No 

31500 
31460 

212 
218 

44. Declining Enrollment Adequacy - R 
45. Student Growth-Qtr.1 & Est. Qtrs. 2, 3 & 46 

- R 
$ 
$ 31,776 

6-20-2305 
6-20-2303 &2305, Act 1501 of 2009 

No 
No 

31460 
31450 

218 
217 

46. 98% of URT less Actual URT Collections - R $ 6-20-2303 &2305, Acts 1186 &1397 of 2009 No 31103 000 

A.C.A.-Arkansas code annotated, ADM-average daily membership, Avg.-average, ALE-alternative learning environment, CY-current year, Est.-estimated, FTE-full-time equivalent, GFF-general facilities
 
funding, LEA-local education agency, M&O-maintenance & operation, Misc.-miscellaneous, NSLA-national school lunch act, PY-prior year, Qtrs.-quarters, R-state board rule, Rev.-revenue, SFF-state
 
foundation funding, SMIF-supplemental millage incentive funding, SOF-source offund, URT-uniform rate of tax
 

1) Miscellaneous funds per Act 1469 of 2009 = for categories of miscellaneous funds received in FYOB (average of FY04 through FYOB) X (URT/total mills)
 
2) Educational excellence trust funds are inclUded in state foundation funding aid, and are restricted pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-5-307.
 
3) The combination of NSLA, NSLA transitional (plus or minus) and NSLA growth equals the total net NSLA received by a school district.
 
4) Eligible school districts shall receive isolated special needs funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-604 or declining enrollment funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (a) (3) (A) 0). Funds received due to eligibility
 
under A.C.A. § 6-20-604 (f) are unrestricted.
 
5) No school district shall receive both declining enrollment funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (a) (3) (A) (i) and student growth funding under A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 (c) or isolated special needs funding
 
under A.C.A. § 6-20-604. The initial state aid notice provides declining enrollment funding that has not been compared to estimated student growth funding and/or isolated special needs funding. The mid

year state aid notice reflects the result of these comparisons.
 
6) The final determination of FY10 student growth funding will be made in FY11 pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-20-2305 as amended by Act 1501 of 2009.
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•,OUnty: POINSETT WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT	 LEA:5607000 

2008·2009 2009-2010 2008-2009 2009-2010 

1 Area in Square Miles 
&&tUIl 

197 
IWIul 

CURRENTEXPENOrrURES 
AmIIl IlII.dDIt 

I ADA	 316 Instruction: 
ADA pet Change over 5 YIS.	 (6%) 

49 RegUlar Instruction	 1,396,790 1,369,4834 QTR ADM 343
 
5 Prior Year 3QTR ADM 342
 

I 
50 Special Education 258,406 216,098 

6 Assessment 37,301,681 51 WOIkforce Education 140,909 149,277 
M&OMUIs 36.40 52 Adult Education 0 0 
URTMiUs	 25.00 53 Compensatory Education	 133,127 128.407 
M&O Mills in Excess of URT	 11.40 54 Other	 98,316 107,034

10 Dedicated M&O Mills	 0.00 
55 Totallnstruc:tlon	 2,027,547 1,970,29811 Debt Service Mills	 3.50
 

1

2 Total Mftls 39.90 District Level Support:
 
3 Total Debt BondINon-Bond 1,343,565 56 General Administration 209,537 206,386
 
tate and Local Revenue:
 57 central Services	 65 400 

14 Property Tax Receipts (Including URT) 1,471,044 1,518,363 58 Maintenance & Operations of Plant 361,951 491,007
15 Other Local Receipts	 307,085 178,591 

59 Student Transportation	 154,567 139,1116 Revenue from ln1errnedlate Sources 0 0 
_ 7.1 Foundation Funding (Excl URT) 1,085,363 f,206,492 60 Other District Level Support Services 0 0 

7.2 Enhanced Educational Funding	 29,764 0 61 Total DIatrIct Support services 726,120 836,904 
7.3 Tax Collection Rate Guarantee	 19,792 0 School Level Support:

18 Studant Growth Funding	 15,978 0 

Ii	 
62 Student Support seJVices 100,657 88,249Declining Enrollmant Funding 0 0 
63 InsIJUctionai Staff SUpport Servlces 108,745 107,123Consolidation Incentive/Assistance 0 0 

1 Isolated Funding 99,027 100,000 64 School Administration 206,734 217,568 
Supplemental Millage Incentive Funding 0 0 65 Total School Level Support Serv.cn 416,136 412,940 

23 Other Unrestricted State FUnding 1,288 0 Non-lnstructional services:
4 Total Unrestrtc:tBd Revenue from State and 3,029.341 3,003,446 

66 Food serviCe OperaUons	 140,642 138,078Local Sources 
67 Other Enterprise Operations 0 0estrlcted Revenue from State Sources: 

•	 5 Adult Education 0 0 68 Community Operations 180 0 
Regular Education: 69 Other Non-Instructional SelVices 0 0 

Professional Development 14,140 14,136 70 T~INon~nskuction.Senrices 140,822 138,078 
7 Other Regular Education 13,384 13,000 71 Facilities Acquisition and Construction 193,133 0 . Education: 

72 Debt SelVice	 114,849 102,464 ~Gifted & Talented	 1,100 0 
73 Payment to Other LEAs Within State	 0 0 

11 
29 Alternative Leaming Environment (ALE) 0 0 

English Language Leamer (ELL) 0 0 74 Payment to Other LEAs Outside State 0 0 
1 National SChool Lunch Act (NSLA) 87,792 92,752 75 Other Non-Programmed Costs 0 0 
2 Other Special Education 26.953 2,500 76 T~I Expenditures	 3,618,607 3,460,684
3 Woridorce Education	 8,125 8,000 77 Less: Capital expenditures	 276,006 79,361

34 School Food SelVice	 1,228 1,250 
78 less: Debt SelVice	 114,849 102,464Educational selVice Cooperatives 0 0 

Early Childhood Programs 0 0 79 Total Cunent Expenditures 3,227,753 3,278,859 
7 Magnet School Programs	 0 0 80 Exdusions from Current Expenditures 214,638 

• Other Non-Instructional Programs 4,745 4,500 81 Net Current Expenditures	 3,013,116 
39	 Total Restricted Revenue from State Sources 157,467 136,138
 

727,668 260,&t6
 82 Per Pupil Expenditures 9,523 
.~ rS=:venuefrom Federal 

83 Personnel- Non-Federal Certified Clsrm FTEs 33.61 

~ Financing Sources 327,814 0 84 Avg salary - Non-Fed Certified Clsrm FTEs 38,059 

42 Balances from Consolidated/Annexed District 0 0 85 Personnel - Non-Federal Certified FTEs 36.63 
43 Indirect Cost Reimbursement 0 0 

Ii	 
86 Avg Salary - Non-Fed Cartified FTEs 40,386Gains and Losses from Sale of Fixed Assets 0 0
 

5 Compensation for Loss of Fixed Assets 0 0 87.1 Legal Balance (funds 1-2-4) 911,678
 
Other 0 0 87.2 Categorical Fund Balance 10,278 
Total OtherSources of Funds 327,814 0 87.3 Deposits with Paying Agents (QZAB)	 0 
Total Revenue and Other Sources of Funds 3.742,289 3,400,430 87.4 Net Legal Balance (ExclUding Categorical and 901,400
from All Sources QZAB) 

88 BUilding Fund Balance (fund 3) 54,965 
89 Captial OuUay Fund Balance (fund 5) 0 

I 
I 
I 
I 

lr2'2010 - 176-	 9:20:41 PM 
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•rnty: POINSETI HARRISBURG SCHOOL DISTRICT LEA:5602000 

2008·2009 2009-2010 2008-2009 2009·2010 
&ilIW IbUkIIl &lIal &wiiIIl 

1 Area in Square Miles 171 CURRENT EXPENDITURES 

I ADA 1.053 Instruction: 
ADA pet Change over 5 Yrs. • 6% 

49 Regular Instruction 3.745.652 3.592.2214QTRADM 1,145 
50 Special Education 770.872 783.6075 Prior Year 3QTR ADM 1.145 

I 
6 Assessment 50.038.051 51 Worldorce Education 213,234 207.512 

M&OMUls 25.00 52 Adult Education 0 0 
URTMIlIs 25.00 53 Compensatory Education 224.282 403.169 
M&O Mills in Excess of URT 0.00 54 Other 321,146 361,797

10 Dedlcaled M&O Mills 0.00 
55 Totallnstruc:tion 5,275,186 5,348,30611 Debt Service Mills 10.50
 

1
2 Total Mills 35.50 District Level Support:
 
3 Total Debt BondlNon-8ond 6.478.925 56 General Administration 327,882 356,452
 
tate and Local Revenue:
 57 Central Services 187.515 214.767 

14 Property Tax Receipts (Including URT) 1.686.565 1.660.000 58 Maintenance & Operations of Plant 867.749 872.750
15 other Local Receipts 304.615 38,500 

59 Student Transportation 446.959 455.8256 Revenue from Intermediate Sources 0 0 
_ 7.1 Foundation FUnding (Excl URT) 5.291.784 5.532.213 60 Other District Level Support Services 9.063 9.000 

72 Enhanced Educational Funding 97.302 40.067 61 Total DilItrIct Support Services 1,839,188 1,908,794 
7.3 Tax CoUection Rate Guarantee 15.690 0 School Level Support:

18 Student Growth Funding 167,548 0 

Ii 
62 Student Support Services 688.593 793.630Declining Enrollment Funding 0 0 
63 Instructional Staff Support Services 702.112 524,505 

1 Isolated Funding 0 0 64 SChool Administration 375.832 395.813 
o Consolidation Incenlive/Assistance 0 0 

Supplemental Millage Incentive Funding 10.774 9.235 65 Total School Level Support Services 1,766,537 1,713,948 
23 other Unrestricted State Funding 700 0 Non-lnstructlonal Services:

Totat Unrestrtel8d Revenue from State and 7,574,978 7,280,015 
66 Food Service Operations 456.819 520.450Local Sources 

, trlcted Revenue from State Sources: 67 Other Enterprise Operations 0 0 

5 Adult Education 0 0 68 Community Operations 250 1,000 
RegUlar Education: 69 Other Non-Instructional Services 0 0 

Professional Development 46,224 47.301 70 Total Non.JnstructJonal services 457,069 521,450 
7 other Regular Education 34.089 6,000 71 Facilities Acquisition and Construction 101.612 43.000

I Edueatfon: 
72 Debt Service 498,020 514.664 ~ Gifted & Talented 8 150 0 
73 Payment to Other LEAs Within State 0 029 AJIernative Leaming Environment (ALE) 29.782 29.538 

English language Leamer (ELL) 2,344 0 74 Payment to Other LEAs Outside State 0 0 
1 National SChool Lunch Act (NSLA) 531,048 713,408 75 Other Non-Programmed Costs 13,254 0 
2 other Special Education 240.910 194.128 76 Total Expenditures 9,950,845 10,050,162

• Worldorce Education 15.438 13.000 77 Less: CaPital Expenditures 477,735 241,850
34 SChool Food Service 9.072 9.000
 

i!
 
78 Less: Debt Service 498.020 514.664
Educalional Service Cooperatives 0 0 

Early Childhood Programs 0 0 79 Total Cummt Expenditures 8,975,091 9,293,648 
Magnet SChool Programs 0 0 80 Exclusions from Current Expenditures 659,074 
other Non-Instructional Programs 128,465 121.504 81 Net CulT8llt Expenditures 8,316,017
 

39 Total Restricted Revenue from Slate Sources 1,037,521 1,133,879
 
1,406,281 1,317,688 82 Per Pupil Expenditures 7,894

.~ers::===YenuefromFederat 83 Personnel - Non-Federal Certified Clsnn FTEs 80.02 

84 Avg Salary - Non-Fed Certified Clsrm FTEs 40,848
 

42 Balances from Consolidated/Annexed District 0 0 85 Personnel- Non-Federal Certified FTEs 84.98
 
43 Indirect Cost Reimbursement 0 0
 

E Financing Sources 68,989 0 

Ii 
86 Avg Salary - Non-Fed Certified FTEs 43,079Gains and Losses from Sale of Fixed Assets 0 0 

Compensation for Loss of Fixed Assets 9.014 0 87.1 Legal Balance (funds 1-2-4) 1,062.673 
other 0 0 87.2 Categorical Fund Balance 70.521 
Total Other Sources of Funds 78,003 0 87.3 Deposits with Paying Agents (QZAB) 0 
Total Revenue and Other Sources ofFunds 10,096,783 9,731,582 87.4 Net Legal Balance (Excluding Categorical and 992,152
from All Sources QZAB) 

88 Building Fund Balance (fund 3) 0 
89 Caplial ouUay Fund Balance (fund 5) 0 

I 
I 
I 
I 

lar2,2010 -173- 9:20:41 PM 
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------------------
Arkansas Department of Education 
Consolidation!Annexations of LEA I s 

(1983-2010) 

# of Dist. Effective 

After Merge Date LEA County New District Districts that ConsolidatedlAnnexed to form new district 

369 I-Jul-83 3606 Johnson Westside Coal Hill Hartman 

368 I-Jul-83 3804 Lawrence Hoxie Hoxie Cloverbend 

367 I-Jul-83 3508 Jefferson Wabbaseka Tucker Wabbaseka Tuc~ Plum Bayou 

366 I-Jul-84 1106 Clay Clay County Central Greenway Rector 

365 I-Jul-84 4708 Mississippi Gosnell Gosnell Dell 
364 I-Jul-84 1605 Craighead Buffalo Island Central Monette Leachville 

363 I-Jul-84 2803 Greene Marmaduke Marmaduke Lafe 
362 I-Jul-84 203 Ashley Hamburg Hamburg Portland 

361 I-Jul-84 3505 Jefferson Pine Bluff Pine Bluff Linwood 

360 I-Jul-85 4003 Lincoln Star City Star City Glendale 

359 I-Jul-85 1613 Craighead Riverside Caraway Lake City 

358 I-Jul-85 306 Baxter Tri County Big Flat Fifty Six 

357 I-Jul-85 3306 Izard Izard County Consolidated Oxford Violet Hill 

356 I-Jul-85 7509 Yell Western Yell County Havana Belleville 

355 I-Jul-85 2705 Grant Sheridan Sheridan GrapeVine 

354 I-Jul-85 3201 Independence Batesville Batesville Desha 

353 I-Jul-85 602 Bradley Warren Warren Banks 

352 I-Jul-85 3403 Jackson Newport Newport Beedeville 

351 I-Jul-85 1101 Clay Corning Corning Knobel 

347 I-Jul-85 5008 Nevada Nevada County S.D. Cale Oakgrove Willisville Laneburg Bodcaw 

346 I-Jul-85 2808 Greene Northeast AR Oak Grove Paragould 

345 I-Jul-85 3211 Independence Midland Floral Pleasant Plains 

344 I-Jul-85 101 Arkansas DeWitt DeWitt St Charles 

343 I-Jul-85 5201 Ouachita Bearden Bearden Thornton 

342 I-Jul-85 1301 Cleveland Kingsland Kingsland New Edinburg 

341 I-Jul-85 902 Chicot Eudora Eudora Ross Van Ness 

340 I-Jul-86 5605 Poinsett Trumann Trumann Common 

339 I-Jul-86 5608 Poinsett East Poinsett Tyronza Lepanto 

338 I-Jul-86 4706 MisSissippi So. Miss County So. Miss County Luxora 

337 I-Jul-86 303 Baxter Mountain Home Mountain Home Oakland 

336 I-Jul-86 203 Ashley Hamburg Hamburg Wilmot 

335 I-Jul-86 4712 MiSSissippi Manila Manila Etowah 

334 I-Jul-86 6701 Sevier DeQueen DeQueen Gillham 
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-------------------
333 l-Jul-86 1402 Columbia Magnolia Magnolia Village 
332 l-Jul-87 5204 Ouachita Fairview Fairview Chidester 
331 l-Jul-87 2705 Grant Sheridan Sheridan Leola 
330 l-Jul-87 6205 St. Francis Palestine-Wheatley Palestine Wheatley 

329 l-Jut-87 1001 Clark Amity Amity Okolona 

329 l-Jul-87 1002 Clark Arkadelphia Arkadelphia Okolona 

329 l-Jut-87 1003 Clark Gurdon Gurdon Okolona 

329 l-Jul-87 5501 Pike Delight Delight Okolona 
328 l-Jul-90 2202 Drew Drew Central Drew Central Wilmar 

327 l-Jul-90 3206 Independence Newark Newark Oil Trough 
327 l-Jul-90 3209 Independence Southside Southside Oil Trough 
326 l-Jul-90 3702 Lafayette Lewisville Lewisville Garland 
325 l-Jul-90 2901 Hempstead Blevins Blevins Washington 

325 l-Jul-90 2903 Hempstead Hope Hope Washington 

325 l-Jul-90 2905 Hempstead Saratoga Saratoga Washington 

324 16-0ct-90 5204 Ouachita Fairview Fairview Camden 

322 l-Jul-91 7307 White Riverview Griffithville Judsonia Kensett 

321 l-Jul-91 2306 Faulkner Mt Vernon-Enola Mt. Vernon Enola 

320 l-Jul-92 6703 Sevier Horatio Horatio Winthrop 

319 l-Jul-92 3807 Lawrence River Valley Strawberry Poughkeepsie 

318 l-Jul-93 304 Baxter Norfork Norfork Tri-County 

318 l-Jul-93 3301 Izard Calico Rock Calico Rock Tri-County 

318 l-Jul-93 6502 Searcy Marshall Marshall Tri-County 

318 l-Jul-93 6901 Stone Mountain View Mountain View Tri-County 

318 l-Jul-93 6902 Stone Stone County Stone County Tri-County 

317 l-Jul-93 2104 Desha Dumas Dumas Desha-Drew 

317 l-Jul-93 2105 Desha McGehee McGehee Desha-Drew 

316 l-Jul-93 3405 Jackson Co Jackson Co Tuckerman Grubbs 

315 l-Sep-93 3501 Jefferson Altheimer Unified Altheimer-Sherr Wabbaseka Tucker 

314 l-Jul-94 203 Ashley Hamburg Hamburg Parkdale 

313 l-Jul-94 2705 Grant Sheridan Sheridan Prattsville 

312 l-JuJ-94 2808 Greene Northeast AR Northeast AR Stanford 

311 l-Jul-95 5502 Pike Centerpoint Glenwood Amity 

310 1·Jul-98 4303 Lonoke Carlisle Carlisle Humnoke 

309 l-Jul-03 6502 Searcy MarShall Marshall Witts Springs 

308 l-Jul-03 3704 Lafayette Lafayette County Lewisville Stamps 

306 l-Jul-04 101 Arkansas DeWitt DeWitt Gillett Humphrey 

305 l-Jul-04 203 Ashley Hamburg Hamburg Fountain Hill 

304 l-Jul-04 1101 Clay Corning Corning Biggers-Reyno 
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303 1-Jul-04 1201 Cleburne Concord Concord Wilburn 

302 1-Jul-04 1305 Cleveland Cleveland County Rison Kingsland 

301 1-Jul-04 1402 Columbia Magnolia Magnolia Walker 

300 1-Jul-04 1408 Columbia Emerson-Taylor Emerson Taylor 

299 1-Jul-04 1704 Franklin Mulberry/Pleasant View Bi-County Mulberry Pleasant View 

298 1-Jul-04 1804 Crittenden Marion Marion Crawfordsville 

297 1-Jul-04 2104 Desha Dumas Dumas Gould 

295 1-Jul-04 2105 Desha McGehee McGehee Arkansas City Delta Special 

294 1-Jul-04 2404 Franklin Ozark Ozark Altus-Denning 

293 1-Jul-04 2807 Greene Greene County Tech Greene County T Delaplaine 

292 1-Jul-04 2901 Hempstead Blevins Blevins Emmet 

291 1-Jul-04 3004 Hot Springs Malvern Malvern Carthage 

290 1-Jul-04 3104 Howard Mineral Springs Mineral Springs Saratoga 

289 1-Jul-04 3212 Independence Cedar Ridge Newark Cord Charlotte 

288 1-Jul-04 3302 Izard Melbourne Melbourne Mt. Pleasant 

287 1-Jul-04 3405 Jackson Jackson County Jackson County Swifton 

286 1-Jul-04 3809 Lawerence Hillcrest River Valley Lynn 

285 1-Jul-04 4003 Lincoln Star City Star City Grady 

284 1-Jul-04 4401 Madison Huntsville Huntsville St. Paul 

283 1-Jul-04 4603 Miller Fouke Fouke Bright Star 

282 1-Jul-04 4802 Monroe Clarendon Clarendon Holly Grove 

280 1-Jul-04 5102 Newton Jasper Jasper Oark Kingston 

279 1-Jul-04 5106 Newton Deer/Mt Judea Deer Mt. Judea 

278 1-Jul-04 5205 Ouachita Harmony Grove Harmony Grove Sparkman 

2IT 1-Jul-04 5206 Ouachita Stephens Stephens McNeil 

276 1-Jul-04 5401 Phillips Barton-Lexa Barton-Lexa Lake View 

275 1-Jul-04 5703 Polk Mena Mena Hatfield 

274 1-Jul-04 5705 Polk Wickes Wickes Umpire 

273 1-Jul-04 5706 Montgomery Ouachita River Oden Acorn 

272 1-Jul-04 6303 Saline Bryant Bryant Paron 

271 1-Jul-04 6502 Searcy Searcy County Marshall Leslie 

269 1-Jul-04 6505 Marion Ozark Mountain Bruno-Pyatt St. Joe Western Grove 

268 1-Jul-04 6802 Sharp Cave City Cave City Evening Shade 

267 1-Jul-04 6806 Sharp Twin Rivers Williford Randolph County 

265 1-Jul-04 6901 Stone Mountain View Mountain View Stone County Rural Special 

264 1-Jul-04 7.001 Union EI Dorado EI Dorado Union 

263 1-Jul-04 7008 Union Smackover Smackover Mt. Holly 

262 1-Jul-04 7009 Union Strong-Huttig Strong Huttig 

260 1-Jul-04 7102 Van Buren Clinton Clinton Alread Scotland 
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259 1-Jul-04 7204 Washington Greenland Greenland Winslow 

258 1-Jul-04 7302 White Beebe Beebe McRae 

257 1-Jul-04 7401 Woodruff Augusta Augusta Cotton Plant 

254 1-Jul-04 7510 Yell Two Rivers Fourche Valley 010 Plainview-Rover Perry Coso 
253 1-Jul-05 3201 Independence Batesville Batesville Sulphur Rock 

252 7-Sep-05 19-05 Cross Wynne Wynne Parkin 

251 13-Feb-06 Chicot Lakeside Lakeside Eudora 
250 1-Jul-06 Prairie Hazen DeValls Bluff Hazen 

249 1-Jul-06 Phillips Marvell Elaine Marvell 

248 1-Jul-06 Columbia Magnolia Waldo Magnolia 

247 1-Jul-06 Lawrence Lawrence County Black Rock Walnut Ridge 

246 1-Jul-06 Sevier DeQueen Lockesburg DeQueen 
245 10-Jul-06 Jefferson Dollarway Dollarway Altheimer Unified 

246 1-Jul-09 Independence Batesville Cushman Batesville 

247 1-Jul-10 Poinsett Harrisburg Weiner Harrisburg 

248 1-Jul-10 Pike Co So. Pike County Delight Murfreesboro 

249 1-Jul-10 

Howard, Polk 

& Sevier Cossatot River SD Wickes Van Cove 
250 1-Jul-10 Crittenden Marion School Dist Turrell Marion Admin Consolidation 
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Article 
SFGIIte.com. 

I Better Schools Come on Smaller 
Campuses 
Stacy Mitchell
 

I Friday, September 8, 0
 

WHEN IT COMES to education, bigger is not 

I better. There's a population boom in America's 

I 
schools. The U.S. Department of Education
 
reports that fall enrollments are at an all-time
 
high. The growth is expected to continue at a 
brisk pace for the next decade. California will 

I add 278,000 students by 2010. Texas will gain 219,000. Enrollments in Idaho, Nevada, Alaska and 

I 
New Mexico will grow by more than 10 percent. This trend may exacerbate a pressing problem 
facing the nation's schools: most are too large to effectively educate our kids. 

Over the last decade, the number of schools with more than 1,500 students has doubled. High 

I schools with 2,000 or 3,000 students are now common. California's secondary schools are the 
second largest in the nation, averaging 1,400 students. 

I Proponents contend such schools benefit kids by offering a broader array of courses and more 

I 
sophisticated equipment. But an extensive and compelling body of research has come to a different 
conclusion: large schools breed alienation and violence, sever the role of parents and neighbors and 
undermine student achievement. 

I Last year, in the wake of the Columbine High School shootings, Education Secretary Richard Riley 

I 
convened a panel ofschool security experts. Their top recom mendation had nothing to do with 
gun control or metal detectors. Rather, panel members said, the most effective response to school 
violence is to reduce the size of the nation's schools. 

I According to the Department of Education, schools of 1,000 or more students experience 825 

I 
percent more violent crime, 270 percent more vandalism and 1,000 percent more weapons 
incidents, compared to those with fewer than 300 students. 

I 
At the heart of the matter are two radically different learning environments. Large schools tend to 
function like factories, small schools more like communities. 

Small schools nurture a sense of belonging. They enable teachers to work more closely with a 

I smaller number of students and to respond to individual needs. This fosters a stronger relationship 

I
 
between teacher and child. Not surprisingly, research has found that students who attend small
 
schools have a more positive attitude about learning. Attendance rates are higher and fewer kids
 
dropout. 

I 
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I
 Although small schools may not offer as many extracurricular activities, participation rates are
 
much higher. Just think about trying out for the basketball team or a play in a school of 2,000. 

Only the most talented will make the cut. .As schools get bigger, more kids end up on the sidelines. 

I 
I 

Parents and neighbors are often sidelined as well. Large schools require layers of administration. 
Small schools can't afford the overhead and prefer instead to recruit teachers, parents and 
neighbors to help run the school. Decisions focus on the educational needs of students, rather than 
the organizational needs of a bureaucracy. 

I All of this adds up to improved academic achievement. Dozens of studies have found that students 
at small schools outperform those at large schools. They have higher grades and test scores. They 

I are more likely to graduate and attend college. 

I In her review of more than 100 studies on school size, Mary Anne Raywid of Hofstra University 
writes that the relationship between small schools and positive education outcomes has been 
, 'confirmed with a clarity and at a level of confidence rare in the annals of education research." 

I Perhaps most important of all, small schools narrow the achievement gap between poor children 
and their more affluent classmates. 

I 
I 

According to a four-state study released earlier this year, small schools substantially reduce the 
damaging impact poverty has on student learning. Researchers Craig Howley of Ohio University 
and Robert Bickel of Marshall University found that poor children who attend small schools have 
higher test scores than those who attend large schools. 

I 
I 

Reducing the size of the nation's schools need not be an expensive proposition. In rural areas, 
where small schools are still plentiful, it's a matter of putting resources into renovation, rather than 
constructing new consolidated schools. 

I
 Existing big schools can be divided into several smaller schools housed within the same building.
 
This has been done at a number of schools with great success. The key, according to education
 
experts, is that the schools must be truly autonomous. Simply grouping kids into separate units, or


I houses, doesn't always work.
 

I
 Education promises to take center stage in the fall elections. .As we debate ways to improve schools,
 
a mountain of empirical evidence and real-world success suggests that reversing the trend toward 

bigger schools ought to be our top priority. 

I 
Get informed 

I More information on small schools is available at www.newrules.org. 

I
 
I
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 Stacy Mitchell is a researcher with the Institute for Local Self-Reliance in Minneapolis and
 
Washington, D.C., and author of ' 'The Home Town Advantage," (Institute for Local Self-Reliance, 
February 200 

I http://sfgate.com/cgi-bin/artlcle.cgi?f=/c/a/2000/09/08/EDII0169.DTL 
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Mr. Chainnan and distinguished members, thank you for the opportunity to speak to you today on behalf 
of the Commission on the Prevention of Weapons of Mass Destruction Proliferation and Terrorism. 
Congress created our Commission early in 2008, based on the recommendation of the 9/11 Commission, 
assigning us the task ofassessing the risk of WMD terrorism and recommending steps that could be 
taken to prevent a successful attack on the United States. Our Commission interviewed hundreds of 
experts and reviewed thousands of pages of infonnation. We want to thank those Commissioners-
Graham Allison, Robin Cleveland, Stephen Rademaker, Timothy Roemer, Wendy Shennan, Henry 
Sokolski, and Rich Venna--who worked tirelessly to produce our Report, World at Risk, in December, 
2008. 

In 2009, the Commission was authorized for an additional year of work, to assist Congress and the 
Administration to improve understanding of its fmdings and turn its concrete recommendations into 
actions. In accordance with that authorization, and based upon close consultation with Commissioners, 
we submitted a report card assessing the U.S. Government's progress in protecting the United States 
from weapons of mass destruction proliferation and terrorism. This report card provided an assessment 
of the progress that the U.S. government has made in implementing the recommendations of the 
Corrtrnission. 

While progress had been made in many areas, the overall assessment for biological threats was not good. 
We submit a copy of that report card for the record. While certainly not every assessment was poor, we 
found that the government simply had not paid consistent and urgent attention to the means of 
responding quickly and effectively so that bioweapons no longer constitute a threat of mass destruction. 
The failures did not begin with the current group of leaders. Each of the last three Administrations has 
been slow to recognize and respond to the biothreat. The difference is that the danger has grown to the 
point that we no longer have the luxury ofa slow learning curve. The clock is ticking, and time is 
running out. 

The Commission has concluded its work as a congressionally mandated organization, as of February 26, 
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2010. We are committed to continuing this bipartisan work, however, and will continue to monitor 
progress on the Commission's recommendations in our newly fonned WMD Center, a bipartisan, not
for-profit research and education organization. It is our hope that by identifying areas ofprogress, as 

I well as those in need of further attention, appropriate action will be taken to mitigate the threat posed by 
weapons ofmass destruction to the United States. 

I The Commission's Findings 

The Commission's Report assessed both nuclear and biological threats, and provided 13 

I recommendations and 49 action items. The Commissioners unanimously concluded that unless we act 
urgently and decisively, it was more likely than not that terrorists would attack a major city somewhere 
in the world with a weapon ofmass destruction by 2013. Furthermore, we determined that terrorists are 

I more likely to obtain and use a biological weapon than a nuclear weapon. Shortly thereafter, this 
conclusion was publicly affirmed by then Director ofNational Intelligence (DNI) Mike McConnell. 

I There are several reasons for our conclusion that a bioattack is actually more likely than a nuclear attack. 
Many pathogens suitable for use in a biological attack are found in the natural environment, allover the 
globe. The lethality of an effectively dispersed biological weapon could rival or exceed that ofan 

I
 
improvised nuclear device. The equipment required to produce a large quantity from a small seed stock,
 
and then "weaponize" the material--that is, to make it into a fonn that could be effectively dispersed--is 
ofa dual-use nature and readily available on the Internet. The most effective delivery methods are well 
known in the pharmaceutical, agricultural, and insect-control industries. It is much more straightforward 

I to stockpile weaponized pathogens than nuclear material, raising the terrible specter that terrorists could 

I 
attack an American city using a bioweapon, then quickly "reload" and attack again within a matter of 
days or weeks. 

So, while it is certainly possible for terrorist groups to get a nuclear weapon, it is less difficult for them 

I
 
to develop and disperse a bio-weapon. There may be even fewer barriers for terrorist groups with close
 
ties to those nation states which are accumulating both the materials and scientific capability for
 
weaponization. All of the ingredients are in place for a biological weapon to be in the hands of a terrorist 
organization, which is subject to none of the international law constraints and retaliatory consequences 

I which might impede a nation state from its use. 

I 
None of this is speculation. Al-Qaeda was well down the road to producing such weapons prior to 9/11. 
Due to the ease in creating a clandestine production capability, our intelligence community had no 
knowledge oftwo such facilities in Afghanistan prior to their capture by U.S. troops and a separate, but 

I 
parallel bioweapons development program al-Qaeda ran in Malaysia. Facilities with more sophisticated 
equipment than those found could be in operation today without our knowledge. 

I 
When would we fmd out about such a facility? It is possible, even likely, that we would not know until 
after an attack took place. Consider this scenario: a team ofengineers sympathetic to al-Qaeda bring a 
seed culture of anthrax spores to the U.S. from an overseas laboratory. They purchase and modify a 
truck so that it sprays anthrax spores into the air. They load up the truck with its deadly cargo, and 

I slowly drive it through the downtown traffic of a mid-sized city during rush hour, at the end of the day. 
No one notices the truck, or finds it at all unusual that the truck is emitting fumes. No BioWatch sensors 
go off. Days later, however, desperately ill people start flooding emergency rooms. In the following 

I weeks, 13,000 people die. The city may need to be cleaned up so that people can safely enter the 
downtown area, at a cost of billions of dollars. And as tragic as this event could be, the terrorists remain 
at large, free to commit the same murder twice. Antibiotics would likely arrive quickly, but there would 

I be national demands for a vaccine--but there is not nearly enough anthrax vaccine to satisfy the demands 
from even one small city. Unfortunately, this scenario is not considered "worst-case" or unrealistic, but 

I 
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I it is in fact the National Planning Scenario for a biological attack. It was released five years ago this 
month. Five years--the clock is ticking, and we are not prepared. 

I The Obama administration appears to agree with our concern regarding the threat of21st century 
bioterrorism. The following is a quote from National Strategy for Countering Biological Threats signed 
by President Obama on November 23,2009. 

I The effective dissemination of a lethal biological agent within an unprotected population could 
place at risk the lives of hundreds of thousands ofpeople. The unmitigated consequences of such 

I
 an event could overwhelm our public health capabilities, potentially causing an untold number of
 
deaths. The economic cost could exceed one trillion dollars for each such incident. In addition, 

I 
there could be significant societal and political consequences that would derive from the incident's 
direct impact on our way of life and the public's trust in government. 

Weapons of Mass Destruction Prevention and Preparedness Act of2010 

I 
I First, Mr. Chairman, we want to thank you and your committee for the extraordinary leadership you 

have shown by holding this hearing about the WMD Prevention and Preparedness Act of201O. We 
realize that the WMD issue spreads across many committee jurisdictions and will required 
unprecedented leadership, coordination and cooperation. The biggest internal enemy we face in dealing 
with this threat is the natural inertia of government. The only way to overcome this inertia is for our top 
political leaders to take bold actions. 

I 
I 

As of the time we prepared this statement, we had not seen actual bill language, but we appreciate the 
summary of the bill provided by your staff, and are happy to provide comments based on that summary. 

Intelligence 

I As we understand it, the bill, if enacted, would require the DNI, in coordination with the Secretary of 
Homeland Security and other appropriate Federal Agencies to develop and maintain a National 

I
 Intelligence Strategy for Countering WMDs. It also calls for improving national capabilities to collect,
 
analyze, and disseminate intelligence related to WMDs. We understand the DNI is already working on 
the 2010 National Intelligence Strategy for Countering Biological Threats. 

I Based on a recently completed tour of nations in two of the most vulnerable regions, there are significant 

I 
gaps in our intelligence relating the nation state-terrorist links. Recognizing the inherent difficulty of 
collecting intelligence in these venues, doing so should be the highest priority of American intelligence. 

We commend these provisions. Increased attention in this area is of vital importance and, we 

I understand, would underscore the DNI's own initiatives. We hope that the drive to produce this report 
would spur the intelligence community to acquire and retain additional expertise in the nuclear and 

I
 
biological fields; prioritize pre-service and in-service training and retention ofpeople with critical
 
scientific, language, and foreign area skills; and ensure that the threat posed by biological weapons
 
remains among the highest national intelligence priorities for collection and analysis. Indeed, 
recommendation 11 in our report, World at Risk, was that the United States must build a national 

I
 security workforce for the 21st century.
 

I
 
One important issued not addressed in the intelligence section is the problem of not including public
 
health personnel in many of the fusion centers. Only a handful of these centers currently include public
 
health officials. We all need to understand, in the 21 st century, public health is a critical element of
 

I
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national and homeland security. Public health resources need to be fully integrated with law 
enforcement and traditional first responders. 

I We also recommend that the bill include a provision directing the Secretary of Defense to provide a 

I 
classified report to the committees with primary oversight of the Department ofDefense, Intelligence 
Community and Department ofHomeland Security on the efficacy of the biological weapons tests 
conducted by the United States during the 1950s and 1960s. Some commentators assert that bioweapons 

I 
are not ofconcern, primarily because they have not been used on a widespread basis. Weare entirely 
confident that the report we call for, ifproperly done, would dispel any doubts about the threat that 
bioweapons pose to the safety and security ofour society and our allies. 

Preparedness: getting first responders Ready, and engaging the Public 

I We strongly believe that a well-informed, organized and mobilized citizenry has long been one of the 

I 
United States' greatest resources. An engaged citizenry is, in fact, the foundation for national resilience 
in the event of a natural disaster or a WMD attack. 

I 
Consistent with the Commission's Report, we must create a culture of preparedness and resilience across 
our nation. There are vast arrays of capabilities found across our society that can and must be organized 
and, when needed, mobilized in the event of a natural disaster or WMD attack. These capabilities are 
primarily the combined assets of state and local governments, our diverse business communities, 

I nongovernmental organizations, professional and service organizations and all citizens. The federal 
government cannot hope by itselfto possess the capabilities needed in the event of a major disaster--but 

I
 
it can lend vital support iflocal and regional actors have organized beforehand. We submit for the record
 
the WMD Commission's fmal product, a brochure for community preparedness: We All Have Role:
 
Working with your Community to Prepare for Natural and Man-Made Disasters.
 

I
 We have found that the federal government can do more to make sure that state, local, and tribal
 
governments can respond in a crisis, and so we support this legislation's call for sharing security
 
information with state, local, and tribal governments (Title 1, section 111). State and local governments, 

I as well as health departments, need more comprehensive threat information in order to prepare for 
emergencies, as well as gain support from leadership and staff in preparedness activities. 

I We support the bill's provisions for the Department of Homeland Security to put forward threat bulletins 
and guidance to local governments (Title 2, section 202), and crafting important messages ahead of a 
crisis (Title 204). We recommend that the public be involved in the creation and approval of threat 

I information and alerts. This will help to ensure that these alerts effectively reach and motivate their 
target audience. 

I Secure, productive U.S. laboratories at the forefront of Science 

Certain principles animated the section of our Report dealing with laboratory security. We were
 

I
 concerned about (1) the proliferation of high-containment labs, which were not only unregulated but
 
often unknown to the government, (2) the fragmentation ofgovernment oversight among several
 

I 
agencies, (3) the need for a thorough review and update of the Select Agent Program, and (4) the 
importance of regulating labs in a way that enhanced security but did not discourage robust scientific 
research in the United States. 

I
 Enhanced biosecurity measures should improve security, streamline oversight, and focus our resources
 
on the greatest risks. By correctly applying risk management principles, the United States can increase 

I
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I security without impeding science or critical U.S. industries. Without robust scientific research, we will 

I 
not have the drugs, vaccines, and diagnostic tests needed to protect the American people in the event of 
a biological attack. The work ofdeveloping medicines is difficult, takes a long time, and is fraught with 
challenges. We still do not, for example, have drugs or vaccines for many of the biological agents 
weaponized by the Soviet Union. Therefore, it is in our national security interest to make sure that our 
laboratories continue to develop medical countermeasures, while still operating safely and securely. 

I We believe that this legislation highlights many of the provisions of our Report, and in certain respects 
improves on our recommendations. For example, the bill introduces into the Select Agent Program the 

I
 idea of stratifying risks, which we think is a real advance in achieving the right regulatory balance.
 

I 
Stratification ofrisks into tiers allows for more realistic assessments ofrisk, and will benefitpublic 
health investigations. The bill calls for the designation of "Tier I" agents to be the most dangerous subset 
of the pathogens that have clear potential for use as biological weapons. Multiple studies were 
conducted as a result ofour Report. Virtually all of them, from both the public and private sectors, have 
called or will call for the stratification of agents. The overwhelming recommendation from the scientific 

I
 community is that any legislation employs a tiered approach.
 

We therefore commend the Committee for introducing the stratification approach into this bill and 

I recommend that the Tier 1 list be developed by the Secretary of DHS in consultation with the Secretary 
of HHS. Today, 82 Select Agents receive the highest level of security focus and regulation. We believe 
the correct number of top-tier agents is closer to 8 than 80. 

I Stratifying the Select Agent list should allow us to focus increased security on the highest risks and 

I 
allow public health-related research involving non-Tier I agents to proceed without excessive regulation. 
We suggest that care be taken to avoid duplicating the unintended negative consequences of the current 
Select Agent program. Security restrictions must not preclude international cooperation, which is 
necessary for public health and infectious disease surveillance, as well as our national security. For 

I
 example, we should not repeat what happened at the beginning of the HIN 1 pandemic, when flu
 
samples from sick patients in Mexico were not shipped to U.S. laboratory scientists to analyze, but to 

I 
Canada--because U.S. import and shipping regulations were so restrictive. We also do not want to "close 
our windows," so to speak, into the activities of other nations' laboratories. Scientists from the U.S. 
should be able to collaborate on Rift Valley Fever or Venezuelan equine encephalitis research with 
scientists where those diseases are endemic. Ifwe don't, other countries' scientists will. For these 

I reasons, the Select Agent program status quo needs to be changed, and we recommend calling for 
adjustments to ease restrictions on non-Tier 1 agents. 

I Our recommendation to stratify biological agents for security purposes is distinct from the measures that 
scientists need to take for safety. Many pathogens, including those that cause tuberculosis, HIV, and 
herpes B, require special safety precautions, though most experts do not consider them to be feasible for 

I use as bioweapons. We encourage the further refinement of safety systems and procedures for all types 
of biological research, so that research can be conducted with the highest level of safety. 

I Fragmentation of oversight should be eliminated in pathogen security 

In our Report, we concluded that the fragmentation of government oversight of laboratories was a 

I
 national security problem. We determined that there should be one set of requirements concerning
 
pathogens for the scientific community to follow, instead of having separate regulatory programs from 

I 
multiple departments. The authority to oversee and enforce these requirements must be vested in one 
lead agency so that the regulated community has a single coherent, consolidated and streamlined set of 
regulations to follow. 

I
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I Currently, under the Select Agent Rule, as defined by 42 CFR 73, 7 CFR 331 and 9 CFR 121, HHS and 
the Department of Agriculture (USDA) regulate select agents. Human pathogens are regulated by HHS; 
plant and animal pathogens are regulated by USDA, and facilities that house pathogens that are a
 

I
 concern for humans and livestock are inspected jointly. Accounts of this process suggest that HHS and
 
USDA cooperate well in meeting their regulatory responsibilities. Given the distinct expertise on these 

I 
pathogens in USDA and HHS, it is appropriate that USDA's expertise be brought to bear on livestock 
and crops, and that of HHS for human pathogens. However, it is our beliefthat in constructing a 
regulatory system for pathogens that can infect humans, one cabinet secretary should be in charge. As 

I 
Commissioner Robin Cleveland stated last December, we "have too many agencies, too many turf 
fights, and unclear oversight entities." That must end. 

I 
We recognize that the bill would require the Secretary of the Department of Homeland Security to 
develop enhanced biosecurity measures, and would require them to inspect all Tier 1 laboratories. In our 
Report, we recommended that HHS "lead an interagency review." This recommendation was 
implemented by Executive Order in January. The review called for will soon be completed. The Report 
also called for HHS "to lead an interagency effort to tighten government oversight on high-containment

I laboratories." Based on what we have learned from several recent studies, numerous meetings with 
representatives from the executive and legislative branches, and the scientific community, we continue 
to recommend that overall oversight authority and responsibility for lab security be assigned to the 

I Secretary of Health and Human Services, with recommendations on scientific matters from USDA and 
security matters from DHS. The Secretary should solicit, possibly through the creation ofan advisory 
council, the recommendations from the scientific and security communities with a view towards 

I constantly improving the regulatory model given all the concerns of the communities involved. To sum 
up, we recommend that HHS take the lead. We continue to take that position, and believe that it will 
lead to the improved regulatory process that we all seek. We also do not have the luxury of time to bring 

I another agency up to speed. HHS has been doing a positive service in this area, and we do not want to 
change ships in midstream. 

I Building a Response and Recovery plan that acts as a deterrent 

The bill requires the Secretary ofHealth and Human Services, in coordination with the Secretary of

I Homeland Security and other appropriate Federal agencies, to develop and implement a National 
Medical Countenneasure Dispensing Strategy. A national strategy is sorely needed to establish effective 
and timely distribution ofemergency medical countenneasures (MCMs). Countenneasures could serve 

I to blunt the impact of an attack, save lives, and thwart the terrorists' objectives--but only if they are 
delivered when and where they are needed. We commend the Obama Administration for issuing an 
executive order in December, 2009, to establish federal capabilities for the timely provision of medical

I countenneasures following a biological attack, and we commend this committee for taking up this 
important, as well as complicated, effort. But, dispersal of medical countenneasures is but one link in 
the chain ofactions that are needed to respond to a bio attack. Rapid detection and diagnosis capabilities 

I are the fust links, followed by providing actionable information to federal, state, and local leaders and 
the general public; having adequate supplies of appropriate medical countenneasures; quickly 
distributing those countenneasures; treating and isolating the sick in medical facilities; protecting the 

I well through vaccines and prophylactic medications; and in certain cases, such as anthrax, 
environmental cleanup. All parts of the chain need considerable attention. 

I Public health agencies at the federal, state, and local levels have made great strides since 2001 to prepare 
the nation for biological attacks and other disasters. This is in spite of the challenges of preparing for 
such events, especially in light of limited and decreasing budgets. However, much more can be done to

I support public health, and also traditional fust responders, so that the nation can effectively respond to a 
biological attack. 

I 
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I One way that the burden on public health may be eased is if the public is more prepared. We commend 
this committee for including provisions for the public and especially first responders, to access the 

I 
vaccines and antibiotics they might need in an attack. before such an event occurs. (Title I, Section 105) 
For example, anthrax vaccine could and should be available to first responders, and we agree with the 
Committee that the government should seriously review the issue of whether and under what conditions 
home MedKits should be available for concerned citizens who wish to prepare themselves and their 

I
 families. In considering the policies for vaccination and antimicrobial distribution in light of known
 
biological threats to the U.S., however, we recommend that public health responders also be given 
priority, and that vaccination be done on a voluntary, not a mandatory, basis. 

I We also feel obligated to comment on a key issue regarding medical countermeasures not addressed in 

I 
this bill. Yes, we must have a system capable of rapidly dispensing MCMs during a crisis, but we must 
first have the required items to dispense. A world-class delivery system that does not have the 
appropriate products is of no value. Several months ago the Administration attempted to raid the 
BioShield Reserve Fund to pay for HINI flu preparedness--certainly an important program, but one that 
needed funding on its own merits. Thankfully, this raid was not successful because leaders in Congress, 

I who understand the importance ofBioShield to our biodefense program, prevented it. Unfortunately, the 
story on funding for the Biomedical Advanced Research and Development Act (BARDA) does not have 
a similar good ending--at least not yet. There is, however, still time to correct this funding shortfall. The 

I current funding request for FY 2011 is $476 million. The Center for Biosecurity at the University of 
Pittsburgh Medical Center recently estimated that $3.39 billion per year in medical countermeasure 
development support would be required to achieve a 90 percent probability of developing one FDA

I licensed countermeasure for each of those requirements. The cost estimates ofdeveloping these 
pharmaceuticals were based on in-depth surveys ofhistorical vaccine and drug development data, and 
reflect the high failure rate ofbiopharmaceutical development. It now falls to the U.S. government to

I fund the development of medical countermeasures based upon the level of risk that is deemed tolerable. 
An amount of $1.7 billion per year would meet roughly half the estimated need to provide a significant 
and necessary down-payment on the nation's preparedness. Given the threat, $1.7 billion per year for 

I prevention and consequence management is a reasonable and comparatively sound investment. 

America must develop the capability to produce vaccines and therapeutics rapidly and inexpensively. 

I Both the BioShield Reserve Fund and BARDA will be key elements in reaching this goal, but only if 
they receive proper support and funding. Developing this capability over the long-term will lead us to a 
security environment where biological weapons can be removed from the category of WMD. That must 

I be the long-term biodefense strategy for America, but it will be unattainable ifwe do not properly fund 
these key programs. We submit for the record an article we co-authored on this subject in the summer of 
2009 for the Journal ofBiodefense and Biosecurity. 

I Decontamination-resolving longstanding questions so we are prepared 

I We commend the committee for including the provision that DHS issue guidelines in coordination with 
the Environmental Protection Agency for cleaning and restoring indoor and outdoor areas affected by 
the release ofa biological agent. These guidelines should also address methods of decontamination

I following a large-scale event, and should address some of the remaining questions ofa technical and 
scientific nature that make decontamination ofa large area difficult. Currently, U.S. environmental 
laboratory capacity is insufficient for the challenge of sampling and testing following a large biological 

I release. Federal leadership roles should also be clarified--many federal agencies currently have roles in 
decontamination, but it is still unclear which agency would lead. Likewise, it is unclear who will cover 
the costs ofdecontamination, as well as the temporary relocation ofbuilding occupants. Private building 

I owners would rightly question what their role is, at this time--ifprivate industry is to be responsible for 
decontamination of their own property, there should be guidance for decontamination practices and 

I 
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I
 qualified decontamination contractors available to industry in the event that they are needed.
 

The WMD Commission sponsored a small study to review current bio-decontamination capabilities and 

I responsibilities. The conclusions were not encouraging. We submit the recently published article for the 
record. 

I The Biological Weapons Convention--An opportunity to lead 

Section 112 of the legislation intends to require the Secretary of State to promote confidence in the 

I Biological Weapons Convention (BWC) implementation and compliance by its States Parties. It also 
calls for promoting universal membership in the Convention. One of the WMD Commission 

I 
recommendations in World At Risk was that the U.S. should propose a new action plan for achieving 
universal adherence to the BWC (recommendation 2-4). We are supportive of the goal, as well as 
moving forward to address the other important gaps in our preparedness. In order to provide leadership 

I 
at the 2011 BWC Conference and take advantage of this once every five years opportunity, we should be 
doing more to lead by example. 

The Clock is Ticking 

I We cannot overstate the urgency ofthis crisis, and the need for action, now. The international situation 
is fragile, with Israel and its neighbors, on the India-Pakistan border, and this fragility substantially 

I increases the risk of terrorism with a WMD. While there are issues at stake that have gone unresolved 
for over 60 years, we may have only three more years of procrastination before the consequences reveal 
not a World at Risk, but a world immobilized by crisis. 

I One ofour recommendations was for Congress to reform congressional oversight to better address 

I 
intelligence, homeland security, and cross-cutting 21st century national security missions. The fact that 
we are having this hearing on April 21, 2010--more than 16 months after World at Risk was issued--is 
evidence of the difficulty that Congress has in organizing itself to protect the people ofAmerica, and the 
world, from this ultimate catastrophe. 

I Conclusion 

I We commend the committee for taking up this important issue. We look forward to participating in a 
robust discussion on Capitol Hill and with the Administration and stakeholders as the WMD Prevention 

I 
and Preparedness Act 0/2010 is introduced, and makes its way through the legislative process, and 
stand ready to help where we can, to promote important strides for our national security. 

About the Author 

I Bob Graham 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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I TO REVIEW BIOSECURITY PREPAREDNESS 

AND EFFORTS TO ADDRESS 
AGROTERRORISM THREATS 

I 
WEDNESDAY, JULY 20,2005 

U.S. SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY, 

Washington, DC. 

I The committee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:02 a.m., in room 
SR-328a, Russell Senate Office Building, Hon. Saxby Chambliss, 
chairman of the committee, presiding. 

Present or submitting a statement: Senators Chambliss, Roberts, 

I Thomas, Dayton, Cochran, and Salazar. 

I 
STATEMENT OF BON. SAXBY CHAMBLISS, A U.S. SENATOR 

FROM GEORGIA, CHAIRMAN, COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
NUTRITION, AND FORESTRY 
The CHAIRMAN. Good morning. I welcome you this morning to 

this hearing to review the efforts by public and private entities to 
increase biosecurity and agroterrorism preparedness. I appreciate 

I our witnesses and members of the public being here to review this 
very important topic as well as those who are listening through our 
web site. Agriculture is a significant sector within the U.S. econ
omy, accounting for 13 percent of the U.S. gross domestic product 

I and 18 percent of domestic employment. A deliberate attack on the 
U.S. food supply and agriculture operations would cause severe eco
nomic loss from farm to plate. 

As we have seen with naturally occurring plant and animal dis

I ease, these losses could be particularly severe where States where 
animal and crop production is connected and largely responsible for 
the majority of economic activity. For example, three states, Arkan
sas, Alabama, and my home State of Georgia account for 31 per

I cent of the chickens produced in the United States. North Carolina, 

I 
Iowa, and Minnesota account for 53 percent of hog production; and 
five others, Nebraska, Missouri, Oklahoma, Texas, and California 
produce 35 percent of the cattle. Four States, Illinois, Iowa, Ne
braska, and Minnesota produce 54 percent of the corn; and three 

I 
of those, Illinois, Iowa and Minnesota, produce 39 percent of all 
soybeans. 

Current Federal efforts to prevent and respond to a terrorist at
tack are governed by two main Presidential directives. We will 
hear testimony from representatives of the Department of Agri
culture, Department of Homeland Security, and the Food and Drug 
Administration outlining existing efforts and capabilities and what

I (1) 

I
 
I
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we must do to deter, detect, and respond effectively to an attack.
 
I am particularly interested in hearing a status report on the im


I 
plementation of Homeland Security Presidential Directives 7 and 9 
and what, if any, additional authorities are necessary to prevent 
and deter a terrorist attack on the food supply. 

While the Homeland Security Act of 2002 and the Bioterrorism 

I 
Act of 2002 increased biosecurity efforts, it is clear that more needs 
to be done. This hearing will serve as a useful dialog as this com
mittee works with Senators Burr and Enzi and members of the 
Health Committee in drafting follow-up legislation to the Project 
Bioshield Act passed and signed by the President last year. 

I 
And while we are talking about that, I want to take a minute 

to commend the leadership of Senator Burr in this respect. He was 
a colleague and friend of my mine in the House. He was a leader 

I 
during his House days, and now he has brought that same leader
ship and that knowledge and experience to the Senate and is pro
viding real positive direction on this issue. 

As we will hear, the responsibility to counter an agroterrorist at

I 
tack spans the various agencies with different regulatory functions; 
however, a new partner and often overlooked component in any re
sponse is the integration of national and local law enforcement 
agencies. A recent symposium on agroterrorism hosted by the Fed

I 
eral Bureau of Investigation highlighted the need for our nation to 
respond quickly and to ensure local producers and first responders 
are a part of any national response plan. I welcome our colleagues 
from the law enforcement community to the Agriculture Committee 
and look forward to your testimony. 

I 
As anyone in agriculture knows, farmers, ranchers, extension 

agents, and many others are an integral part of detecting and re
sponding to any disease outbreak, whether naturally occurring or 

I 
deliberate. The second panel highlights this important partnership 
between public and private sectors, and we will hear what is being 
done to increase our preparedness at the local level in coordination 
with farmers and ranchers, the scientific community, and industry. 

I 
No effort to prepare for an attack can be successful without a 
healthy and strong public-private partnership. 

This will be the third hearing in the Senate since 1999 devoted 
to biosecurity and agroterrorism. My friend and colleague, Senator 

I 
Roberts, who is with us this morning, held the first hearing in 
1999. I think it is fair to say that he recognized early on the need 
to address the issue and, in his capacity as Chairman of the Senate 
Intelligence Committee, has continued to highlight the need for di
rection relative to this issue. 

The events of September 11, 2001, propelled the Government 

I 
into action and forced the Federal agencies to re-think the threats 
facing agriculture and the need to take steps to prevent 
agroterrorist attacks. Later, Senator Talent, also a member of this 
committee, highlighted the importance of the topic at a hearing be
fore the Homeland Security and Government Affairs Committee 

I chaired by Senator Collins almost 2 years ago. I look forward to 

I 
working with members of this committee to make sure that this as
pect of homeland security receives the attention and the resources 
it deserves. To do otherwise would place a critical sector of the 
economy at risk. 

I
 
I
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I Before we proceed, I would like to request unanimous consent to 
insert testimony submitted by the Environmental Protection Agen

I
 
cy for the record, and without objection, that will be done.
 

[The EPA statement follows:]
 
The CHAIRMAN. I would ask my colleagues, Senator Thomas, Sen


ator Roberts, if you would like to make any opening statement at 
this point. 

I 
Senator THOMAS. Mr. Chairman, I thank you for having this. 

This is an important issue. I have no statement. I am anxious to 
hear the testimony. 

I 
The CHAIRMAN. Senator Roberts. 
Senator ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, thank you. I also would like to 

hear from the witnesses, but I do have an opening statement. 

STATEMENT OF BON. PAT ROBERTS, A U.S. SENATOR FROM 
KANSAS 

I Senator ROBERTS. Let me just say thank you for your very kind 
remarks and for holding this hearing. This is one of the most im
portant issues that we face in agriculture, and it is true back in 
1999, as Chairman of the Armed Services Subcommittee on Emerg

I ing Threats, we held it so important that it we held it in the Armed 
Services Committee. That was the first hearing on the topic, and 
at that time, our president of Kansas State University testified on 
the real need and urgency to really try to accelerate the research

I and response to efforts in this area. I argued at the time that this 
was a topic we couldn't ignore because it was simply too easy a tar
get and would create absolute havoc and chaos in our food supply 
and our ag markets if it were to occur.

I You know, at first, quite a few people wanted to ignore the issue 
or at least they didn't want me to talk about the issue. I know on 
one visit to western Kansas, I had a farmer come up to me and say, 
Pat, you have got to quit talking about all this agroterrorism stuff;

I you are scaring the dickens out of people here and you are hurting 
the markets. Actually, he put it a little more colorfully than that, 
but I think you get the picture. That was the reaction I got until 
the tragic events of 9-11. Obviously, we started to pay a lot more

I attention after that. 
We have since learned that several of the 9-11 hijackers had ag

riculture training. I think four of them-no six, and we know that 
they had an interest in crop dusters. It is my belief those crop dust

I ers may have never been intended for people, but possibly could be 
used on agriculture. The threat is real. We know the former USSR 
had worked to try and simply weaponize many agriculture dis
eases, including foot and mouth disease and glanders and wheat

I rush, just to name a few. In many instances, these stockpiles still 
remain in loosely guarded facilities. That is what the non-limiter 
program is all about, and we don't know whose hands some of it 
may have ended up in.

I We traveled to Ordzhonikidze in Russia to take a look. That was 
one of the centers where if you looked at what they were making, 
it gave a real true picture, I think, of what President Ronald 
Reagan said in terms of the evil empire in terms of what they were

I making in terms of stockpiles. By the way, you didn't open up any 

I
 
I
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Districtwlde Facility Condition and Educational Suitability Cost Summary 

(All Costs in 2004 Dollars) (See Note) 

A B A+B 
Current 

Grades Master Plan Permanent Temporary Gro.. Facility Condition Educational 
LEA SChool served Enrollment BUildings Buildings Square Feet Cost	 Suitability Cost Total Cost 

721 5607 - Weiner ES K-06 176 2 0 33,102 $861,399 \ 26.45% $26.02 $277,530 $1,138,929 $4,894.31 

722 5607 - Weiner HS 07-12 184 7 0 74,837 $455,879 6.02% $6.09 $0 $455,879 $2,477.60 

1356 5607 - Administration 176 4 0 9,104 $120,083 13.45% $13.19 $0 $120,083 $682.29 

Totals 536 13 0 117,043 $1,437,361 12.26% $12.28 $277,530 $1,714,891 $2,681.64 

Oplt ;	 Ui f If t ~n bit !pgFeclvb~pobrft"vjlbc..!t i px o!bcpw Ivt felhliJ)t t It r vblt !g>plbhft !boe!311: Ibdulbr1f 0liJ)1III f OU I!!Ui f !CJ)SDf lit i jql~hs:m !91mt !dpolbjot IIi f !qliJ)df t t IIplef It 9'1 jof I 
t vjlbcj.'boe!qEPIf dl.lf rjIIIjcjljlEIg>shi f !CJ)SDf lit i jql~hl!bn I 

Distrletwide Facility Condition" Life Cycle Forecast 
Zfbsl2 I Zfbsl3 I Zfbsl4 I Zfbsl5 I Zfbsl6 

/system I Facility /
Condition Cost $ / GSF 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 l..\llbrttJlg !Dzdrfl 

Site $192,827 

Roofing $96,399 

Exterior $41,218 

Structural $84,072 

Interior $305,636 

HVAC $151,183 

Plumbing $128,356 

Electrical $21,654 

Technology $30,674 

Fire & Safety $95,739 

Specialties $289,604 

$1,437,361Total 

$1.65 

$.82 

$.35 

$.72 

$2.61 

$1.29 

$1.10 

$.19 

$.26 

$.82 

$2.47 

$12.28 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$81,615 

$0 

$11,400 

$150,576 

$120,043 

$27,520 

$0 

$391,154 

$0 

$15,150 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$108,534 

$97,979 

$119,251 

$0 

$340,914 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$13,800 

$0 

$55,410 

$1,050 

$42,992 

$47,487 

$0 

$160,739 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$3,204 

$0 

$0 

$0 

$257,652 

$0 

$0 

$260,856 

$0 $0 

$309,081 $324,231 

$31,722 $31,722 

$0 $0 

$594,358 $692,977 

$0 $0 

$9,600 $76,410 

$3,543 $263,703 

$2,565 $521,231 

$0 $194,258 

$8,000 $8,000 

$958,869 $2,112,532 
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Facility Condition Cost by System 
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Roofing Structural HVAC Electrical Fire & Safety 

Systems 
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QtP~LE 

1 2 3 4 

Site $192,827 $0 $174,313 $0 $18,514 

Roofing $96,399 $0 $96,399 $0 $0 

Exterior $41,218 $0 $41,218 $0 $0 

Structural $84,072 $0 $84,072 $0 $0 

Interior $305,636 $0 $305,636 $0 $0 

HVAC $151,183 $0 $151,183 $0 $0 

Plumbing $128,356 $0 $127,000 $0 $1,356 

Electrical $21,654 $0 $13,222 $0 $8,432 

Technology $30,674 $0 $0 $18,434 $12,240 

Fire &. Safety $95,739 $95,739 $0 $0 $0 

Specialties $289,604 

System Total 

$40,821 $46,633 $0 $202,150 

$1,437,361 $136,560 $1,039,675 $18,434 $242,693Total 
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Enrollment Projection Summary 
r----.,......---_r_---"""T'"---"""T---.....,r-----~---.,_---_r_---...,..---.....,.---___,

2009-10 

Grade Enrollment 2010-11 2011-12 2012-13 2013-14 2014-15 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 2018-19 2019-20 2020-21 

Kindergarten 17 23 26 25 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 0 

Grade 1 24 15 21 23 23 21 22 22 22 22 22 0 

Grade 2 16 24 15 21 23 22 21 22 22 22 22 0 

Grade 3 21 16 24 15 21 23 23 21 22 22 22 0 

Grade 4 24 20 15 23 14 20 22 22 20 21 21 0 

Grade 5 28 23 19 15 22 14 19 21 21 19 20 0 

Grade 6 22 29 24 20 16 23 15 20 22 22 20 0 

Grade 7 24 24 32 26 21 17 25 16 21 24 23 0 

Grade 8 27 24 23 31 26 21 16 24 15 21 23 0 

Grade 9 34 27 24 23 31 26 21 17 24 16 21 0 

Grade 10 38 33 26 23 23 30 25 21 16 24 15 0 

Grade 11 19 37 32 26 22 22 30 24 20 16 23 0 

Grade 12 29 18 36 31 25 22 21 28 23 19 15 0 
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Enrollment Projection Summary 

2009-10 I YE I 
Grade 

Other 

Totals 

Enrollment 

0 

323 

2010-11 

0 

313 

2011-12 

0 

317 

2012-13 

0 

302 

2013-14 

0 

291 

2014-15 

0 

285 

2015-16 

0 

284 

2016-17 

0 

282 

2017-18 

0 

272 

2018-19 

0 

272 

2019-20 

0 

271 

2020-21 

0 

0 

2014-15 Enrollment 

Difference 

Sq. Ft. / Student 

Additional Sq. Ft. Required 

Enrollment Growth Cost - Year 5 

I 5 Year Enrollment Growth 

2009-10 Enrollment 

-38 

285 

143 

-5,434 

-$543,400 

I 
323 

2019-20 Enrollment 

Difference 

Sq. Ft. / Student 

Additional Sq. Ft. Required 

Enrollment Growth Cost - Year 10 

I 10 Year Enrollment Growth 

2009-10 Enrollment 

-52 

271 

143 

-7,436 

-$743,600 

I 
323 

350 

Projected Enrollment 
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USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service ';~> 
Arkansas Field Office ~ 

r.~'!c-http://www.nass.usda.gov/ar/

I 
Rice 

Croo Acreaae, Yield, and Production, by County, 2006-2007
 
Acres Planted i Acres Harvested J YieldI
 

District &County I 2000 I 2007 ! 2006 I 2007 ! 2006 I 2007
 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

! 
District 30
 
Clay 
Craighead 
Greene 
Independence 
Jackson 
Lawrence 
Mississippi 
Poinsett 
Randolph 
VVhite 
Other Counties 
District 30 Total 

District 40
 
Other Counties 
District 40 Total 

DIstrict 50
 
Pulaski
 
Other Counties 
District 50 Totai 

District 60
 
AAansas
 
Crittenden
 
Cross 
Lee 
Lonoke 
Monroe 
Phillips 
Prairie 
SI. Francis 
Woodruff 
District 60 Total 

District 70
 
Lafayette 
Other Counties 
District 70 Total 

DiStrict 90
 
Ashley 
Chicot 
Desha 
Drew 
Jefferson 
Uncoln 
DIstrict 90 Total 

Other Districts 

Acms ACf8S I Pounds 

80,000 73,500 79,800 73.000 6,740 7.120 
79.700 78.200 79,600 78.000 6,760 7,210 
73,700 67,700 73.600 67,700 6,760 7,480 

1 1 \10,000 10,000 5,970 
89,800 92.500 89,400 91,500 6,500 6.800 

103,000 98,500 102,900 98,000 6,520 7,150 
39.600 37.500 39,200 37,500 7,090 7,390 

120,500 117,500 120,000 117,000 6,950 7,340 
33,200 32,600 33,000 32,000 6.970 7.500 

1 1 1
14.000 14.000 6,520 
23.000 22.800 6,650 

643,500 621,000 641,500 617,500 6,730 7,190 

2,000 1,800 6,930 
2.000 1,800 6.930 

3,400 3.800 3.300 3,700 6.980 7.360 
6,100 5.200 5,700 4,400 6,480 6,950 
9,500 9,000 9,000 8,100 6.660 7,140 

111,000 106,000 _ 110,900 105.500 7,620 7,770 
38.100 36,800 36.100 38.800 6,690 7.110 
98.000 85,200 97,600 85,100 6,780 7,120 
23,100 17,900 23,000 17.900 7,040 7,300 
76,100 73,700 75,900 73,600 7.280 7.220 
48,000 46,700 48,000 46,600 6,670 7,010 
28,100 19.900 28.000 19.900 6.B4{) 7,490 
65.600 60,000 65,500 59,900 7,420 7,430 
39.600 34,300 39,500 34,300 6,970 7,470 
57.900 56.500 57,500 56,400 6.520 6,950 

583,500 537.000 582.000 536,000 7,060 7,310 

4.100 2,100 4,000 2,000 6,030 6.500 
3.900 l.1oo 3,500 1.100 5,540 6,950 
8.000 3,200 7,500 3.100 5.800 6,660 

11,600 11,200 11,500 11,000 6.320 6.900 
25,300 25,100 25,000 25.000 6,840 6.870 
26,600 27,600 26.500 27,500 7,180 7.330 
11,200 10,300 11.000 10,300 6,900 7.110 
56,100 58,200 56,000 58,100 7.120 7,140 
27,700 26,600 27.500 26.600 7.240 7.350 

158,500 159.000 157.500 158,500 7,030 7,150 

1,000 1.800 700 1,800 5,800 6,970 

I State Total 1.406.000 1,331,000 1,400,000 1.325.000 6,900 7.230 
, InclUded In Otl1er Counties. 
, lnCi"ded in OItler DistrictS. 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

Production 
2006 2007
 

ewt 

5,378.500 5.197,600
 
5,381,000 5,623.800
 
4,975,400 5,064,000
 

597,000 1
 

5.811,000 6,222.000
 
6,709.000 7,007,400
 
2,779.300 2,771,500
 
8.340,000 8,589,000
 
2,300,000 2,400.000
 

912,800 1
 

1,516,700
 
43,184,000 44,392.000
 

124.700
 
124,700
 

230,400 272.500 
369.300 305,700 
599.700 578,200 

8,450,000 8,197,800 
2,415,000 2.616,500 
6.617.000 6,059,100 
1,619.000 1.306,700 
5.525,500 5,313.900 
3,201,400 3,266.700 
1.915,000 1,490,500 
4,860,000 4,450,600 
2.753.100 2,562,200 
3.749,000 3,920,000 

41,105,000 39.184.000 

241.100 130,000 
193,900 76,400 
435.000 206,400 

726,700 759,000 
1,710.000 1,717.500 
1.902,300 2,015.800 

759,000 732,300 
3,987,000 4,148,300 
1.991.000 1.955,100 

11,076,000 11,328,000 

40,600 125.400 

96,565.000 95.814,000 
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Acres Harvested 
2007 I 2008 2007 I 2008 I 2007 I 2008 

ACF'J$ PO/lfJds I CwtAcr'J$ 

I
 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I'
 
I
 

USDA
 
~ =-

I 
District & County I 

I 
District 30 
Clay 
Craighead 
Greene 
Independence 
Jackson 
Lawrence 
Mississippi 
Poinsett 
Randolph 
White 
Other Counties 
District 30 Total 

District 50 
Faulkner 
Pulaski 
Other Counties 
District 50 Total 

District 60 
Arkansas 
Crittenden 
Cross 
Lee 
Lonoke 
Monroe 
Phillips 
Prairie 
St. Francis 
W()()(j:ruff 
District 60 Total 

District 70 
Lafayette 
Ott1er Counties 
DIstrict 70 Total 

District 90 
Ashley 
Chicot 
Desha 
Drew 
Jefferson 
UnCOIn 
District 90 Total 

Other Districts 

73.500 
78.200 
67.700 

1 

92,500 
98.500 
37.500 

117.500 
32.600 

1 

23,000 
621,000 

3,800 
5.200 
9,000 

106.000 
36.800 
85,200 
17,900 
73.700 
46,700 
19,900 
60.000 
34.300 
56,500 

537,000 

2,100 
1,100 
3.200 

11,200 
25.100 
27.600 
10.300 
58,200 
26,600 

159,000 

1,800 

75,400 73,000 75.300 7.120 6,940 5,197,600 5,226,400 
78,800 78,000 78.500 7.210 6,320 5.623,800 4.961,200 
77.000 67.700 76,700 7,480 6,920 5,064.000 5.307.600 
10,000 1 10,000 1 6,010 601.000 
97.000 91,500 96.500 6.800 6.080 6.222,000 5.868.200 

103,000 98,000 102,500 7,150 6.340 7,007,400 6.499.000 
36,800 37,500 36,700 7,390 6.890 2,771,500 2.528.600 

117,000 117,000 116,500 7,340 6,690 8,589,000 7,794.200 
33,000 32,000 32.900 7.500 6.830 2,400,000 2.247.200 
14.000 1 13,900 1 6,450 1 896.600 

22,800 6.650 1,516.700 
642,000 617,500 639,500 7,190 6,560 44,392,000 41,930,000 

3,100 2,900 6,000 174,100 
3,300 3,700 3,200 7,360 6,520 272,500 208,700 
2.600 4,400 2,400 6,950 6,430 305.700 154,200 
9.000 8,100 8,500 7,140 6,320 578,200 537,000 

103.000 105,500 102,800 7,770 7,350 8,197,800 7,556,600 
39.300 36,800 39,200 7,110 6,550 2,616,500 2,567.600 
80,100 . 85.100 80,000 7,120 6,520 6,059,100 5,216,000 
23.000 17.900 22,700 7.300 6,870 1,306,700 1,559,500 
75,200 73,600 75,000 7,220 6,750 5.313,900 5.063.000 
52,400 46,600 52,300 7,010 6,870 3,266,700 3.593.000 
35,400 19,900 35,200 7,490 6,380 1,490.500 2.246.200 
61,300 59,900 61,200 7.430 7,340 4,450.600 4,492,100 
38.600 34.300 38.500 7,470 7.020 2.562,200 2.702.700 
53.700 56,400 53,600 6,950 6,420 3,920.000 3.441,300 

562.,000 536,000 560,500 7.310 6,860 39,184.000 38.438.000 

1,900 2,000 1,900 6,500 5,350 130.000 101.700 
2,100 1,100 1,800 6,950 5.330 76,400 96.000 
4.000 3,100 3.700 6,660 5.340 206,400 197,700 

12,800 11.000 12,500 6,900 6,560 759.000 820,000 
31,300 25,000 31,200 6.870 6.660 1,717,500 2.077,900 
26,700 27,500 26.600 7,330 6,540 2.015,800 1.739.600 
12,500 10,300 12,400 7,110 6,570 732,300 814,700 
68,000 58,100 67,800 7,140 6,380 4,148,300 4.325,600 
29.700 26,600 29.500 7.350 6,360 1.955,100 1.876.200 

181,000 158,500 180,000 7,150 6,470 11.328,000 11.654.000 

3,000 1,800 2.800 6.970 6,480 125,400 181,300 

1.401,000 1.325,000 1.395.000 7,230 6.660 95,814,000 92,938,000 
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USDA National Agricultural Statistics Service 
Arkansas Field Office 

http://www.nass.usda.gov/ar/

I Rice 
Crop Acreege. Yield. and ProductiOn. bY Countv. 2008-2009 

Acres Planted Acres Harvested Yield 
District & County 2008 I 2009 2008 ! 20092008 1 2009 

PoundsACteS Aetes 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Distnct 30 
Clay 
Craighead 
Greene 
Independence 
Jackson 
Lawrence 
Mississippi 
Poinsett 
RandOlph 
While 
District 30 Total 

District 50 
Faull<.ner 
Pulaski 
Other Counties 
District 50 Total 

District 60 
Arkansas 
Crittenden 
Cross 
lee 
Lonoke 
Monroe 
Phillips 
Pralrie 
51. Francis 
Woodruff 
Other Counties 
District 60 Total 

District 70 
Lafayette 
Other Counties 
District 70 Total 

District 90 
Ashley 
Chico! 
Desha 
Drew 
Jefferson 
lincoln 
District 90 Total 

Other Districts 

State Total 

75,400 
78,800 
77,000 
10,000 
97,000 

103.000 
36,800 

117,000 
33,000 
14.000 

642,000 

3,100 
3,300 
2,600 
9,000 

103,000 
39,300 
80,100 
23,000 
75,200 
52.400 
35,400 
61,300 
38.600 
53,700 

562,000 

1.900 
2,100 
4.000 

12,800 
31.300 
26,700 
12,500 
68,000 
29,700 

181.000 

3.000 

1.401,000 

76,200 
79.000 
80,500 
10,800 
95,000 
99.000 
«,300 

120.000 
33,500 
15,700 

654.000 

2.000 
4,000 
3.000 
9,000 

116,500 

85.000 

75,300 
54,500 
36.000 
66,000 
46,800 
58,300 
70,600 

609,000 

5,700 
5,700 

12.500 
40,300 
41,400 
12,300 
67,000 
31,500 

205,000 

3,300 

1.486,000 

75,300 
78,500 
76,700 
10,000 
96,500 

102,500 
36,700 

116,500 
32.900 
13,900 

639,500 

2,900 
3,200 
2,400 
8,500 

102,800 
39,200 
80,000 
22,700 
75.000 
52,300 
35.200 
61.200 
38,500 
53,600 

560,500 

1,900 
1.800 
3,700 

12,500 
31,200 
26,600 
12.400 
67,800 
29,500 

180,000 

2,800 

1,395,000 

75,300 
78.500 
79.900 
10.300 
93.600 
98,500 
44.000 

119,000 
33.400 
15.500 

648.000 

1,800 
3,900 
2,800 
8,500 

116.000 

84,400 

75.000 
54,000 
33,300 
65,600 
46,700 
58,000 
70,000 

603,000 

5,500 
5,500 

12,000 
39,900 
39,700 
12,200 
66,700 
31,500 

202.000 

3,000 

1,470,000 

6,940 
6,320 
6,920 
6,010 
6,080 
6,340 
6.890 
6,690 
6,830 
6,450 
6,560 

5,000 
6,520 
6,430 
6,320 

7.350 
6,550 
6,520 
6.870 
6,750 
6.870 
6,380 
7.340 
7,020 
6,420 

6,860 

5,350 
5,330 
5,340 

6,560 
6,660 
6,540 
6.570 
6,380 
6.360 
6,470 

6,480 

6,660 

6,920 
6,860 
6,820 
6.710 
6,660 
6,180 
7,080 
6,960 
6.700 
5,580 
6,720 

6,190 
6,020 
6,030 
6,060 

7,350 

7,050 

7.020 
6,940 
6,380 
7,290 
6.980 
6,620 
6.800 
7,010 

5.580 
5,580 

5,850 
6,540 
6.690 
6,130 
6,590 
6,420 
6,500 

6,130 

6,800 

Production 
2008 I 2009 

ewt 

5,226,400 5,208.100 
4,961,200 5,385,100 
5,307,600 5,446,300 

501,000 691,100 
5,868,200 6,229,800 
6,499,000 6,087,300 
2,528,600 3,115,200 
7,794.200 8,278,400 
2,247,200 2.237,800 

896.600 864,900 
41,930,000 43,544,000 

174.100 111,400 
208,700 234,700 
154,200 168,900 
537,000 515,000 

7.556,600 8,521,000 
2,567.600 
5.216,000 5.947,900,
1,559.500 
5,063.000 5,262,000 
3,593.000 3,747,600 
2,240,200 2.124,500 
4,492,100 4,781,700 
2.702,700 3,259,700 
3,441,300 3,839,600 

4,760,000 
38,438,000 42,244,000 

101.700 
96,000 307.000 

197,700 307,000 

820,000 702.000 
2,077,900 2,609.500 
1,739,600 2.655,900 

814,700 747,900 
4.325,600 4,392.400 
1,876,200 2,022,300 

11,654,000 13.130,000 

181,300 184,000 

92,938,000 99,924,000 
, Included In Other Countoes. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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Un~9d Slates Department of Agricultu re 

National Agricultural Statistics Se~vice 

I 
Click Header to sort column (currently sorted ascending 1 ).I 

A CSV download option is available at the bottom of the displayed data. 

Display output Control : ~) Units & data In the same column Units as a separate column o Units at the bottom of 
table 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Arkansas County Data - Crops 
Commodity 

i Practice Year 

I 

State County District 
Planted All 
Purposes Harvested Yield Production 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

1999 Arkansas Poinsett 30 135,000 acres 
134,000 

acres 
5,950 

pounds 
7,973,000 

hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 2000 Arkansas Poinsett 30 122,500 acres 122,000 

acres 
6,230 

pounds 
7,601,000 

hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2001 Arkansas Poinsett 30 136,500 acres 136,000 
acres 

6,400 
pounds 

8,704,000 
hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2002 Arkansas Poinsett 30 135,100 acres 133,000 
acres 

6,300 
pounds 

8,379,000 
hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2003 Arkansas Poinsett 30 127,,00 acres 126,700 
acres 

6,440 
pounds 

8,159,480 
hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2004 Arkansas Poinsett 30 135,200 acres 
135,000 

acres 
7,040 

pounds 
9,504,000 

hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2005 Arkansas Poinsett 30 133,700 acres 133,100 
acres 

6,670 
pounds 

8,877,770 
hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 2006 Arkansas Poinsett 30 120,500 acres 120,000 

acres 
6,950 

pounds 
8,340,000 

hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 2007 Arkansas Poinsett 30 117,500 acres 117,000 

acres 
7,340 

pounds 
8,589,000 

hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 2008 Arkansas Poinsett 30 117,000 acres 

116,500 
acres 

6,690 
pounds 

7,794,200 
hundredweight 

Rice All 
Total For 
Crop 

2009 Arkansas Poinsett 30 120,000 acres 119,000 
acres 

6,960 
pounds 

8,278,400 
hundredweight 

11 Records displayed 

I Your request has been processed. 
Click the 'Download CSV' Link below to download data retrieved. 

I 
Download CSv (Units as separate column within C5V) Download CSV (Units In a separate file) Download CSV (Units and data in the same column) 

[ Main MenuJ C~~Ck ]
I 

Send comments and questions to NASS Customer Service 
E-mail: nass@nass.usda.gov I Hotline: 1-800-727-9540

I
 
I
 
I
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Un~ed Slates Department 01 Agriculture 

National Agricultural Statistics Service 

HOnie Other Public,itlon~ . 2002 Census 1997 Census 1992 Census Contact Us 

Click Header to sort column (currently sorted ascending 1 ).
 
A CSV download option is available at the bottom of the displayed data.
 

Display output Control: @ Units" data in the same column 0 Units as a separate column o Units at the bottom of
 
table
 

u.s. & All States Data Crops 
Planted, Harvested, Yield, Production, Price (MYA), Value of Production 
Commodity 

i Year State 
Planted All 
Purposes Harvested Yield Production 

Price per 
Unit Value of production 

Rice All 1999 Arkansas 1,630 
thousand acres 

1,625 
thousand acres 

5,850 
pounds 

95,054 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.71 dols / 
cwt 

542,758 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 California 510 thousand 
acres 

505 thousand 
acres 

7,270 
pounds 

36,690 thousand 
hundredweight 

6.97 dols / 
cwt 

255,729 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 Louisiana 620 thousand 
acres 

616 thousand 
acres 

5,000 
pounds 

30,825 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.99 dols / 
cwt 

184,642 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 Mississippi 325 thousand 
acres 

323 thousand 
acres 

5,650 
pounds 

18,250 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.49 dols / 
cwt 

100,193 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 Missouri 186 thousand 
acres 

184 thousand 
acres 

5,400 
pounds 

9,936 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.60 dols / 
cwt 

55,642 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 Texas 260 thousand 
acres 

259 thousand 
acres 

5,900 
pounds 

15,272 thousand 
hundredweight 

6.04 dols / 
cwt 

92,243 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 1999 United 
States 

3,531 
thousand acres 

3,512 
thousand acres 

5,866 
pounds 

206,027 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.93 dols / 
cwt 

1,231,207 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2000 Arkansas 1,420 
thousand acres 

1,410 
thousand acres 

6,110 
pounds 

86,112 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.60 dols / 
cwt 

482,227 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 California 550 thousand 
acres 

548 thousand 
acres 

7,940 
pounds 

43,521 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.99 dols / 
cwt 

217,170 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 Louisiana 485 thousand 
acres 

480 thousand 
acres 

5,080 
pounds 

24,402 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.82 doIs / 
cwt 

142,020 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 Mississippi 220 thousand 
acres 

218 thousand 
acres 

5,900 
pounds 

12,862 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.68 dols / 
cwt 

73,056 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 Missouri 170 thousand 
acres 

169 thousand 
acres 

5,700 
pounds 

9,633 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.40 dols / 
cwt 

52,018 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 Texas 215 thousand 
acres 

214 thousand 
acres 

6,700 
pounds 

14,342 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.82 dols / 
cwt 

83,470 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2000 United 
States 

3,060 
thousand acres 

3,039 
thousand acres 

6,281 
pounds 

190,872 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.61 dols / 
cwt 

1,049,961 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2001 Arkansas 1,631 
thousand acres 

1,621 
thousand acres 

6,350 
pounds 

102,858 thousand 
hundredweight 

3.93 dols / 
cwt 

404,232 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2001 California 473 thousand 
acres 

471 thousand 
acres 

8,170 
pounds 

38,490 thousand 
hundredweight 

5.28 dols / 
cwt 

203,227 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2001 Louisiana 548 thousand 
acres 

546 thousand 
acres 

5,500 
pounds 

30,014 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.47 dols / 
cwt 

134,163 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2001 Mississippi 255 thousand 
acres 

253 thousand 
acres 

6,600 
pounds 

16,698 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.15 dols / 
cwt 

69,297 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2001 Missouri 211 thousand 
acres 

207 thousand 
acres 

6,000 
pounds 

12,420 thousand 
hundredweight 

3.70 dols / 
cwt 

45,954 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2001 Texas 216 thousand 
acres 

216 thousand 
acres 

6,850 
pounds 

14,790 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.61 dols / 
cwt 

68,182 thousand 
dollars 

t:;,/1t:;,/'){\1{\ 
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Rice All 2001 
United 
States 

3,334 
thousand acres 

3,314 
thousand acres 

6,496 
pounds 

215,270 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.25 dols / 
cwt 

925,055 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2002 Arkansas 1,516 
thousand acres 

1,503 
thousand acres 

6,440 
pounds 

96,752 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.16 dols / 
cwt 

402,488 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2002 California 533 thousand 
acres 

528 thousand 
acres 

8,140 
pounds 

42,989 thousand 
hundredweight 

6.32 dols / 
cwt 

271,690 thousand 
dollars 

.Rice All 2002 Louisiana 
540 thousand 

acres 
535 thousand 

acres 
5,500 

pounds 
29,400 thousand 

hundredweight 
4.14 dols / 

cwt 
121,716 thousand 

dollars 

Rice All 2002 Mississippi 255 thousand 
acres 

253 thousand 
acres 

6,400 
pounds 

16,192 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.94 doIs / 
cwt 

79,988 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2002 Missouri 190 thousand 
acres 

182 thousand 
acres 

6,050 
pounds 

11,011 thousand 
hundredweight 

3.90 dols / 
cwt 

42,943 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2002 Texas 206 thousand 
acres 

206 thousand 
acres 

7,100 
pounds 

14,616 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.16 dols / 
cwt 

60,803 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2002 
United 
States 

3,240 
thousand acres 

3,207 
thousand acres 

6,578 
pounds 

210,960 thousand 
hundredweight 

4.49 dols / 
cwt 

979,628 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 Arkansas 1,466 
thousand acres 

1,455 
thousand acres 

6,610 
pounds 

96,188 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.70 dols / 
cwt 

740,648 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 California 
509 thousand 

acres 
507 thousand 

acres 
7,700 

pounds 
39,036 thousand 

hundredweight 
10.40 

dols / cwt 
405,974 thousand 

dollars 

Rice All 2003 Louisiana 455 thousand 
acres 

450 thousand 
acres 

5,870 
pounds 

26,397 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.68 dols / 
cwt 

202,729 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 Mississippi 235 thousand 
acres 

234 thousand 
acres 

6,800 
pounds 

15,912 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.34 dols / 
cwt 

116,794 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 Missouri 176 thousand 
acres 

171 thousand 
acres 

6,130 
pounds 

10,484 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.20 dols / 
cwt 

75,485 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 Texas 181 thousand 
acres 

180 thousand 
acres 

6,600 
pounds 

11,880 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.35 dols / 
cwt 

87,318 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2003 
United 
States 

3,022 
thousand acres 

2,997 
thousand acres 

6,670 
pounds 

199,897 thousand 
hundredweight 

8.08 dols / 
cwt 

1,628,948 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2004 Arkansas 1,561 
thousand acres 

1,555 
thousand acres 

6,980 
pounds 

108,560 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.13 dols / 
cwt 

774,033 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2004 California 595 thousand 
acres 

590 thousand 
acres 

8,600 
pounds 

50,759 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.34 dols / 
cwt 

372,571 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2004 Louisiana 538 thousand 
acres 

533 thousand 
acres 

5,390 
pounds 

28,730 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.77 dols / 
cwt 

223,232 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2004 MisSissippi 235 thousand 
acres 

234 thousand 
acres 

6,900 
pounds 

16,146 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.48 dois / 
cwt 

120,772 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2004 Missouri 
196 thousand 

acres 
195 thousand 

acres 
6,800 

pounds 
13,261 thousand 

hundredweight 
6.98 dols / 

cwt 
92,562 thousand 

dollars 

Rice All 2004 Texas 222 thousand 
acres 

218 thousand 
acres 

6,840 
pounds 

14,906 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.96 dols / 
cwt 

118,652 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2004 
United 
States 

3,347 
thousand acres 

3,325 
thousand acres 

6,988 
pounds 

232,362 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.33 dols / 
cwt 

1,701,822 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2005 Arkansas 1,643 
thousand acres 

1,635 
thousand acres 

6,650 
pounds 

108,792 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.27 dols / 
cwt 

790,918 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 California 528 thousand 
acres 

526 thousand 
acres 

7,380 
pounds 

38,836 thousand 
hundredweight 

10.10 
dols / cwt 

392,244 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 Louisiana 530 thousand 
acres 

525 thousand 
acres 

5,900 
pounds 

30,983 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.47 dols / 
cwt 

231,443 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 Mississippi 265 thousand 
acres 

263 thousand 
acres 

6,400 
pounds 

16,832 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.36 dols / 
cwt 

123,884 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 Missouri 216 thousand 
acres 

214 thousand 
acres 

6,600 
pounds 

14,124 thousand 
hundredweight 

6.87 dols / 
cwt 

97,032 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 Texas 202 thousand 
acres 

201 thousand 
acres 

6,600 
pounds 

13,266 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.77 dols / 
cwt 

103,077 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2005 
United 
States 

3,384 
thousand acres 

3,364 
thousand acres 

6,624 
pounds 

222,833 thousand 
hundredweight 

7.65 dols / 
cwt 

1,738,598 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2006 Arkansas 1,406 
thousand acres 

1,400 
thousand acres 

6,900 
pounds 

96,565 thousand 
hundredweight 

9.43 dols / 
cwt 

910,608 thousand 
dollars 

-----.. \. .... -.1""./ 

~ 11 ~ 1"'1(\1 (\ 
I 
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Rice All 

• 
2006 California 526 thousand 

acres 
523 thousand 

acres 
7,660 

pounds 
40,040 thousand 

hundredweight 
13.00 

dols / cwt 
520,520 thousand 

dollars 

Rice All 2006 Louisiana 350 thousand 
acres 

345 thousand 
acres 

5,880 
pounds 

20,294 thousand 
hundredweight 

9.83 dols / 
cwi 

199,490 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2006 Mississippi 190 thousand 
acres 

189 thousand 
acres 

7,000 
pounds 

13,230 thousand 
hundredweight 

9.38 dols / 
cwt 

124,097 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2006 Missouri 216 thousand 
acres 

214 thousand 
acres 

6,400 
pounds 

13,696 thousand 
hundredweight 

9.38 dols / 
cwt 

128,468 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2006 Texas 150 thousand 
acres 

150 thousand 
acres 

7,170 
pounds 

10,760 thousand 
hundredweight 

10.00 
dols / cwt 

107,600 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2006 
United 
States 

2,838 
thousand acres 

2,821 
thousand acres 

6,898 
pounds 

194,585 thousand 
hundredweight 

9.96 dols / 
cwt 

1,990,783 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2007 Arkansas 1,331 
thousand acres 

1,325 
thousand acres 

7,230 
pounds 

95,814 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.10 
dols / cwt 

1,159,349 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2007 California 534 thousand 
acres 

533 thousand 
acres 

8,200 
pounds 

43,684 thousand 
hundredweight 

16.20 
dols / cwt 

707,681 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2007 Louisiana 380 thousand 
acres 

378 thousand 
acres 

6,140 
pounds 

23,222 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.70 
dols / cwt 

294/919 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2007 Mississippi 190 thousand 
acres 

189 thousand 
acres 

7,350 
pounds 

13,892 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.60 
dols / cwt 

175,039 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2007 Missouri 180 thousand 
acres 

178 thousand 
acres 

6,900 
pounds 

12,279 thousand 
hundredweight 

11.90 
dols / cwt 

146,120 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2007 Texas 146 thousand 
acres 

145 thousand 
acres 

6,550 
pounds 

9,497 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.40 
dols / cwt 

117,763 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2007 
United 
States 

2,761 
thousand acres 

2,748 
thousand acres 

7,219 
pounds 

198/388 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.80 
doIs / cwt 

2,600,871 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2008 Arkansas 1,401 
thousand acres 

1,395 
thousand acres 

6,660 
pounds 

92/938 thousand 
hundredweight 

15.00 
doIs / cwt 

1,394,070 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2008 California 519 thousand 
acres 

517 thousand 
acres 

8,320 
pounds 

43,030 thousand 
hundredweight 

27.50 
dols / cwt 

1,183,325 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2008 Louisiana 470 thousand 
acres 

464 thousand 
acres 

5,830 
pounds 

27,037 thousand 
hundredweight 

15.40 
dols / cwt 

416,370 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2008 Mississippi 230 thousand 
acres 

229 thousand 
acres 

6,850 
pounds 

15,687 thousand 
hundredweight 

15.40 
dols / cwt 

241/580 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2008 Missouri 200 thousand 
acres 

199 thousand 
acres 

6,620 
pounds 

13,173 thousand 
hundredweight 

13.80 
dols / cwt 

181/787 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2008 Texas 175 thousand 
acres 

172 thousand 
acres 

6,900 
pounds 

11,868 thousand 
hundredweight 

15.70 
dols / cwt 

186/328 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2008 United 
States 

2,995 
thousand acres 

2,976 
thousand acres 

6,846 
pounds 

203,733 thousand 
hundredweight 

16.80 
dols / cwt 

3,603,460 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2009 Arkansas 1,486 
thousand acres 

1,470 
thousand acres 

6/800 
pounds 

99,924 thousand 
hundredweight 

13.40 
dols / cwt 

1/338,982 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2009 California 561 thousand 
acres 

556 thousand 
acres 

8,600 
pounds 

47,804 thousand 
hundredweight 

18.60 
dols / cwt 

889/154 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2009 Louisiana 470 thousand 
acres 

464 thousand 
acres 

6,300 
pounds 

29,217 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.60 
dols / cwt 

368,134 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2009 Mississippi 245 thousand 
acres 

243 thousand 
acres 

6,700 
pounds 

16,281 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.80 
dols / cwt 

208,397 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2009 Missouri 202 thousand 
acres 

200 thousand 
acres 

6,710 
pounds 

13,423 thousand 
hundredweight 

13.10 
dols / cwt 

175,841 thousand 
dollars 

Rice All 2009 Texas 171 thousand 
acres 

170 thousand 
acres 

7,770 
pounds 

13,201 thousand 
hundredweight 

12.50 
dols / cwt 

165,013 thousand 
dollars 

Rice ~II 2009 
United 
States 

3,135 
thousand acres 

3,103 
thousand acres 

7,085 
pounds 

219,850 thousand 
hundredweight 

14.30 
dols / cwt 

3,145,521 
thousand dollars 

Rice All 2010 Arkansas 1,631 
thousand acres 

Rice All 2010 California 600 thousand 
acres 

Rice All 2010 Louisiana 510 thousand 
acres 

1:./1 1:./"{)1 () 
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Rice All 

• 
2010 Mississippi 270 thousand 

acres 

-. -0

Rice All 2010 Missouri 217 thousand 
acres 

Rice All 2010 Texas 183 thousand 
acres 

Rice All 2010 United 
States 

3,411 
thousand acres 
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Arcadia
 

School District
 

Joining together to educate and 
equip students for citizenship in iii 

global, digital society 
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I Justification for the Administrative CGii~u::ditiun of Delight/Weiner 

I Delight and Weiner are far apart geographically, but very close in those things that 

indicate a successful school-proficient test scores, financial stability, small teacher to student 

I ratio, ready accessto technology, and strong parent and community support. Although both 

districts are academically and· financially sound and meeting state standards, each school's 

I enrollment has fallen below the 350 mandated by the state. Rather than focusing on breaking 

I down something that's working, the schools have found a way to build up something that's 

better. The Arcadia district is a solution that turns a negative situation into a positive one for 

I
 both school districts.
 

Re~gnizing the reality of their situations, both districts looked at those schools near 

I them for possible annexation or consolidation and were unable to find a district that was 

comparable in financial stability, student achievement, and other factors that enhance student 

I 
I success. On first thought, the idea of consolidating with a district in another part of the state 

appeared ridiculous; however the way our world operates has changed drastically in recent 

I 
years. The new district resulting from the administrative consolidation of Weiner and Delight 

school will be called Arcadia and will mirror the way businesses in today's global economy 

operate. The name comes from the Greek word "arcadia"- a region of ancient Greece in the 

I Peloponnesus. Its inhabitants, relatively isolated from the rest of the known civilized world, 

proverbially lived an idealistic, simple, pastoral life. 

I 
I The focus of the new district will be to bring classroom instruction in line with the real 

world, utilizing technologies to both teach and as a means for student response and research. 

I 
The federal No Child Left Behind legislation establishes technology literacy as a core foundation 

for learning, calling for academic excellence in the context of 21st century technologies. A goal 

of the new district will be to serve as a model for rural education within our own state and 

I other states as well-preparing rural students for today's world. The approach addresses the 

problem of many schools in our nation that struggle with isolation problems. The new 

I innovative district with its real world applications will prepare students for today and the 

future. Examples of 21st Century learning and activities include: school board meetings held as

I
 
I
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I
 video-conferences, collaborative problem based projects between classes at Delight and
 

Weiner using a wide variety of Web 2.0 programs such as wikis, blogs, and special networking 

I sites. Distance learning Labs would allow for sharing of teacher power, and online courses 

would be utilized. These class methods would prepare students for the work force of today and 

I for college courses which make much use of online interaction (many college classes are 

completely online). A district-wide IItechnology-eurriculum" specialist would be hired to 

I coordinate activities between the two campuses and provide in-service training to insure 

teacher competence in utilizing the approach in their classrooms. Technology courses could be 

I 
I added, such as introductory computer programming and website design. Keyboarding could be 

taught at the elementary level, giving even young students the ability to easily use technology 

I
 
as a learning tool. Another goal would be to provide each student in middle school through
 

high school a laptop to use at school and at home. Textbooks could be accessed using the
 

laptop, connecting students to information and skills in keeping with the way they learn. 

I 
How will the consolidation make the new district better than their former

I schools? 

Each school can benefit from programs available that one has and the other doesn't. 

I For instance, Delight has an ABC Pre-K program which could be extended within the Weiner 

district-a real need in the Weiner area. Weiner has Pre-AP and an EAST lab which could 

I 
I become part of Delight's curriculum. Delight offers the JAG (Jobs for Arkansas Graduates) 

program, an alternative education program for at-risk students which is a web based real word 

I 
application. The Weiner Gifted and Talented Program has received several Act 56 Outstanding 

Program Awards from the state. While the district offers students AP courses mandated by the 

state, the district1s G.T. program has been commended by state monitors for its weekly 

I enrichment seminar class for secondary students, focusing on creative and critical thinking. The 

success of this concept could be extended into the Delight district, providing their gifted and 

I talented students the opportunity to explore topics not addressed in the regular cfassroom in a 

differentiated manner that encourages independent research and affective development. 

I
 
I
 
I
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I The administrative consolidation would enable more courses to be offered than are 

I 
currently available, such as Spanish for elementary students. Chinese, a language that certainly 

is prominent in the new world economy now and prOVing to be even more important in the 

future, could be added for both schools through Distance learning. Sharing teacher power 

I through Distance learning technology will save money and will allow more students to benefit 

from exceptional teachers and advanced or specialized classes. Delight has a Spanish teacher 

I whereas Weiner has been providing Spanish through the ADE's Distance learning program. The 

two campuses could share the Spanish teacher. Filling positions affected by teacher shortages 

I 
I will be aided by the ability to recruit from two separate areas of the state. Collaborative class 

projects, utiliZing 21st Century learning skills can take place between Delight and Weiner. 

I 
Programs such as ProtoPage, Etherpad, Qipit, podcasts, virtual reality websites (Second life), 

and other online programs can be used to teach subject matter as students also practice and 

learn real world communication skills. 

I Teachers on both campuses would be able to s~are curriculum ideas and in-service. For 

example, Weiner has a teacher who is a Teacher Fellow for the United States Memorial 

I 
I Holocaust Museum in Washington D.C.-this teacher would be able to educate teachers and 

students at the Delight campus. Teachers from both campuses could share their expertise 

I 
through video conferencing and multimedia productions. In like manner, students could also 

present projects and other types of learning with their peers at the other campus. 

After school activities would be enhanced. For instance, Delight has a martial arts 

I program that could be shared with Weiner through Distance learning. 

I The two locations have different industries; exposure to these could broaden students' 

opportunities and knowledge about the work experience. A student exchange program could 

I take place for small groups for short periods of time, allOWing students to experience a 

different part of the state, meet new people, and broaden their experiences-many low 

I income, rural students Jive isolated lives in only one location. 

I Both the Delight and Weiner communities would benefit from the consolidation. 

Students at both campuses could collaborate on service projects, enhancing future scholarship 

I
 
I
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applications as well as experiencing the rewards of helping others. Weiner students could 

access a Leadership Service Learning course offered on the Delight campus through Distance 

Learning. 

How would the students be better served by the formation of Arcadia as 
opposed to being annexed to a neighboring school? 

Combining the two districts will result in offering students a comparable number of 

courses as neighboring districts. Students in the Arcadia district will be attending a school 

whose very operation functions with a dependence on 21st Century learning skills. These skills 

will be utilized by the new district's school board, administration, and on down through its 

Kindergarten as opposed to more traditional methods which Delight and Weiner students will 

experience and use if placed in neighboring districts. In addition, the Arcadia district would 

have a higher ratio of technology available per student than would occur if Weiner and Delight 

were absorbed by neighbor districts. Currently, the Weiner School District has a Smartboard, 

document camera, and multiple laptops in each classroom. Delight, too, has worked in recent 

years to do the same and is in the process of installing Smartboards and document cameras in 

their classrooms as well. Both schools have a Distance Learning Lab that allows students and 

teachers to see and talk with students and teachers in other locations. None of the districts 

contiguous to Weiner offer a comparable Gifted-and-Talent Program with weekly enrichment 

seminar classes for secondary students. 

Research proves that students benefit from smaller student/teacher ratios; the focus on 

the individual decreases the likelihood of children falling through the cracks, making all 

students more transparent. Research also proves that students, especially at-risk students, do 

better in smaller, more personal environments and would, therefore, be better served by the 
) 

schools of the Arcadia district. Opportunities for leadership and participation in certain 

extracurricular activities can be diminished in a bigger school; each club has just one president, 

each team has a set number of players whether it's a large or small school. Participation in 

extracurricular activities helps develop self-confidence, preparing students for assuming 
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I leadership roles in the future at the workplace and in their communities. The smaller school 

setting increases the opportunity for student development of leadership. 

I During difficult economic times such as now, driving to school functions places an added 

I 

hardship on families. Parents will have a more difficult time attending school events after work

I if their children are moved to a neighboring school. The Arcadia district plan would result in 

better parental involvement. 

With the formation of the Arcadia .district, students would still be attending school in 

I the environment their parents chose for them. Community support will be stronger if Delight 

and Weiner form a new district than if those students are sent to schools in other towns. Both

I Delight and Weiner consider their schools to be a vital part of their towns, as evidenced by their 

I patrons' millage support. Students and parents will experience more of a feeling ofownership 

I 
with the Arcadia district. The administrative consolidation of Delight and Weiner would allow 

the children to remain in an environment in which they feel comfortable and safe and in 

schools that have proven themselves to be academically and financially sound. 

I CONCLUDING THOUGHTS 

The innovations and vision of the new Arcadia district are exciting, preparing students for a 

I future world that requires problem solVing, confidence, new ways of communicating, and a giving spirit. 

The creation of Arcadia will result in a true Twenty-First Century School for its students. The

I "International Society for Technology in Education" cites ten priorities essential for making good on the 

commitment to technology within today's schools. As both Delight and Weiner look to the future for 

I the betterment of all students, those guidelines provide a clear blueprint. The last priority in the ISTE 

recommendations states: "Promote global digital citizenship. Growing competition in a flat world 

I 
I means technology is a great equalizer. It breaks down artificial barriers to effective teaching and 

learning, and provides incredible opportunities for collaboration across borders." The proposed Arcadia 

I 
District believes that what will work across borders, will work across our state, bringing students 

opportunities for extending their learning by connecting with others. 

I 
I 
I 
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I 
I BEFORE mE ARKANSAS STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION 

I 
IN TIlE MATTER OF THE CONSOLIDATION OF SCHOOLOef:l/"r 
DISTRICf(S) OF ,g ;tiL COUNTY AND THE _'Ale&
SCHOOL DISTRICT OF B;NSrlt' COUNTY: 

I PETITION FOR CONSOLIDATION 

I COMES NOW the J)eltaLf- School District(s) of IIIt~ 
County and the LtleINeJt- School District of A,;;re"If CountyI 
(Petitioners), acting by and through their respective Superintendent(s) duly authorized, 

I pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-13-1601 et seq., and petition the Arkansas State Board of 

Education (Board) to approve the consolidation ofthe Petitioners into the resulting 

I !h.eAdilJ' School District, and hereby would submit to the Board as follows: 

I I. Pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-13-1601 et seq., the Petitioners hereby submit and 

incorporate in this petition as Exhibit A attached hereto, proofof legally binding local 

I board resolutions to consolidate the lJehiJ,t and tdeJAI~ School District(s) 

into the resulting IItCArhii School District as approved by a majority ofthe quorum 

I 
present of the local boards ofeducation ofthe respective Petitioners. 

I 2. The Petitioners hereby submit and incorporate in this petition as Exhibit B 

I 

attached hereto. proofofpublic notice of intent to petition this Board to consolidate the 

I Petitioners into the resulting Ilt tAl, it School District Said public notice of intent 

to consolidat@was not) published in the local newspaper(s) ofgeneral circulation 

(or in state newspaper oflocal daily circulation iflocal newspaper does not exist on 

I weekly basis) of the affected districts for a time period ofno less than once a week for 

two (2) consecutive weeks immediately prior to the filing ofthis petition with this Board.

I 
I 15 

I 
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I Agency # OOS.23 

I 
3. The Petitioners submit that at the flf'St proper school election following the 

petitioned consolidation, the resulting I14tM,'R School District shall electLlocal 

I board members in compliance with A.C.A. §§ 6-13-1405, 6-13-1406 and 6-13-1412 or 6

13-1413. 

I 
I 4. The Petitioners submit that their respective school districts are 

geographically contiguous or that the Boaro should approve the petitioned non

contiguous consolidation because the consolidation will result in (a) the overall " 

I improvement in the educational benefits to students in all of the school districts involved, 

or (b) will provide a significant advantage in transportation costs or services to all of the

I school districts involved based on the following factual reasons: 

~ A\\c:ct:ec\ t!\e:rnO'("L:Ana.uVY)I 
I
 
I 

5. The Petitioners submit that they hereby request through the State Board, 

I an Attorney General Opinion declaring whether the petitioned consolidation will or will 

not hamper, delay or in any manner negatively affect the desegregation ofanother school 

I 
I district or districts in this state. Upon receipt, the resulting opinion shall be incorporated 

herein and attached hereto as Exhibit C. 

6. Pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-13-160I el seq., the Petitioners hereby submit and 

I 
I declare that the effective date ofthis petitioned consolidation shall be July I, and that 

there shall be only one local school board and one local superintendent of the resulting 

!UeAtI,;q School District. 

I 
I 16 

I 
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I Agency # 005.23 

I 7. The Petitioners hereby submit an affidavit of facts by the superintendent 

ofthe affected school district, which is incorporated as Exhibit D, concerning the relevant 

I status ofany federal court-ordered supervision or jurisdiction ofdesegregation cases 

involving the affected districts.

I WHEREFORE, Petiti~ners request that the Board approve the consolidation of 

the 7)e"~·J.r School District(s) of lite County and the ttJelAl~1I 
School District of 4,'prt!."If County into the resulting dAtA" iI School District; 

I that it issue an Order dissolving the affected school districts and establishing the resulting 

I school district; that it issue an Order establishing the boundary lines ofthe resulting 

I 
school district; and that it file its Order with the County Clerks oftbe Ate 
and A~St1t Counties, Arkansas. 

Respectfully submitted. 

I 
I School District -6-'''''''-...;;;.:,...--- 

I By: 

I
 Date 

I 
I ______County 

I 
By: 

Superintendent Date 

I 
President. School Board Date 

I I7 

I 

-------School District 
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7. The Petitioners hereby submit an affidavit of facts by the superintendent 

Agency # 005.23 

I of the affected school district, which is incorporated as Exhibit D. concerning the relevant 

status ofany federal court-ordered supervision or jurisdiction ofdesegregation cases 

I 
I involving the affected districts. 

WHEREFORE, Petitioners request that the Board approve the consolidation of 

the School District(s) of ·_ County and the _ 

I 
I School District of County into the resulting School District; 

that it issue an Order dissolving the affected school districts and establishing the resulting 

school district; that it issue an Order establishing the boundary lines of the resulting 

I
 
I school district; and that it file its Order with the County Clerks of the _
 

and Counties, Arkansas.
 

Respectfully submitted, 

I 
I _______ School District 

______ County 

I By: ~ I~ is~//) 
/1uperintendent . Date 

I 1~2:J-70l~&#~ 
President, School Board Date 

I 
-------School District 

I ______County 

I By: 
c.:r=tendent Date 

i:a~~ I~f).>-IOI President, School Board Date 

I 
17 

I 
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I Agency # 005.23 

Exhibit A I 
SCHOOL BOARD RESOLUTION

I 
COMES NOW the ttktlV~~ School District Board acting by and 

I
 
I through its Superintendent duly authorized and do herein declare:
 

A special or regular school board meeting was held on :
 

wherein a quorum was present and a majority of the quorum voted to approve the 

I elidati~Xationof the 'JJe/i~i.r School District with the 

(A/e1N'eA- School District, and the minutes ofsaid meeting reflectI 
I 

such.. Therefore, this document is to serve as the fonnal resolution ofthe 

_-",!A)~-=e:!../IIIi~~:...·__ School District Board ofDirectors, pursuant to Arkansas law, that 

saiEOlidat~exation is hereby approved.

I 
I OJt';.IA/'~ 

of A,~~~rr County 

I
 
I
 
I
 

By: 

By: 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I 18 

I 
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Agency # 005.23• 
I Exhibit A 

I SCHOOL BOARD RESOLUTION 

I 
I COMES NOW the DELIGHT School District Board acting by and 

through its Superintendent duly authorized and do herein declare: 

A special or regular school board meeting was held on 0 1-19-0 9 

I 
I wherein a quorum was present and a majority of the quorum voted to approve the 

consolidation/annexation of the DELIGHT School District with the 

__W_E_I_N_E_R School District, and the minutes of said meeting reflect 

I 
I such. Therefore, this document is to serve as the formal resolution of the 

_D_E_L_I_G_H_T School District Board ofDirectors, pursuant to Arkansas law, that 

said consolidation/annexation is hereby approved. 

I 
I DELIGHT 

of PIKE County

I 
I
 By:
 li~ 

Superintendent Date 

By:I ~&thU 
President, School Board 

I 
I 
I 
I 

18 

I 
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I Agency # 005.23 

ExhibitCI 
AFFIDAVIT OF AVERAGE DAH..Y MEMBERSHIP

I 
. ~OMES NOW the affiant. eNu~/!. ~(ur. Superintendent ofthe 

I tut!lN~ School District, and having been duly sworn, states under oath 
as follows: 

I I. The average daily membership (ADM) of the ~/N~ School 
District, as that teno is defined in Ark. Code Ann. § 6-13-1601(4), was • f#Z.I2. 
students for the 2UJ1·Zo01 school year and ..i'¥t. II students for the 

I
 2aJf-taaqschool year.
 

I 
2. The combined average daily membership of the affected school districts 

was a?/. '1~ for the ZDf),f-ZtlD 'I school year, an average daily membership meeting 
or exceeding three hundred fifty (350) total students. 

FURTHER, amant says not

I ~~WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand this d('1J d- day of 

~AA.1 ' PJIO .

I 
/(/hA:!:~I ~dent 

Countyof ~ I State of Arkansas

if. Sworn and subscribed befure me, Notuy Public, this ~~ day of

I WMy- . ¢olD . 

I ~/£n.JM-1 
Notary Public 

I My comtiSSion expires:q,1 -If 

I
 
I
 
I 19 

I 

., 
.J 
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Agency #I 005.13•
 
I
 Exhibit C 

I AFFIDAVIT OF AVERAGE DAILY MEMBERSHIP 

I COMES NOW the affiant, LAVON FLAHERTY Superintendent of the 
DELIGHT School District, and having been duly sworn, states under oath 

I as follows: 

1. The average daily membership (AD~) ofthe DELIGHT School 

I District, as that term is defined in Ark.. Code Ann. § 6-13·1601(4). was 329.16 
students for the 07-08 school year and 329. 85 students for the 

08-09 school year. 

I 2. The combined average daily membership of the affected school districts 
was 61 I ~ 96 for the 08 -09 school year, an average daily membership meeting 

I or exceeding three hundred fifty (350) total students. 

FURTHER, affiant says not. 

I ~ss WHEREOF. I hereunto set my hand this 'J~ day of 

I 
,~. 

I 
countyOf~I State ofArkansas 

I
 
I
 
I
 

PUU:COUNlY 
NOI'MYPUBUC .AIlMN8AS 

MrCcllllm!lllart Elrr*W~ '4,10111CaIlInIIIanNo. ,_ 

Sworn and subscribed before me, Notary Public, this _.....:;.d_~__ day of 
~~~4A--' dOlO. 

I
 
I
 
I
 

19 

I 
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I	 Agency tl 005.23 

I	 ExmBIT D 

I AFFIDAVIT CONCERNING DESEGREGATION ORDERS 

I COMES NOW the ~/N~ School District, acting 
by and through its Superintendent, and hereby states and represents to the State Board of 
Education that, to the best ofmy knowledge, the @,..,e;""

I School District currently (circle one) (is)(is not) involved in desegregation litigation in a 

I 
United States Federal Court or is under the continuing jurisdiction ofa United States 
Federal Court Order regarding desegregation ofa public school or schools (see "III" at 
bottom ofaffidavit). 

Further the affiant sayeth not. 

I	 ~ IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I bereunlo set my hand 1his..'ort-day of 
Ud~ • 2tJro . 

I ~~ 
I 

COUNTYOf~~ 
I	 STATE OF ARKANSAS 

Sworn and subscribed before me, Notary Public, thisdb j,A,.. day of (),..MI " 
PtJI D . -r-=I
 

I
 
Notary Public ' 

I 
", 

" 

..:\. 
.: 

My Com~ion ,xpires: 
c~tt'lt/-li	 .~o:. ' ... ",!.>.(' :1" /I	 

.~.. ;~.·i ~ -: . 

I	 * = Ifyou answered, "is involved in desegregation litigation. etc." above, please attach a 
copy ofany applicable Court orders or other relevant documentation. 

I 
I 

23 

I 
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Agency # 005.23•
 
I
 

EXHIBIT DI 
AFFIDAVIT CONCERNING DESEGREGAnON ORDERS

I 
I 

COMES NOW the DELIGHT School District, acting 
by and through its Superintendent, and hereby states and represents to the State Board of 
Education that, to the best ofmy knowledge the __.....:D~E~L!:!.:I~G~H~T~ _ 
School District currently (circle one) (is)~ involved in desegregation litigation in a

I United States Federal Court or is under the c ntinuing jurisdiction ofa United States 
Federal Court Order regarding desegregation ofa public school or schools (see "." at 
bottom ofaffidavit).

I 
Further the affiant sayeth not. 

I IN WITNESS WHEREOF,l hereunto set my hand this 25 day of 
~JANUARY· • 201G 

I 
I 

COUNTY of----1..... __ih'--'-9
STATE OF ARKANSASI 

Sworn and subscribed before me, Notary Public, this 

I aD(G 

I 

I 
I 

My CoO~_--,q,----

I 

JSd'YO~
 

~PY/J?::
Notary uhi' tI /d 56; q'6q(j-IC 

_ 

• =Ifyou answered. "is involved in desegregation litigation, etc." above, please attach a 

I copy of any applicable Court orders or other relevant documentation. 

I
 
23 

I 
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• Agency # 005.23 

I 
DIY/ig hi: School DistrictI 

J?; Re County

I By: ~, ta~-/D 
u erintendent Date

I . bd.4r&(J-(V !-c15-/V~ Dateresident, School Boaid 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

ADE 236·14 

I 
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I 

Exhibit E I 
AFlrnAVIT OF ISOLATED SCHOOL STATUS 

I 
Comes the affiant. &UC£ j.J,,,,,s-(Superintendent ofthe _-,ttA=-_e."-'1M_~_,,,",_· _ 

I School District. and having been duly swom, states under oath as follows: 

I I. My name is (lNllell. ~"'f#3~. I am the Superintendent of the 

~~ School District. 

I 2. My business address is J I.J N dMA.J; 4! 1)4.
 

3. I am aware that pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-20-601 a school district must meet


I four of five criteria to qualifY as an isolated school. 

I 4. I am aware that pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-20-602 an isolated school must 

qualify as an isolated school district under § 6-20-60 I prior to the 

I administrative consolidation or annexation petitioned for herein. 

I 
5. J hereby submit that prior to the effective date ofthe administrative 

esolidati09r annexation. the School District ak:.t;t/c:c... 

I qualified as an isolated school district and. therefore, is entitled to the 

rights and privileges conferred on an isolated school pursuant to § 6-20

I 602 (Act 60 ofthe Second Extraordinary Session of2003). 

I 6. I hereby declare that the u/'JJCAw School District qualifies 

for isolated status because the school district meets the following list ofat 

I least four (4) ofthe five (5) criteria ofbeing an isolated school district: 

(circle appropriate responses andprovide relevant data in the blanks)

I
 
I
 
I 20 

I 
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I Agency t# ao~.~~ 

I
 (] ) There is a distance oftwelve (12) miles or more by hard-surfaced
 

highway from the high school ofthe district to the nearest adjacent 

I high school in an adjoining district. The distance is /~. f Jl/1.1u 

(2) The density ratio oftransported students is less than three (3)

I students per square mile ofarea. The density ratio is 

/. 74 ~4r I~~ f"Ad- ""fe.I 
(l) The total area of the district is ninety-five (95) square miles or 

I greater. The total area is /'1t, square miles. 

I 
(4) Less than fifty percent (500.4) of bus route miles are on hard-

surfaced roads. The percent ofbus route miles on hard-surface 
.:)tf. Zr ",,1<1 f/Alfe,J. ",,, ..,1f

I roads is J' ~ . /13. ~z. .,.fu l' /I"'I""u/ ~DIl.l.s 
(S) There are geographic barriers such as lakes. rivers, and mountain 

I ranges which would impede travel to schools that otherwise would 

I 

be appropriate for consolidation, cooperative programs, and shared 7l. / .:lI -111.011,#1 ~ ~AYOW b.e VII! 

services. The geographic barriers are ,4t!i &~"Ilf 7i,·j,J"tV~. Jfuo/.tu! 
J,Jcc ~tJr -Hoi'" ~rJtlt,... ~gMIJ. 

7. Further the affiant sayeth not. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand this .2.,S,J.. day of

I 
,~I 0 . 

I ~~ 
Superintendent 

I COUNTYOF~ 
STATE OF ARKANSAS 

I Sworn and subscribed before me, Notary Public, this ---,,:l.~'l_/.-_~__day 
of cr. . ,dO'O . 

I 
I
 

2]
 

I 
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I Agc:ncy II 005.23 

I 
I 
I 

My Commission .expires: 

q~/t-11 

I .... '. " .:':~ .... 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 22 

I 
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u" UlIG"¥ 
- Phone: (870) 379-2214 • Fax: (870) 379-2448 

"'Irg~~ - I ."""" ". __ ,.. ~•• ~------ ~ -

Janliary 15, 1010 

Exhibit A for the petitien to consolidate was preseated to the reporters from the 
Murfreesboro Diamond and the Nashville Leader on Tuesday evening, January 19, 
1010. Both said that their paper is weekly and comes out on Wednesday. The first 
day the legal notice could be printed is Wednesday, January 17 and the second is 
Wednesday, February 3. Both papers committed to printing the notice of 
consolidation. 

Sincerely, 

fftl-4--
Lavon Flaherty 

County of eLk! 
State of Arkansas 

Slf:tm and subscribed before me, Notary Public, this ---..Il2~~~__ day 
of ~aolo . 

ADMINISTRATION 

I Lavon Flaherty 
Superintendent 

Kathaleen Cole 

I K·12 Principal 

I SCHooL BoARD 

Ricky Buck 

I Citronella Dixon 

Jeff Hill 

I Jim Kirkham 

Rob Lee 

I Renita,Leeper 

Laura Wofford 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I WEINER SrnOOL BOARD REGULAR MEETING MINUTES 

January 20, 2010 

I The meeting was called to order by Susan Johnson. All members were present. 

I The minutes for the December 1S, 2009 regular meeting and the January 6, 201 0 special meeting 
were reviewed and. approved as read. 

I The December financial statement was reviewed and ap~ved as presented. 

I Mrs. Shannon Rogers gave the high school report and Mrs. Cindy Annstrong gave the 
elementary report. 

I A motion was made by Troy Harris and seconded by Todd Bartholomew to accept the 
recommendation ofthe Superintendent to accept the bid from Ramsey, Kro~ Farrell & Lensing,

I the appointed agent for the Arkansas School Board Association's School Board Legal Liability 
program in the amount ofS3,694.00 for 21112010 to 21112011. Motion carried 5 - O. 

I A motion was made by Troy Harris and seconded by Todd Bartholomew to accept the 
recommendation of the Superintendent to approve a onetime bonus of4.3% ofthe base Salary of 

I all Certified and Classified Personnel. Total including matching social security and teacher's 
retirement is $73,076.07. Motion carried 5 - O. 

I A motion was made by Todd Bartholomew and seconded by Mike Gillis to accept the 
recommendation oftile Superintendent to approve the proposal ofthe PPC committee to amend 

I the Family Medical Leave Act policy to the policy provided in the ASBA policy manual. 
Motion carried 5 - O. 

I 

I 
A motion was made by Mike Gillis and seconded by Todd Bartholomew to accept the 
recommendation of the Superintendent to approve the proposal of the PPC committee to amend 
the travel reimbursement from $.39 a mile to $.42 a mile. Motion carried 5 - o. 

I
 A motion was made by Mike Gillis and seconded by Troy Harris approve the Superintendent
 
recommendation to amend the school's drug testing policy and allow the administration the 
flexibility to change a year suspension from all extra-eurricular activities to six months if the 

I
 student meets all the expected criteria of consequences. Motion failed 3 - 2.
 

A motion was made by Todd Bartholomew and seconded by Myra Schwarz to approve the I Proposal for Administrative Consolidation with the Delight School District. Motion carried 5 
o. 

I
 
I
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I A motion was made by Todd Bartholomew and seconded by Troy Harris to approve the Petition 

for Consolidation with Delight School District. Motion carried 5- O. 

I A motion was made by Todd Bartholomew and seconded by Myra Schwarz to approve Exhibit 
A to the Petition for Consolidation. 

I Adjournment 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Motion carried 5 - o. 
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I DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

I SPECIAL DUAL MEETING 
January 25, 2010 

I
 7:30 p.m.
 

I
 AGENDA
 

1. Delight Board President Citronella Dixon calls meeting to order and insures I there is a quorum. 

2. Weiner Board President Susan Johnson calls meeting to order and insures I there is a quorum. 

3. Delight Board approves the Proposal for an Administrative Consolidation of

I the Delight and Weiner School District, the Petition for Consolidation, 

Exhibits A, C, F

I	 4. Delight Board introduces themselves: Citronella Dixon, Ricky Buck, Jeff 

Hill, Jim Kirkham, Robbie Lee, Renieta Leeper, Laura Wofford 

I 5. Weiner Board introduces themselves: Susan Johnson, Todd Bartholomew, 
Mike Gillis, Troy Harris, Myra Schwarz 

I 6. Delight Administration introduces themselves: Lavon Flaherty, Kathaleen 

Cole 

I
 7. Weiner AdminstratioD introduces themselves: Chuck Hanson, Cindy
 
Armstrong, Shannon Rogers 

I 8. Updates by the Superintendents on the upcoming meeting with the State 

Board of Education. 

9. Boards will discuss upcoming administrative consolidation. I 10. Adjournment 

I 
I 
I 
I
 
I
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I
 MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
 

PETITION FOR ADMINISTRATIVE CONSOUDATION 

I
 Introduction
 

The Delight School District ("Delightj and the Weiner School District 

I ("Weiner," together, Delight and Weiner are sometimes the "Schools'') may be far apart 
geographically, but they are remarkably close in many other ways. In fact, the Schools 
are so administratively similar, that they could already be sister campuses oftile same 

I district. Importantly, both Schools share a great deal ofsuccess in the education oftheir 
students, and a consolidation ofDelight and Weiner into the Arcadia School District 
("'Arcadia'') will, without a doubt, result in the improvement ofthe educational 

I experience ofboth Schools' students. 

Reasons for Approval I 
1.	 The non-eontiguous consolidation will result in the overall improvement in the 

educational benefit to students in all ofthe school districts involvedI a.	 One ofArcadia's goals will be to serve as a model for rural education and 
prepare mral students for today's business world. The education of 
Arcadia's students will mirror the way today's global economy operates I	 through the use of tlistJlnee learning, video cOIf/erencing, online 
communication lind intertlction, and Web 1.0programs. 

i.	 Both Schools already have access to Distance Learning Labs, and 

I 
I their students have greatly benefited from their use. The continued 

.utilization ofDistance Learning between the Delight and Weiner 
campuses will better prepare rural students for today's 
multinational business environment Each Weiner classroom is 
equipped with a Smart Board, document camera, and multiple 
computers. Delight is similarly equipped with classroomI	 technology. 

b.	 The fonnation ofArcadia will allow Delight and Weiner to share 
resources in the fann of finances, materials, tectmology, and faculty.I i. Distance Learning classes would enhance the experiences of 

students at both campuses. For instance, Delight's Spanish teacher 

I will be able to teach classes at both campuses via Distance 
Learning, and Weiner's Pre-AP instruction will be provided to 
both campuses via the same channels. 

I 
I 11. Becoming acclimated to distance learning and online interaction 

will prepare students for a collegiate environment, where many 
classes are taught online, and for the workforce, where business is 
often done over a great distance. 

c.	 Each School has strengths from which the other School may benefit. 
i.	 Weiner provides Pre-AP classes, and Delight has an outstanding I	 ABC Pre-K program; Weiner has an EAST program, and Delight 

has a Jobs for Arkansas Graduates eJAG") program. The Arcadia 

I
 
I
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district will have the benefit of the resou...--ces and knowledge I	 associated with all ofthese programs, and wouJd have the ability to 
implement them at both campuses. 

11.	 Not only will Delight's Spanish teacher be able to teach Spanish at I Weiner via Distance Leaming, the Schools propose to offer a 
second foreign language option, such as Mandarin Chinese, at both

I campuses via Distance Learning. 
iii. Weiner's certified AP Art teacher will be able to provide an AP 

course to students at the Delight campus that they would otherwise 

I not have access to. In additio~ Delight's Healthy Cooking class, 
that is taught in conjunction with the University ofAr~could 
be extended to students at the Weiner campus.

I IV. Professional development opportunities would be enhanced with 
the ability of the two faculties to share their knowledge and 
innovative practices. As an example, Weiner's certified I	 Washington D.C. Holocaut Museum Fellow and writing specialist 
could share her expertise with her Delight counterparts. 

I	 v. The Schools will have the opportunity to coordinate and share 
extracirrcular activities. Delight'S martial arts program will be 
broadcast to Weiner students. 

I	 vi. Arcadia will investigate the implementation ofan inter-campus 

I 
exchange programs, giving rural students the opportunity to visit 
and experience a different area, meet new people, and learn about 
the different agricultural industries that support the individual 
communities 

I 
vii. Weiner's secondary gifted students participate in a weekly gifted 

and talented seminar class that received an ACT 56 Exemplary 

I 
Program Award in 2007. This secondary program focuses on 
affective development and critical and creative thinking. No 
diStricts contiguous to the Schools offer such a seminar class for 
secondary students. The Arcadia district proposes to implement 
this seminar district-wide; however, if the consolidation is not

I approved, the seminar could potentially be eliminated. 
d. There will be significant monetary savings through consolidation. 

i. Joint purchasing will allow Arcadia to receive better rates on 

I purchases than Weiner and Delight had alone. 
ii.	 Distance Learning will enable the Arcadia district to more 

efficiently use teachers.

I	 iii. The Arcadia district will only have one Superintendent.
 

I
 
iv. Other positions-such as district treasurers~ paraprofessionals,
 

etc.-ean be consolidated, resulting in further savings.
 
e.	 Students will remain in an environment in which they feel comfortable 

I 
and safe, and in schools that have continually proven themselves to be 
academically and financially sound. 

I
 
I
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f.	 The creation ofthe Arcadia Dis1rict would be more beneficial to theI	 students of Weiner and Delight than any other consolidation/annexation 

option. 
i.	 Students in the Arkadia district will be attending a school whoseI very operation requires a dependence on 21 st Century technology 

skills. These skills will be practiced by its administrators through 

I its IGndergarteners as opposed to more traditional methods which 
Weiner and Delight students would experience and use if placed in 
neighboring districts. 

I 11. During difficult economic times-much like the times we~re 

experiencing-driving to school functions places an added 
hardship on families. Parents will have a harder time making it to

I school events after work. iftheir children are moved to a 
neighboring school. The Arcadia district plan would result in 
better parental involvement. 

I 
I iii. The State ofArkansas will save incentive dollars (2.25 million 

dollars), since the administrative annexation/consolidation 
incentive funds would only be provided to one district instead of 
two. 

I 
iv. After consolidation Arcadia's course offerings will be comparable 

to neighboring districts. 
v.	 Research shows that students benefit from low studentlteacher 

ratios, and at-risk students are more successful in smaller, more 
personal environments. Therefore, students would be better served I	 by the Arcadia district with its capability for providing more 
individual attention. 

VI.	 Due to the district's two distinct campuses, students ofthe Arcadia I	 school district would be more likely to hold leadership positions in 
clubs or have the opportunity to play on teams than would their 
counterparts at a larger school where more students vie for the I	 same number ofpositions. 

vii. The Arcadia district would provide more technology on a per

I student basis than would be available to students if Weiner and 
Delight were absorbed by neighboring districts. 

viii. With the formation ofthe Arcadia School District, community 

I support will be stronger than if students from Weiner and Delight 
were sent to other districts, and parents and students would have 
more ofa feeling ofownership. This will lead to a greater degree 

I ofparental participation, since students will be attending school in 
the environments their parents chose for them. 

2. The non-contiguous consolidDIion will provide a significant advantage inI transportation costs or services 10 all ofthe school districts involved 
8.	 If the Delight and Weiner consolidation petition is not approved, then the 

Schools will likely be annexed by other districts. In that case, students I	 from the Delight and Weiner districts will be bussed to the campuses of 
the annexing districts. This will result in longer, more costly bus routes 

I
 
I
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I for the annexing distric~~. "nti win ~.!!t in students spending more time 

on busses-time that would be better spent resting, studying, or visiting 
with their families. 

I b. If the DeJight and Weiner Consolidation is approved, then there would be 
no increase in length. ofbus routes. Therefore, the creation ofthe Arcadia 
School District provides a significant advantage in transportation costs and 

I services when compared to any alternative annexation/consolidation plan 
for the Districts. 

I Conclusion 

The innovations and vision ofthe new Arcadia district will prepare students for a 

I 
I future world that requires problem solving, confidence, new ways ofcommunicating, and 

a giving spirit. Arcadia can be a model ofhow technology can be a great equalizer for 
rural areas. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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DelightIWeiner I
 

FacilitiesI
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High School (north) 

Distance Learning Lab 
- Art Department 

- Business Department 

View of 

Interior Hallways 

,', .,' .',: ... 
; .. - .. ' 

"I"'W""""""~'''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' 

I 
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Weiner High School 

- Classroom wing to the right 

I
I jweinerl.
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

• 

(southeast side ofcamous) 

- Gymnasium at left 

I )~~~~~g~1;;~~~;': .. 
',' . ,', .. 

I
 
.., .," : ...
 . '. ..... :.~. ".: ::.': .' 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 

II
 
II
 

High School Classrooms 

Administration Office 

(southwest side ofbuildine:) 
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I
 

High School Library 

(photo shows west side of library) 

Includes five computer stations, 
Smartboard, copier, and 3 Senteo 
interactive response systems 
available for use in all classrooms 

(There is also an EAST lab, as well as 
two additional computer labs. Individual 
classrooms also have two to four 
computers.) 
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High School Lobby Area 

j' , ".. " -\...... .:.. ., 

I
<:L" ":":.:' 

"1"'
">/.-j 

-. .~;. 
. j' .: ...... .. '. ;, 

High School Gymnasium

I (connected to lobby) 

I / 

I
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I 
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t;~~':; (attached to cafeteria-also serves as Music ...... 
Department) 
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All Purpose Physical Education Building 
(on right) 

I 
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Weiner Elementary School
 

(east, main entrance)
 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I Elementary West Wing.. " . 

I (There are four wings.) 

'. ~ "' . , :;":';7:::Y~::"':':':<;?:?~:;:";!

I '". . '. "" . .";. .... .:. 

". 
'.: ," 
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(west side of campus) 

Tennis Court 

Vocational Agriculture/Greenhouse 

(All classrooms have a Smartboard, 
document camera, several desktop 
computers, and access to a portable, 
24 station mobile computer lab.) 

I 
I 
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I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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Family & Consumer Science 

(west side ~of campuse) 
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.' .. 
. .. . Elementary Library 

(has four computer stations, Smartboard, 
document cainera, sound amplification 
system, and 3 Senteo interactive response 
systems available for use in all 
classrooms) 
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Cafeteria is equipped with 
projection/sound system. The community 
utilizes the facility as well. 

(photo from January 2010 Lion's Club event) 
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Carmen Hendrix Building 

.~. ':. '.--:: 

~.. '': :~ ....~':: ....: 

I High School Gymnasium 

I -;..,' 
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Agriculture Building 
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Gym Lobby
 

I
 

i
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: .... -' .. 
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Elementary Library 
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Campus Comparisons 

Proposed Arcadia School District 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Category Delight Weiner 
Ending Balance 06-07 
(less categorical funds) 

$516,705 $1,102,885 

Ending Balance 07-08 
(less categorical funds) 

$658,340 $846,596 

District Mills 40.0 
. 

39.9 

Expenditure per student $9,257 $8,461 

08/09 ADM 328.43 342.69 

07/08 ADM (qtrs 1-3) 329.16 342.12 

06/07 ADM (qtrs 1-3) 362.10 354.66 

Total District Population 
2007 Census data 

2158 1747 

Age 5 -17 Population 
2007 Census data 

354 322 

Attendance Rate 07-08 95.7 91.8 

Graduation Rate 07-08 75.6 89 

Grade Inflation Rate 07-OS 14.3 12.5 

Remediation Rate 07-08 75 50 

AYP Status 08-09 
(Elem/HS) 

MS/SI1 MS MS/MS 

Proficiency Levels 08-09 
3rd grade literacy 
3rd grade math 
4th grade literacy 
4th grade math 
5th grade literacy 

5th grade math 

87.5 
87.5 
77.4 

71 
73.7 
84.2 

86.4 
90.9 
90.3 
87.1 

65 
65 
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6th grade literacv 
6th grade math 
7th grade literacy 
7th grade math 
8th grade literacy 
8th grade math 
Literacy EOC 
Algebra I 
Geometry 

66.7 
75 

44.4 
51.9 

75 
48 

47.7 
(gth grade) 81.2 

47.8 

70.4 
85.2 
57.7 
65.4 
69.7 
51.5 

84 
(8th grade) 100 

71 

-
ACT Composite 07-08 18.9 19.6 

Students in AP courses 
07-08 

9 40 

AP exams taken 9 52 

Discipline 07-08 
Weapons incidents 
Expulsions 
Staff assaults 
Student assaults 

0.6 
0.3 
0.0 
0.0 

0.0 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 

Teacher:Student 10.5:1 11.5:1 

Average teacher salary $39,609 $36,592 

% teachers wI Masters 46.8 36.4 
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E:d ·ucation gone awry 

I ~M<'4-. f' EJotucL':"r wzeHe. 

I
 
I
 
I
 

T he biggest problem with a 
: forced consolidation policy 

based solely on head count is 
that hammersyndrome sets in. 

Befure you know it, every small 
school starts to look like a naiL 

That is especially troublesome 
with education policy because it 
givesa totally &lsesense ofprogress. 

I
Cbangeforits own sake getsamfused 
withUnprovement, even to the point 
that actions detrimental to actual 
learning are vigorously pursued in 
the .uame ofadYancement. 

'Ibere's no inherent educational 
i accomplishment in meeting a so
, called standard of only operating
i public schools with 350 students orimore. But education officials seem 

I
satisfied that ·something is happen-I 

ing" when small schools are closed 

IWhat gets lost in the consolidation 
frenzy log is a defiDitive ilemiza1ion 
ofwhat Claldlytbat sometbing is. 

The idea ofstate legisIatoIs focus-
jog so much on how many kids are 
enrolled in a school rather than how 
many are demcmstrably leamingany
tbinghasalways.fiillensbortofthcslate 
Constitution's~aod virtue.. 
stipuJationtor goodpemment. 

The rust question surrounding 
any government action toward any 
school should be whether it will im
provestudemperfonnance.Presum
ably. nobody associated with Arbn
sas public education policy wants to 
see a weU~ school closed, 
especially one with good test scoresIand enthusiastic parental and com

IIIlW'lity support. 
Yet that's happeoed aver and over 

apinasaresultofcbestate'sminimum 
student ~ and it may well 
happen apmin the tnwn ofWeinel:. 

By educational perfurmance mea
sures, Weiner is a good schooL h bet
ters the state average in graduation 
mte (by 20 points). dropoUt rate and 
ACT SCOleS. Ds peMtudent spending 
is rignt in line with the state average. 

'''' .:.." . .g 

mlaMi. ft 
IoIIh!IBHI Ill"III_Ill.,
IIt\IID Il~ J1 

itoirel:saU the requiredcoursesandit 
even exteeds the 3SO-student tbtesh
old-tbis year. 

Butbecause emoJlment fell below 
tbatuumberfortwocmsecutive-years, 
WeiDer ison the choppiDgbIoclr. 

'Whars happening with Weiner is 
a whole lot WOrse dian fIXing what 
isn'tbro.lren. Jl's achronic case ofbav
ing blindets 011 about where the real 
shortcomings in educalion exist. 

For every small school teetering 
on the minimum-enroDme thresh
old, there's a megadJstriet posting 
bonendous Benchmark test scores 
and leaving man~ many more chil
dren without the education that the 
sw.e is supposed to be providing.

Back*-the oonsoIidation issue 
was being debated. the Ruxal School 
and COIDIDUDity li"ust prepared a 
comprehensive report analyzing and 
. • performance in large and
~.Atthe time, one pra
posal was to set theminimumenroll
ment at 700 students. 

Of the nearly 450,000 public 
school students in Arkansas, only 
13 percent attend school in districts 
smaDer than 700 students. Reducing 
theenroDmentnumbertD350 shrinks 
tbat ~ even further. 

The study revealed that districts 
above700 studentsare morelikely to 
beacademicaJly~tban 
smaller districts. Ifthe state is inter
ested in bead counts. there are more 
tfum"1O times as manystudents. more 
than l2O,ooo, attending "very low
performing" Iatge districts, in'vhich 
tewerthanSOpercentacbievebasicor 
better test scores, thansmaJI districts. 
those with re-.ver than 12,000. 

;;Ut. .:22. 2tU.o 

Weiner HighSchool, mr example, 
boasts 160 students in grades 7-12, 
\v.ith an Dth-Grade literacY Bench
mark score of61 pereeDt, well above 
the state's 51 percent average. How 
thatsclmolwinds upintheeducation 
establishments crosshairs ahead ~ 
say. Pine mmfis a complete :myster}t 

Pine Blu1fHigh counts U40 stu
dems in grades 1O-l2.. 115 DJ:h.Glade 
Literacy score is only 29 pen:ent. Or 
consider JA Fair High in Little Rock 
with an enrollment of]J69 in grades 
9-]2,whose ntb-Grade Literacyscore 
is npet'CeRt. The saue for the entixe 
Little Bockdistrict. whichrepresents' 
26,000 kids, is an anemic 38 percent. 

Neither Pine Bluff nor J.A. Fair 
made adequateyearlyprogress under 
state minimum guidelines, and both 
the PineBIuJfandLittleRockdistricts 
have dropoutJates twice the national 
average. (Weiner's rale is zero.) 

Fmally, in the dollars--and-sense 
category.PineBluffspends $8,827per 
student andLittleRockspends$9.818, 
making~S7,8S8price13gseem 
like a bargain. 

In&ct.maybeit"s time fura decon
solidationplan to emulate the success 
eojoym by small schools. which c0n
tinually do more with less, by setting 
a limit on. school size. 'The data o~ 
wbeIming show that smaller schools 
are more effective in low~income 

areas. 
Forcedconso1idaIion is nothingbut . 

a feel-good substi1ute for real educa
tion refoIm. 'Thusoftbousands ofkids 
aren'tJearningin largedisbicts,but the 
onlyschools weseefit to buUdo2e are 
small schools like WeIner that work. 

Perbapsouebene6.tofournewan
nuallegislative sessions will be that 
such ineptitude won't have to wait 
two whole years for a chance to be 
remedied. 

-to> 

Dana D. Kelley is II free--fance writer 
from Jonesboro. 
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maginea 'YisimriiomMalsiospeclilJg· . • .'* • . .1 .~, • , ., pm:eut IIJOre. or$lO.S04.1iue, adminis
our .Arlcansa~educa~landscape. ~ _ _ C. _.' native costs an=.bigber at Wein~ but ~I. One of his stops IS the town OJ IBUI lB ,,~,... . a mere $l7 per stDdeot.
 

Weiner in Poinsett County. where be's IW II· '; v:., 'n1e local tax: legeDues fur both dis:.
 
busyrecording data on a YOic:e-activared t:\8 ley \C~ /~.;; tricts are about the same, and Earle gets
 

I 
I 

digital clipboard. With dle aid ofan in- ~.;" three times as much in federal fimds as 
terpJanetary linguistic devicr. the higb- ~ Weiner. primarily bea.use of the eco
pitched data sounds hemahs ale tra:ns- nomic disparity between the two towns. 
bled into soothing. reassuring H1J&tish. closure mandated by Act 60 because its StilI. the stale bas10kick in more money 

"Weiner SCbool District, c.:unent en- average enrollment over the past two per studentin&de than in Weinel:. 
roDment 352 stodents... years feU short of the picked-out-of-a- The most teUiug line item. on the ex-

Beep. beep, whirr. bat munber ofE students. Nevermind peDSc chart is tile instrudional expeOOi
"Graduation rate: 96.4 peIa:DL State that this ytmeorollmentisbackup above ture. That's where the edueatiODal rub-

II 
average: 76 pen:ent" . the threshold An amendment ID expand her meas the:road. WeineI's is $4.9.lS per 

Clidcs and whistles. the ~ computation fiom two years student;Earle's is $S,6l9. So much fur 35D 
"Sc:booldropOut late: Zero. State rate': to tour&iJed this past legislarivc session. being a financial DIIDlbeJt d1e minimum 

3.6 pesamt.- Never mind that study after study bas size at which a districtcan be fmancially 
Afinollm.v hum. shown !bat smaller schools are particu- SOdDdandproridetherequndeducation, 
"Average ACf score: 2l.8. State aver- lady eft'ectiYe ineducatingstw::lents from to paraplnsethe official Arlcmsas line. 

I 
I age: 20.8." pooxer communities. too. I'm weary aftbe specious "aftOrdabil

. Then the shiny. prism-c:olored clip- LegjsJaloJs are quick to point out that ity" ~whichwas buIped.outalmost ,boaRIglowsted,and theMartiansc:mteh- the 35O-emoIIment figure isn'taneduea- asan inwJUDtaryreflexto the ressomableIes his eJoo8ated cranium. tiooaI num~ but a fmancial one. Oh, question ofwhyapel;furmingschool~ 

. "This school district is scheduled for really? You don' hlwe to be an observer trict likeWeioe.r, where kids are learning 
: termination... he says. his alien visage in- &omMars to see that schooJs like Wem- and graduating and going on to college. 

I 
i capable ofexpressinghuman incredulity. er's often spend far Jess per student than has to go OIl the chopping block. . 
~ "'This does not compute:' larger districts. How low do you go. one legislator 

Ifs the hallmark ofspurious legisla- 'The National Center for Education asked, before irs no longer affordable I,tion that its IeSU1ts often defy mmmon Statistics lives up to its name when it fur a small school to educate students? 

I· 
I 

sense, and the tragedy befitIling Weiner comes to facts and IJgW"eS per-school A counter question might be: How high 
schools. by all measures an eft"eetive and district. an ofwhich are avail- do you f}J? Many districts 1»
efficient education system. is a b:Xtbook able on its Web site and eas- sides Earle outspend Weiner 
example ofan that's wrong with forced ily searchable by town. The in instructional expendi~ 
consoJidatioo. fiscal data for each district ' I includiogti:lemammothlittle

The arguments again~ numerical are compxehensive. breaking ~. Rock School Distric:t. 
consolidation wereweU documented in down revenues from local, , Andmanyofthese higber
otherstatesbeforeArlamsas adopted Act state and federal funds, and " spendingdistricts rankfar be-I' 

; 60 in 2004. Proponents first argued that orwmizing expenditure; into .:w. low Weiner -and state &Vl::r-

I
 
: consolidation would save money. But in iosnuctionaI. student support. ages-on importanteducation
 

other states administrative costs went administrationandoperations (including standards and measures.
 
up,not down, aslargerdistrictsabsw:bcd food service) eateguries.All is pzesented Weiner isa'primeexample ofwhated

smaller ones. Not only that. but in rural in total dollar formats as weU as pe.r- ucationauthorDeborahMeierhascbron


I 
states like Arkansas. transportaIioncosts student amounts. icled again and again in her research on 
soared with consolidation. in some in- Weiner's per student expenditure of school size-succeSsful schools in small 
stances furcing el~children . $7,868 puts it right at the state avenge. communities doing morewirh less. 
to spend hOW'S on buses. That constitutes a true baxgain since its Success is a key word that somehow 

Then proponents mgued that school educational products, students. are best- failed to make the grade when Act 60 

I
 
district consolidation wasn't the same iDg the stare average in categoEies like was being chafted. ConsolidatitJR a 5UC

as school consolidation.. implying that ACf score and gtaduation rates. But cessful smallschool is fOOlish policy. and
 
local schools 'WOUldn't always have to what about spending at other districts throwing the weight of law behind fully .
 
be shuttered. But a 2006 study by the that aten't even dose tobeingconsidered doesn't make it smart It just makes the
 

I
 
Rural School am Community 1hIst Ie- fur~ law dumb. .
 
veaJed that neadytbree-foorths ofsmall Harle School District in neighboring ..
 
schools annexed in the Arkansas Delta Crittenden County has more than twice
 
were closed within two years. as manystudentsasWeiner (trl7vs.352), Dana n. Kelley is a. free-lance writer from.
 

The Weiner School District is faciIJg. 'I and yet its per-student expend..=ture Ui 33 Jonesboro. . ~ 

Arka.l1SlIs !kmctr,li fro. Z~I
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I
 
I
 
I
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January 25~ 2010

I 
I Arkansas State Board ofEducation 

Little Rock, AR 

I To whom it may concern, 

As a patron ofthe Weiner School 'oistrict in Weiner. Arkansas, 1would like to ask your attention to theI	 matter ofan Administrative Consolidation ofour district with the Delight School District. We have 
been placed in this position not because ofacademic or financial distress. but because we are a small 
school serving 8 rural community. I know you have been presented with the credentials ofour school 

I 
I and that speaks very strongly oftbe dedication ofour administration. teachers, students. and our 

community. I would like to tell you why I want to see our sChool remain intact My father graduated 
from Weiner in 1941. My husband and I graduated in 1973. We have two daughters who graduated in 
1999 and 2001, respectively. They both went on to graduate nom Lyon College in Batesville with as 
degrees in Accounting, m~joring in Accounting. Finance and Economics. I believe they received a 

I
 superior education at Weiner which prepared them to succeed in college and in life.
 

Tcannot be convinced that merging smaller schools into mega schools helps either the school or the 
student. Without indulging in that debate, Jet me simply say that J believe it is evident students respondI better academically aud socially when they are offered more individual time with teachers in a safe 
atmosphere surrounded by the support of their community. 

I	 This proposal may seem at first to be far-fetched., but it may be II bold step in the right direction not 
only for the Weiner and Delight school districts but for others, like us., who find themselves in this 
same situation. What an opportunity to let todays technology propel us into the fore1ront ofI tomorrow's education! With the technology already in place. these two districts can draw from each 
other's strengths and increase the range ofeducation offered. It- will allow the students to attend school 
close to their homes and be involved in extra-curricular activities while expanding their knowledge andI exPerience with the technology that is surely a life skill for today. 

I I told you I wanted to tell you why I want to sec our school remain here at Weiner. I have a 

I 
gral1ddaughter who will start kindergarten next year. I have another granddaughter who is seven 
months old now and another grandchild on the way. The best education I could hope for all of them is 
right here in the new Arcadia School District. 

Thank you for )'our time and attention. 

I Regards, 

I 
I Greta Greeno 

I
 
I
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I 
I PenoyWolf 

6164 Logan Lane 
Fisher, Arkansas 72429 

I
 
I To: Arkansas School Board 

Re-: Arcadia School District Proposal

I I am writing in suppon ofthe consolidation of Weiner SchooJ District and Delight 
School District into Arcadia School District. The collsolidation ofthe two districts will 
allow me academic excellence ofboth schools to be enhanced. While at first glance, theI distance betWeen them might seem a deterrent. the diStance leaming capabilities and 
innovative planning ofthe teachers at both schools have surpassed any expectations of 
the benefit ofcombining these two schools. Jfthere are any doubts as to the efficacy ofI this. please note that Patrica Hesse. trom Weiner School District, is just one ofthe 
teachers who have been part ofthis plannins. She was the first recipient in Arkansas of 
the Christa McAuliffe award and has received many other prestigious awards, both stateI and national and is currently the Arkansas Rural Teacher ofthe Year. 

Delight and Weiner have many similarities and eacb would enbancethe other.I Unlike districtl that are in closer proximity, we excel academically. our facilities are 
good, and our ftnances are sound.' We are not on any "distress" list. In t&ct. we (Weiner) 
have been in the top 10 ofpublic schools in Arkansas for many years. I do not have theI figures on scbolarship amounts given to our graduating seniors but it is !BQf.§ than 
impressive. Allowing the Weiner and Delight schools to merge would provide our

I children with an even better and more diverse education and tha.t is a perfect reason to 
allow the two districts to be consolida.ted into Arcadia School Disrrict_ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I	 Janusry2~ 2010 

I	 To Whom It May CDne.",: 

My name Is Jill Gillis. I harM IiwId in the Weiner community ""I my.tire life. I alt."."sclloolln Weln.,.•• didmy dtlughtflTw 
HfW oldeR son will111'l1li_" ".". Weinel' HIgh St:hool in May. All 

I 
I through the ylllflTtl I have II/WIJIYS btHIIJ proud to $Illy tlMt I WfNlt to 

schoolIn WfIi1H1,. ThllllChoo!".,./Ias a glWlt reputation IDr 
providing an ext:ell"nt educati"" to lin studllnt. rIIf1Io attend. The 
three communitlBs thllt co"';l. the WtllltllrSchool DI.trlct have 
IIIIV.,. wlllvelYld wit"" IISktHI to pSlUllliilblgelncrtltls.s to .$$U",I thai ",.." outstanding IllandM'tls ..,.,. never compl'Omlftd. 

I I have thtee otlltwgIWndt:hlldren wIlD IttttRJd ."othe,st:hool in 
AdulnllBS Ibllt Is much hltrler tIuIn Wllintl,.. One of thtnUt chi/dmn, 
II 914 lulslItteIIt/etI two Isrge tIt:IIooIs In Arkllnsas.. She hilS aI I.aming dlstlbillty. Even though she " •• lin IHP Milt BhDIIId btl 
following II., ftwn IJI'IIdtl to.,..1,,,.. been a ,,,,1IItMdous 

I
 
I plDblMn '0 keep he' w1Hll'e.." ... tD be on ,/HI IfllM'lling scale.
 

WIlen sh. w".1II tlltllIIst gnIde, ..ptllSOIISlly bifid 1HIr tested
 
b~flSfI we ctHIld IW:t:lgnize that t1ItNe was II problem" Ida,.
 
SillY ibM H WI' "1Id not done It 011""''''' tlhe would IuIVII b_n 
wei/Into Ib" BtH:ondgrade belO,. anyo". would have ""flce&

I	 Esch yeI!t,since the,. has btl." conference IfR.,. Conl."""Cf# and 
we lire wei/into file st:hooJyear"."". we t:IIn cDnvlnce.nyone 
thtlt shelltHltl. lind deserves extnl help. Thl. ""p I. mtfndtltedI by law. I sayan 01tills to llUllre • point. In a liliiii11 6C/ItHI1 
••tting, where thel'lli aren't liS IIIIIny chJldl'tfn, who nfHNI extra 

\I Nip, II. well ..oth",probl."., I.e. dilldpllne, stsndlll'ds, etc, 
th.,. I. II mllcll bette,cunt:fl lhat she WDuld get the help

I lHHHIed. I wonder alHHlt th" t:hlldtwl whose 6Imllles aren't 
observllnleniHIgh If) l'ItCogniZe that their child h•• a pTOblem and 
becsUlle .,lite ov.,...populatiDn in til...$Chollis andhuge workI load, they gD unrecognizedtIIId filii betwvNn ",. cracks. 

I	 It denn'fe/y'lIk.. " vOlage to nI/se chlldIVn snd In the Welne, 
SchllDl trl$tdct we can be aSSllnfld thII, the thl'ee vlllllges that 

I
 
I
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I make up this dlstdct are ready lind wi/ling tD help any lind all 

I 
child,.", wh.tflww theirproblem might be. W. demand quality 
and ttl"education for 1111 of the child,." In Ihi. d/$tdct andII", 

excited to becomepartn",. with DIIIIghl to t:ontlnue with Ibll rich 
tradition 01provltlln9 quality education 10,. the chlldl'lJn In both 

I 
I districts. W••,. .Is" proud lind WDuld 6" ho"tlred to be " pad 01 

II new w • .,. of tlduClItiOll ibid couldprovide ourchild,." with a 
newinnovllflwJ way Dfleamlng. 

I am ••klng you to give this. chanee. Be open-minded when.youI II,. considering this mtHflll,.. Sive us the opportunity to pmve 
that Ihill can be do". lind that the students in this newArcadia 

I BchDDJ Dlstl'lct wiN1I."IIIIII••",lng th.t thtIy can be pmud of; II 
great edut:afion and" newt:Uttlng-edge way ofPlYlPlll1ng 'hemfo,. bright pmmising tutu,..I 
Thsnlt you FlIr taking th" 1/",. 'Ii read my I.tte,."

I 
JIRtlllI1s 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I Garv Sitzer 

626'W 3rd eXl. 

I P.O. Box 386 
Weil..el\ AR 72479 

I
 Member of the Board :
 
Sitzer f8rl1l~. inc.
 
Farm Credit MidSouth 
Ark..msas Soybean Promotion

I Arkansas Soybean Assoeiadon 

I 
Sf. Bernard Regional Medical Center Advi!>ol} 
Poinsett County Emergency Food & Sheller 
Poinsett CQunty Fal111 Bureau 

I 
To: 

Arkansas State Board of Education 

Ref: Consolidation of Wainer and Delight School Olstncls 

I I want to thank aU of you for your service on lhis board and lake this opportunity to comment on the proposal 
to consolidate two non-contiguous sehool districts. 

I As a lifelong resident and buSinessman in the weiner area I fully support the consolidation. 

, presently serve on several Boards and know that wlthoul8 doubt you must always follow the law and 
appIlcablEt l'lJIes. It Is my understanding that the decision Will malnty fall on your evaluation of the "betletmentI of the education of the students" provision, hence' win foCIAS my commenl$ on that provision. 

I The geography of lhe proposal necessitates the use of technology which I know will enhtance the student's 
educational experience by putting modem buSiness practices into their daily school work. ThiS will create not 
only familiarity with the current technological workplaCe environment they will be entering but enhance the 
ability of students to interact on a daHy basis with the students in Oeftgnt, tll8A!fore increasing diversUy

I Working with off-site partners, which is common In todays World. will put the students ahead of their peers 
and ready to step into the job market or further tflatr studies in college. I see this everyday and know it can 
worl(. . 

I Top notch teachers are the key to aU learning. I feel that this plan will improve the abitlty of the consolidated 
dtstriCt to hire better instructors. Each district is now bound by the travel constraints of those wishing to 
corrvnute or live nearby. By using the eledronlcany joined classes, the best teachers can be drawn trom a 

I larger area. They could base out of Weiner or Deflght and leach at both schools U$iog present eqUipment 

Recantly'Arthur Rothkopf. US Chamber of Commerce senior vice president said -EducatiOn institutions leek 
opportunities to reinvent themselves in more effectiVe ways. Educators should have opportunities to devise I smarter soIutions_· I agree. 

I
 Sincerely .'"
 

-.. 
~;"7 
./. ../~(~~~"~?.C-y,;~....I Gary Si er of;' 

I
 
I
 

I think that objectively you must approve this proposal. 
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I January 27. 2010 

I 
I Arkansas Department of Education 

LIttle Rock, AR 

I
 
I
 

Greetings! 

As an alum and mother of an alum of the Weiner School District, I am extremely excitedI	 about the prospect of an administrative consolidation with the Delight School District. 
These two districts present the perfect opportunity to allow an administrative 
consolidation to work. Both of these districts are fulfilling what this department I professes as a mission: they are doing a great job educating students. These districts 
have community and parental support that many districts dream of possessing. Both of 
these districts are succeeding at educating students with less state donars than theI majority of districts in our state. These facts alone place the possibility of the suocess of 
this plan extremely high. Weiner and Delight have a proven record of success 
educating students at a high level while remaining not only financially sound~ but beIngI economically efficient. . 

This option will avoid the disenfranchisement to the students. parents, and patrons thatI a consolidation with a contiguous district will present: 

Teacher to student ratios will remain low. This low ratio allows students access toI	 educators should they need personal assistance and instruction. It allows 
educators personal knowledge of their students and families that often provides 
invaluable insight to changes in a student's performancelbehavior providing theI	 educator the opportunity to take actions to assist that individual student during a 
time of difficulty or stress. 

I	 Remaining on their local campuses continues providing parents more convenient 
access to theif children's'school and teachers which promotes parental 
involvement in students' education. This parental involvement is critical and key 

I 
I to the success of the school as well as the individual students. This parental
 

involvement will be severely limited should the students of these districts be
 
consolidated with a contiguous school and bussed to a different campus.
 

It goes without saying that many of the students who are active in extra·curricular 
activities in their current districts will be denied that opportunity should they be

I sent to a larger district. This is particularly true in the area of athletics. These 
activities are essential to a well-rounded education. It provides the instruction of 
relating to others in a successful and healthy way that the classroom cannot as

I
 
I
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I	 rIogue & Greeno Oil Co., Inc. 

P.O. Box 305
I	 Weiner, Arkansas 724;9
 

870-68+-2227
 

I 
I January 25, 20 J0 

To Whom it May Concern: 

I I am writing in support of the administrative consolidation of the Weiner School District 
and tht: Delight School District. I under.ttulld that lhe job set bcfll,'C you now is 10 
determine if the new pmpo~"t.~ districl ~ the Arcadia ScboollJi~trict - can affimJ my 4 

I 
I year old duughter a better education than her brothers received in the Wdner School 

Dislricl as it is today. Although I believe rn)" sons both re~..ei\'cd 1m excellent education 
here in Weiner (one is a law student at. the University Colf Arkansas. the younge}' te·aches 
Spanish at Arkansas Slate Uni\·crsi1y}. I do believe that the proposed consolidation plan 
wiH better sen'e my daughter. 

I	 In a world that is becoming smaller and smaJler, the idea of~\'"Urking with a district some 
200 miles away from Weiner is not only plausible but a naruml progression in twenty
first century education. I know that in my small business. much of wbat 1do on a dailyI	 basis is through the usc oftechnoJogy. The dispatcher that I COlltract to deliver fuel to my 
terminal is located over J00 miles away. We usc email and electronic transfers to conduct 
our business lor the most part. Additionally. 1work with the Murphy Fuel Tenninal near I	 Jonesbum in a like manner tlnd with their parent compan)' in Louisiaml. Long distance 
relationships arc now the noml illsteud of the exception. 

I	 I am excited ahou1 the opportunities that will be available to my daughter with this 
pr0l'0!)"ed merger. Altbough I have been very satisfied with the teachers in the Weiner 
District. I do realize that there ore courses that my sons C,.xlUld have taken that were not 

I 
I offered because ofa lack ofstan: With the shared stall those opportunities for advanced 

classes as well as 8 wide array ofelectives should open up to all students on both the 
Weiner and Delight campuses. Schools' ac·ross the state currently use compres.~ed 

interactive video to receive effective instruction from ASMSA or the ADE Distance 
Learning Center - just as it would be eftective bet\\'een campuses within the same 

I	 district. 

The advantage dlat I sec with lhe proposed merger 8S opposed to a merger with it 

contiguous district is in the personal attention that stude\1tS in b<)lh the Weiner andI Delight schools receive now. The I: 11 teacher/student rertio of the proposed district 
greatly exceeds the ratios in neighboring districts. Both districl'l have been able to 

I maintain this low ratio while operating efficiently -lhe Weiner district with litlle state aid 
due to our ··wealth" index. 

I
 
I
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I ask that you enter into the hearing on FcbrUilf)' 8 with an open mind and give thisI proposal a fair consideration. I believe that with politics aside, you will be able to see that 
the proposed Al'cadia School District is a plan that will enable the Sludents in bOlh 

I Delight and WeinCf to rcc.civc the best education possible - and that is the job of us all, 

Sincerely.

I
 
;4L~~ 

I Lewis Hogue! 
President
 
Hogue & Greeno Oil Co.. Inc,


I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
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I	 January 25.2010 

I 
Arkansas State Board of Education Members: 

I	 Thank yOll for aUo""ing us to express our ideas and give our support for the Weiner and Delight 
school district proposal. M}' wile and I, our pan..--nt5~ and our children have all attended Weiner 
School. Our grandchild is cun-ently enrolled in the elementary school. It has been a greatI	 convenience to have a school nearby because our family OWllS and oper-dtes a farm in the 
,..ieinity. 

I 
I We have fanned in the area for fOUf generations and have operdted some of the same propeny 

tor three. WC1 our parents. and our children have built homes in this area. Relocating to a larger 
town is both prohibitively expensive and impractical. 

We have a successful farming operation and continuing it depend.,;; on future generations 
acquiring a good education. Running allY competith'e busines.~ is an increasingly complex task 

I 
I and requires knowledge. understanding and a willingness to chang.e with the times. I am tmly 

confident that jf the proposed administrative consolidatic,m between Delight and Weiner schools 
takes place... our grandchildren will be afforded ·a great education. 

Fanning has changed dramatically since the time ofmy grandparents. Technology has allowed 
for new opportunities and created chaJJenges that could not ha,,'e been imagined a generation I	 ago, furthermore. the pace ofchange bus 8(.'Celerated. It is clear that modern communication 
abilities far surpass anything possible in the past. These changes have allowed colleges and 
businesses lIS well ao;; government to do tllings that were difficult or impos-CJible only a short time I	 ago. ll1at is why I am so confident that this proposed con.')olidmil)n will succeed. The 
alternative would be for my grandchildren to be forced to spend 811 excessive amount of time 
traveling to and from another school. I am concerned about this. because I believe that it is bothI	 unhealthy and 110l conducive to learning. 

Some research ha.'t speculated that long bus rides contlibute to overy.-eight and obese students. I	 Amnher idea that has been put forth by Australian cconumiSl, Mark Witham. states that the 
number of hours spent on long bus rides is lost ()ppormnity time. Time on the bus is time lost. 
He compared the C(lh1 savings ofclosing schools and childrents time and concluded that theI resulling low wages could be considered child exploitation_ 
(Witham 1997) 

I Thank you for your time. 

I ~~~k; 
Mr.TimSir


I Weiner. AR
 

I
 
I
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• This solution avoids the long, unproductive bus rides and wasted dolfars that will 
be spent on addition transportation that will result should these schools beI consolidated with a contiguous district. These hours will be better, more 
productively (and more safely) spent by these students by remaining on their 
current campuses. These hours can then be used for personal one-on·oneI	 instruction. homework. extra-curricular activities - aU or any of which is more 
productive than sitting on a school bus. 

I 
we that you catch the excitement and anticipation that we have tor the prospect 01 
.dministrative consolidation. The technological abilities we have in our world todB) 
minate the problem of these schools being geographically distant. Any parent 01 

I n will stiU have the access to board meetings and community school meetings thao 
currently enjoy with these two schools. Both campuses will have loca 

iministrators and school board members with which to interact and address concern~ 

tt>blems just as they do now. . 

rfPt'y believe that you will never have a belter opportunity or set of circumstances tc 
e the option of administrative consolidation. It is my opinion that th~e twe 

, Is provide a prime and ideal opportunity jar this to be a huge success. Pfease de 
t at po~tical pressure or pressure from contiguous districts prevent you from givin, 
~ministrative consolidation due consideration and an opportunity to succeed. 
~ 
,I~~	 . 

~~ 
tie Pace 

)roud Weiner Hiah School Graduate 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I Dear ;;irs:
 

I M~' natlte is Roger G\:bhan ilnd /Ii"e in Waldenburg Ar. Waldenburg is t't'ft ofthe Weiner sch{l(l' diSlricl.
 

I 
Th~ reason I am writing il' to express my teelings about this district and the upl:Oming dccisi<m ahuliL our 
consolidatioll. first I would like Itt Slty thut 11..,ve had three children attend Weiner l't'hCloI and my grand 
dtluyhlCt' is cLlI't'elltl~· in second grode. 

OflJ'C three. one \Vork~ as a maintenance supervi'\{l( f(tr a nlLcl~dr (Kl\\'t!lTllam in III. A.mtller a~ a nurse in

I Jnflesbnro Ar, And the }'lllln~esl i~ Rtlending graduate schuol :11 L'AtR liner graduuling Hendrix college. 
rm bm~.gin@ a bil hr:re but I really fl."el \\oerc it not fnl·.he eltllcarinn and care given lhc~ kids in the 
Weiner school they mighllll,)l be where rhey are now. 

I The Weiner schunl district is ,u:at.kmkan~ sound as evidenced by th~if SCONS_ Its linarlciolly sound and 
meeLs or c:tel:4.-ds sl:IlC stanciu.'" t'xC'Cpl lor lll",~ thill{!. en(ol bn.;:nt 

I You arc CIIrrcntl)' being a...ki.,llo rcvie\\' Ii n."-lLteSl ror consolidation between Weinel' and Delight school 

I 
di!ilrid5.. 11 seems thllt onc ur the biggt.'St iliSUC!l is a question ofdistallce. I see lJ'is as a positive. It will 
allow these k~ to cOllllnunicalc lind learn ill a wa}' Ihulls more t.-unsislcnt with IItI\\' Lite wOI'ld nl~eL" ilnd 
solves current bll~iness and poJitical problems, !' 1\ speaking of online clas.'il!s, "ideo con Icrcncc lind un 
and on. 

;\ small sebe".1 cnvironmt."f1l is t:ullducivc In a beUL'" ILlld more din."C1ed educ-adon. Lets give this Q tTl and

I sec II,,",~ sChllnl'i ml.'Cl th,,' chHlIl"flg~'S pul bt:tim: lIu:m. I think lite board members. faculty Rod snld:nts are 
ready for this challCfI!c anti n:~J(.I) to fllUVC J(tI'wani itl all ~1C\,'tronic ,\ge. I $ee this as an OPPlll't\lItity to 1JI000t 

".rv,ouru and explore n~w \\rays in \.-ducating our kids. 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I
 
I
 
I January 26. 20 I0 

I 
Arkansas Department ot Education
 
four Capitol Moll
 
Little Rock. AR 72201
 

I To whom It may concern. 

I
 We are writing to you 05 concerned citizens of Weiner School District. in the
 

I 
proposal being brought to you by the dis1riet and also the DaUght School District. We 

olong with many other citizens ore in fovor of this proposal to keep our sct100I intact. We 

befieve that this is in the best interest tor our children. 

We also think this coutd be a new eXPQnsion to the educational system as if is

I nowadays. To have smaU rurol schOOls combine a I any distance for the better of the 

students would be a blessing. Colleges notion wide make satellite campuses work. Why 

I could we not pilot a salalfite elementary and high schools if the districts ore similar and 

agree to it?
 

I Please toke this info consideration 'or all the children in these dlsfricts who would
 

I 
love to graduate with their family and friends insteod of being separated and moved to 

differen t schools districts. 

I
 
Sincerefy.

I t.-\ 'J 
o 

_, •• 

, \ .':, --- I 'rr
. '.,) tA ....l ..L.<:...f.J. c.\->\.v l ,.j.€..-'A~ .'"f .

I L 

Darrel and Terri Croft 

I
 
I
 
I
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I
 
I
 
I
 

State Departme.nt of Education Board I 
I The proposed merger ofthe Weiner School System and the Delight 

School System is a positive move to further the education of 
students ill both school systeols. I 
The sharing of technology between the districts presents a method 
of learning for the school districts and the preparation for higher I education that can be beneficial for all students. 
Please give this proposal your approval, as I believe it will itnprove I the education of all students. 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I S. P. Schwarz, Jr. 

FOl1ner Weiner M.ayorI 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I
 

State Department ofEducatiol1 Board I 
I I am very excited about tne proposed merger of the Weiner School 

System and the Delight School System. 
I Weiner is an excellent school and Delight is a school like ours. The 

Weiner Community is very involved in our school and I am very
I	 proud ofour award whming school. My immediate family has four 

Weiner graduates. 
This" merger of the Weiner School SysteOl.s and the Delight SchoolI 
Systems gives Arkansas schools an opportunity to be involved in a 
ground -breaking program. Technology is hnportant for ourI students in their preparation for their futures and this is an 
unbelievable opportunity for both schools. I Thank your for comtidering our proposal regarding the merger of 
the Weiner School System and the Delight School System.

I 
SincerelYtI tf/uZ .:;;:1C?;.tUY-

I Elizabeth Schwarz 
Wdner Resident and Poinsett County Quorum MemberI 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

223 West Second St. 
Weiner, AR 72479

I January 25. 2010 

I
 To Whom It May Concern: 

I
 I am writing this letter in support of the proposed Arcadia School District as a patron,
 

I 
grandparent of a Weiner District student and educator who retired from the ADl:'s Reading 
Department this past year. As an educational professional development provider for the past 16 
years, we have been Urging schools to move into the 21 st Century in the way they educate and 
use technology. We encourage them to think outside the box in ways that wftl prOVide as good 
or better instruction to reach their studer1ts. The proposed Arcadia School District is such a plan.

I As an educator my chief concem of the effect consolidation with surrounding schools 
would have for Weiner School's students is academic. The academic performance levels of 

I surrounding districts. with the exception of two. Valley View and Jackson County, will be lower 
for our students. An additional concem has been that our students will not be abte to participate 
in extracurricular actMties due to the distances that students will be required to drive and the

I limited number of students that can participate in these programs. At Weiner School any 

I 
student thal wants to participate in the band, sports programs and clubs is able to ~ a part of 
those aetfvlties. I think this has contributed to students' staying in schoof. at a higher rate than 
state average. We have watched many of our students win state competitions and participate In 
national ones. 

I Weiner School District provides an excellent education and has community support. 
Delight School District is a very good match to us. Arcadia would allow both communities to 

I continue providing quality education as they forge a path into the new technological era that our 
students will be required to work with during their lives. 

Please consider this with an opan mind and the best interest of the students of these

I communities. Our children's future is in your hands. We ask for nothing less than what they 
have been receiving. 

,I 
Sincerely,

I
 
I
 
I Mary Norris 

I
 
I
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I
 
I
 

January 25, 2010 

I 
My name is Brad Malone and I am writing this letter to show myI	 support for the WeinerJDelight administrative consolidation. My 
wife and I live and farm in the Fisher area and our son and 
daughter attend Weiner High School. ',along with my brother andI	 sister, are also graduates of Weiner. I feel my children are getting 
a great education and believe the consolidation will help in 
continuing their education. After hearing af! the facts I hope you I	 feel this is the best possible answer tOr both schools. 

I 
Thank you, 

I	 ........~,,..- ·f'· // i.;.:-' ..
 
_ •.._-'.• '1' . <'. tt:-..--t..O"'~~ 

I	 Brad Maone 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 
I NEWBERRY
 

.. . .- - . 

I ...~ .. - .- .. .~ ..-. 
..:~~ 1.70 Auction st. 

I 
P.O. :80)(. 98 

weiner: ,p,.t:!. 72419 

I .." 
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I NEWBERRY 

_" •. 0·-." - •. 

I .<t." "11~~~~~~: --~-t.~'-c.iil; 
P.O. Box 98I.1 I + Weiner:,AR 72479 

riD ot 'p~i.·y.M {+om OUf CDmrnWlil:y ha.ve, pa11j.f.d 
Long (intI ha.·J a)'lDtLt: tAl, ~, 4)€ hop.i? thd ":5 an 
~n5l<-~tr -tt:< ~r p(ay~Y5, LU.e 4!(1l ,be p(t?tfnJ PCf 

Yl
'jf)l".s /.,Vi f( u:;> tilL KI.d'5 f:tn{'rl Lue I n.ltr ii.N.l D<? l'j I\-t u --/ he. 

~~ l)..httt If(i'l fYi{.lte lJXlr deLISc 0 (l . 

I :r Clliit :s-tre:,S (rl0c.<gh hM\ irn pDr-fan1{t11".S ,'5 fo (("-I 

JnU:iHOfl
~'D W:.fo;t ,5C hwl5 (!.o..- r~ c~ , rh€v- cJt€P ru:t.:ed s. 

P>lease, votGo ~£~ -Ie Le-l..h~ ,U.5 be a.ble.. +0 Con-hnue
.Iv th(ll!.l as sma.tt LUi'1/ fuvl Ctt on, n9 sell 0(;/..:> .

l 

I /1haI11t qw fo( yWf f!tYJJ:.) 

I 31IiCe(.eL~ I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I 

Jan. 25, ::w I0 

I 
To Whom It May Concern: 

I	 I \\'ould like t.o take this time to ~XP1'e$S my voi~.e in the consolidation between th~ Weiner and 
Delight school distl'iets. I teclthallhe merging of these two districts would be benel-icial to all 
students concerned.I	 We at. Weiner district take gl'eat pride in our schoo!. IL is a very tine school with wonde,·lhl 
students and st.lff. \Vc have never been in academic Or t1nancial distress. It is my under~lnnding 

Deligh! District is vcry much the samC' a~ \ve are. My muin concern with a consolidution is thatI	 \\'~ do 11()( want 1he students to fall backward instead uf going forward. We have stl'ived Sll hurd 
al W~in~r to keep our standards high, So fm·. Ddighl se~m.s to he the school that has the same 
srondard~ thai we \\'~lt1t to keep. 

I 
I This consolidation muy seem (<lr fetched to some, The way technology is today, I can'l sec a 

problem, I eml ooly ~t; an oppm11111ity t<u' aU schools in the state of .t\rkanslts to join togethc:r 
and adopt this technology. Think of the possibilities that we could hove and the l1lolley dult 

I 
cOlild be $0":00 in 1I1UlSI)OI'tation. Instead or being behind in lhe nation in education. we could 
Ila\'C the wa)" tor a new way ofeduc~'tion and administraliml. 
Lel these two districts merge and lead the way tor n new and excitingjourne)'. \Ve can be the 
on~ l() dl) this. 
Our school ~)ilrd has nlready shown that we al'e proud ofour school and the type oreducation 
that \V(~ wmn to keep. PJc-~ hel p u.-; to do this by voting ft)r this consol idatiOI1.I	 My famil)l has three generations uf gniduates from Weiner and we have all had wonderful 
education!'. We have all went on to sllccessful jt)bs. We currently have five students that nrc 
hcncJiling greatly from thii" scoo()1 and tiley make excellent grades. They m'e all wondcrl'hl 

I
 
I nlhl.:tcs, \Ve don't want litem to bt: put in a school that do~sn'l hold education Lip on a pedestal.
 

This is .. standard ror our family and we don', W3111. 1.0 ntll~r,
 

I m(}v~u my two children at one time to a ditlcrcnl sehoul. One was ll10ved to t larrisburg in
 

I
 
1006 and one 10 Nettleton in ll)87. They w~rc both movcd bt\ck due to the t)'pe ofeducation thilt
 
they were receiving <It those schools versus what they received in Weiner. .
 
PnlycrfLlll~' consider Lhis consolid~ltion,
 

I
 
Thullk you.
 
Cathy Hood
 
W.'inc,' Resid~nl 

I . ,. .n',~, ~t[.lSIv.. .{~l·-'\ ....' . f
I
 \ ...~ ~r.. . I .-' '- ~
 

L.-

I 
I 
I 
I 
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I
 

I 
I John D. II()od~ CPA
 

S13 w. Third Street
 
Weiner. !\rkansas 72479
 

I lanuary :!6. 2010 

I .\rkan$<Is l.kpartlll~m of Educ,ltioll 
FI)Ur Capitlll \lall
 
Lillk Ro<:k. ArkanStl:' 7:?2H I
 

I 
r\) \Vlwm ft May Concern: 

I	 rhis leller is to \'oke my <'lpinion regarding the c:onsolidation of the Wein~r School Syst.:m with 
Ih~ Tklight Schnol Syst~m. I (h'l lhal we have a \'ery l'itmng school system in Weiner due to the 
Iilcl thai our lest SCOTt'S rmIk \'I.~I·Y high in the Slmc. W~ have a tax base thnl easily supporB theI school. OUI' physicai plant is in top nOlch condition. the stalT is supel'ior and the community 
'''''hole hcart~d)y SUppoJ1s lhe ~"Ch()()I,

I J submit that clJt\solidalion with the Delight School System will be a bCllclit in thl.":' long run to 

hnlh s)-s(~[m. 'n"l"SC days with adwm oft~~hnology. the ildmini:;t....tion ofthcs.: t\\O schools as 
one'shUllld run &:llmost l1awk'ssly. Our school board and \lur community arc lot..1I1y in 61\'01" ofI lhis cOllwliumi\J1l as nrc th~ school hoard nn.J conullunhy of L)elight. Arkan~lls. 

I I urge lh~ ArkanSils D,:p:1run~nt of Edu~..ri(ln to unanimously \'Ol~ in t1wor or Ihis SChl)ol 
cnl)sulidalinn as soon 3S possible. 

I	 Rc,;-~pcctfuily. 

i J jlI ~/'~ 
j/ 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I	 To the State of Arkansas School Board: 

As a resident oflhe City of Weiner, Arkansa.<;, I support the annexation bet'A'een the Delight

I Schools and the Weiner Schools. With the remote learning proce~'S that many successful 
business are lIsing today. I feel that the 8Mexation ofthesc two schools would be proof to the 
State ofArkansas the successes ofusing taday's advanced technology is the lInew way" of

I obtaining an education as well as pursuing a career. I personally \.vork trom home. but my 
company is located in Hampton. Virginia. I fccl that this annexation would give our students a 
great example that anything is possible and they will also be able to maintain, reside in. and beI pRJud uf their hometown atmosphere. 

Rurallocations~ likt: Weiner, are constantly battling against deteriorating economic conditions. I Jf this school does not have a satisfactory outcome. our conununity will continue to fall and our 
children wHllose the atmosphere that we value. 

I	 Our school gives parents the security that their children are in a sate plac.e and not being bussed 
across remote locations for long periods of time. They will be able to get home at a reasonable 
hour in order to complete their homework, study for tests, play with other chiJdl'Cfl. participate inI	 SChtKll activities and have decent family time. 

I OUr school statIis a caring group ofpeople who sl11ve for success and build confidence in our 
children. My kids have struggled with school in the past. The faculty here has welcomed them 

I 
\"ith kindness. undemanding and encouragement. For example. my daughter was carrying a D 
in her math course late last year, she is now getting a high B (almost an A). I don't think she 
would have been able to do this without the dedication and caring ofa teacher in a school like 
ours. 

I	 Our school has met all requirements with the exception ofa "number" ()f students required by the 
State of Arkansas. While I disagree with the current Jaw and have beard from political menlbers 
of the State ofArkansas on many occasions that it is the best for children that we consolidate or I	 annex with other schools. rstrongly encoumge you to approve the annexation of Delight and 
Weiner. 

I 
Sincerely. 

I 
I Mike Lewis
 

119 McKinley St.
 
Weiner. AR 72479
 

(870) 684-7270 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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To the State ofArkansas School Board: 

I As President of the Weiner Chamber ofCommerce I throw my support to 
the annexation ofthe Delight Schools and the Weiner Schools. With

I	 the remote learning process that many Big Businesses are using today I 
feel that a combination of the two schools would work: out fine. As 
rural areas are constantly battling the deteriorating conditions ofour small towns due toI	 conglomeration ofschools has left so many thriving communities skeleton ofonce good 
places to live. Small schools offer parents security for their children after 
school until they get home from work and the knowledge that neighbors I	 look out for these children and know them personally. As our school 
(Weiner and Delight) have met every mandate of the state except the 
numbers makes me feel that the combination ofthe two would accomplish 

I 
I two things. Those two being, maintaining a good. and safe education 

and a continued community growth pattern which would be in the 
students best interest. 

I have two grown children who graduated from Weiner and grand children 
now attending. My son who works for NASA conducts his work from hisI	 home here in Weiner and loves living in a small town. He moved back 
home from Virginia to give his children a good education in a safe 
environment. I implore you to give us consideration to keep ourI	 schools and we will work hard to expand and make you proud of your 
decision. 

I Sincerely.
 
Juanita Syre


I P.O. Box 274 
Weiner. Ar. 72479 
Ph: 870-6842336 

I e-mail address:juanita5yre@mac.com 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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I
 To Statel:Joard of Education;
 

I
 
I'm a Third generation graduate of Weiner High School. My oldest daughter (21) is the fourth generation.
 
We have had a great school in this rural farming community for 126 years, our record surely precedes us. I
 

I
 
have a daughter in eleventh grade who truly wants to graduate from this school. I also have a son in the
 
ninth grade. I along with my husband and children support this plan more than any other to become the
 
Arcadia School District. It is a ground breaking idea for our school districts & State. The possibilities are
 
endless; computers, internet, distant learning classes, commutation skills, where high school students can
 

I
 
learn how it all works. They will be better prepared for the business world and colleges with this new
 
approach, as it will be second nature to them to communicate this way. We will be taking our children to
 
the next level of learning. That is exciting! We can keep our children seClJre in the environment they are
 
used to. Good news fur the state is no more extra transportation costs, no new building to build, just
 
maintain the wonderful facility we already have. In turn by patrons knowing we will be able to have school
 
here for a long time, people will build and buy homes in the area and it is possible we may even be able to
I grow ifthe local economy is stable again. We need our school in our community, please consider this with
 
an open mind and heart. Here's to innovation!
 

I
 Sincerely; Reed, Tisha. Krista, Kylee, Kurt Westerman
 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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Dr. Tomw.ICImbnlH 

I~
 

StaleBoerd 

l 
of Educallon 

•NaccemanWllllams 
SprfngdBIe 

Chair 

Jim CooperI ==
 
I Sheny Burrow 

Jonesboro 

I 
8t&nda Gullett 

Fsydrwille 

Sam Ledbetter 
UlIJeRock 

I Alice Mahany 
BDorado 

I
 
Dr. Ben IIU)IS
 

ClInton 

Toyce Newton 

I 
Crosset! 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Four Capitol Mall 
Little Rock, AR 

72201-1019 
(501) 682-4475 
ArtcansasEd.org 

In Equal Oppottunity
 
Employer
 

I 

ARKANSAS
 
DEPARTMENT
 
OF EDUCATION
 

February 1,2010 

Mr. L~von FJahet1y	 Mr. Chuck Hanson 
Supenntendent	 Superintendent 
Delight School District	 Weiner School District 
P. O. Box 369 P. O. Box 637
 
Delight, AR 72384 Weiner, AR 7233]
 

Re:	 Petition for Voluntary Administrative Consolidation of the
 
Delight School District ~ith the Weiner School District
 

Dear Mr. Flahert)' and Mr. Hanson: 

This lener is to notify you that the State Board of Education (Board) will hold a 
hearing 011 the Petition for the Voluntary Administrative Consolidation of the Delight 
School District with the Weiner School District on Monday, February 8, 2010, at 
9:00 a.m. in the Auditorium of the Arch Ford Education Building, Four Capitol 
Mall, Little Rock, Arkansas. 

As representatives of the Delight and Weiner School Districts: you, along with any 
School Board members and/or other representatives of your districts, are requested to 
attend the hearing to address any questions of the State Board. Please contact me a1 
(501) 682-4227 should you have any questions or require additional information. 

Respectfully, 

~C.~~ 
Jeremy Lasiter 
General Counsel 

cc:	 Dr. Tom Kimbrell, Commissioner of Education 
State Board Office 
Rep. Buddy LO\'ell 
Rep. Rand)' Stewart 
Senator Steve Bryles 
Senator Larry Teague 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-2    Filed 06/30/10   Page 89 of 90



I 
•	 ARKANSAS 

DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION 

I	 February 1,2010Dr. Tom W. KImbrell
 
CommIssioner
 

I	 Donnie Whitten. Superintendent Allen Blackwell, Superintendent 
StIdI8 Board	 Arkadelphia School District Gurdon School District 

I 
ofEduc:aOon 235 Nonh 11tit	 314 Cheatam St. 

Dr. Naccaman WIlliams Arkadelphia, AR 71923	 Gurdon. AR 71743 
Springdale 

Chelr 

I 
Randy Treat, Superintendent Danny Sample, Superintendent 

Jim Cooper Blevins School District Harrisburg School District 
Me1tJoume P. O. Box 98	 207 West Estes
VIce Chair 

Blevins, AR 71825 Harrisburg, AR 72432


I Sheny Burrow
 
.kJnesbotD Lewis Diggs, Superintendent	 Chester Shannon, Superintendent 

I 
BI1lnda Gullett Centerpoint School District Jackson County School District
 

Fayet1ellille
 755 Highway 8 East	 P. O. Box 1070 
Sam Ledbetter Amity, AR 71921	 Tuckerman, AR 72473 

UtlJeRock 

I
 Dr. Matt McClure, Superintendent Curtis Turner, Superintendent

Alice Mahony 

ElDorBdo	 Cross County School District Murfreesboro School District
 
21 CR 215 P. O. Box 339
 

I 
Dr. Ban Mays Cherry Valley, AR 72324	 Murfreesboro, AR 71958ClInton 

Toyce Newton Jack Brown, Superintendent	 Hyacinth Dean, Superintendent
Crossett 

I
 Newport School District	 Prescott School District
 
406 Wilkerson Drive	 762 Manin Street 
Newport, AR 721 12	 Prescott, AR 71857 

I Ronald Waleszonia, Superintendent Dr. Radius Baker. Superintendent 
Trumann School District Valley View School District 
22 I Pine Avenue 213 I Valley View Drive

I Trumann, AR 72472 Jonesboro, AR 72404 

Dr. James Best, Superintendent 

I	 Westside Consolidated School District 
1630 Highway 91 West 
Jonesboro, AR 72404 

I Re: Petition for Voluntary Administrative Consolidation of the Delight School District 
with the Weiner School District 

I	 Dear Superintendents: 
Four Capitol MaO 
Little Rock. AR This letter is to notify you that the State Board of Education (Board) will hold a hearing on the

12201-1019I (501) 682-4475 Petition ofthe Delight and Weiner School Districts for voluntary administrative consolidation on 
ArtansasEd.org Mandav, February 8, 2010. at 9:00 a.m. in the Auditorium ortbe Arch Ford Education 

Building, Four Capitol Mall, Little Rock. Arkansas. 

I An Equel Oppottunity 
Employer 

I 
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I As representatives ofthe contiguous school districts of the Delight and Weiner Districts, you are 

invited to attend the hearing to address any possible questions of the State Board. Please do not 
hesitate to contact me at (501) 682-4227 should you have any questions or require additional

I information. 

Respectfully,

I
 
~Cr~~
 

I ~remy· Lasiter
 
General Counsel 

I cc: Dr. Tom Kimbrell, Commissioner of Education 
State Board Office 

I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
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ARKANSAS 
DEPARTMENT 
OF EDUCATION 
February 1) 2010 

Dr. Tom W. K1mbrvll 

CommIssioner 

The Honorable Attorney General Dustin McDaniel 
Stale Board 
of Education ATfN: Senior Assistant Attorney General Warren T. Readnour


l Office of the Attorney General
 
. Naccaman Williams 

Spr/ngd8fe 323 Center Street, Suite 200
 
Ch.... Little Rock, AR 72201
 

I Jim COoper 
MeJboume Re: Proposed Consolidation of School Districts 
VIce Chair 

I Sheny Burrow Dear Attorney General McDaniel: 
Jonesboro 

I 
Brenda Gullett Pursuant to Ark. Corle Ann. § 6-13-1603, the State Board ofEducation (SBE) is 

Fayetteville 
required to accomplish consolidations or annexations of school districts in a way that 

Sam Ledbeller does not create a school district which hampers) delays, or in any manner negatively 
L.JItle Rock 

I affects the desegregation of another school district. 
Alice Mahony 

ElDorado 

I 
Therefore, I respectfully request your opinion as to whether the proposed administrative 

Dr. Ben Mays consolidation of Delight School District with the \\'einer School District would 
Clinton 

negatively affect, hamper or delay the desegregation efforts of the affected or any other 
Toyce Newlon school districts. I have attached desegregation information in the possession of the

Crossett

I Arkansas Department of Education concerning the affected districts. A copy of the 
consolidation petition from the districts is also attached. Finally, I have enclosed 
relevant enrollment information for your review. 

I As the SBE must make a decision on this consolidation on Monday, February 8,2010, 
your earliest response to this request is greatly appreciated. 

I Respectfully, 

7./=7~~/.I 
Dr. Tom Kimbrell
 

I Commissioner
 
Department of Education 

I TKljlltw/slr 
Attachments

Four CaPItol Mall
 
little Rock. AR


I 72201-1019
 
(501) 682-4475 
ArlcansasEd.org 

l Equal Oppottunlty 
Employer 

I 
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ofadministrative annexation or administrative consolidation; 

I (4) (A) "Average daily membership" means the total number of days attended plus the 
total number ofdays absent by students in grades kindergarten through twelve (K-12) during the 
fltst three (3) quarters of each school year divided by the number of school days actually taught 

I in the school district during that period of time rounded up to the nearest hundredth. 

(8) Students who may be COWlted for average daily membership are: 

I (i) Students who reside within the boundaries of the school district and 
who are enrolled in a public school operated by the school district or a private school for special 
education students, with their attendance resulting from a written tuition agreement approved by

I the Department of Education; 

I 
(Ii) Legally transferred students living outside the school district but 

attending a public school in the school district; and 

I 
(Ui) Students who reside within the boundaries of the school district and 

who are enrolled in the Arkansas National Guard Youth Challenge Program. so long as the 
students are participants in the program; 

(5) "Receiving district" means a school district or districts that receive territory or 

I students, or both, from an affected district as a result ofadministrative annexation; and 

I 
(6) "Resulting distriCt' means the new school district created from an affected district or 

districts as a result ofadministrative consolidation. 

History. Acts 2003 (2nd Ex.. Sess.). No. 60, § 3; 2005, No. 2151, § 21. 

I 6-13-1601. Administrative roo80lidatioolUt. 

I 
By February 1, 2004, and each January 1 thereafter, the Department of Education shall 

publish a consolidation list that includes all school districts with fewer than three hundred fifty 
(350) students according to the school district average daily membership in each of the two (2) 
school years immediately preceding the current school year.

I Hiltory. Acts 2003 (2nd Ex. Sess.), No. 60, § 3; 2005, No. 2151, § 22. 

I 6-13-1603. Administrative reorganizatioD. 

I 
(a) (1) Any school district included in the Department of Education's consolidation list 

under § 6-13-1602 may voluntarily agree to administratively consolidate with or be annexed to 
another school district or districts in accordance with the requirements and limitations of this 
section. 

I (2) (A) Any school district on the consolidation list choosing to voluntarily 

I 
administratively consolidate or annex shall submit a petition for approval to the State Board of 
Education by March I immediately following publication of the list and shall set forth the tenns 

I
 
I
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I 

ofthe administrative consolidation or annexation agreement in the petition. 

I 
I (8) (f the petition is approved by the state board, the administrative consolidation 

or annexation shall be completed by May I. to be effective July 1 immediately following the 
publication ofthe list required under § 6-13-1602. 

(3) Any school district on the consolidation list that does not submit a petition under 
subdivision (a)(2)(A) of this section or that does not receive approval by the state board for a

I voluntary consolidation or annexation petition shall be administratively consolidated by the stale 
board with or into one (I) or more school districts by May I, to be effective July 1 immediately 
following the publication of tile list required under § 6-13-1602. 

I 
I (4) The state board shall promptly consider petitions or move on its own motion to 

administratively consolidate a school district on the consolidation list in order to enable the 
affected school districts to reasonably accomplish any resulting administrative consolidation or 
annexatioo by July I immediately following the publication of the list required under § 
6-13-1602. 

I (5) The state board shall not deny the petition for voluntary administrative consolidation 
or annexation ofany two (2) or more school districts unless: 

I (A) The provisions contained in the articles of administrative consolidation or 
annexation would violate state or federal law; or 

I (8) The voluntary consolidation or annexation would not contribute to the 
bettennent ofthe education ofstudents in the school district. 

I (b) Any school district required to be administratively consolidated under this subchapter 
shall be administratively consolidated in such a manner as to create a resulting district with an 
average daily membership meeting or exceeding three hundred fifty (350). 

I (c) All administrative consolidations or annexations under this section shall be accomplished 
so as not to create a school district that hampers. delays. or in any manner negatively affects the 
desegregation ofanother school district in this state.

I (d) In the administratively consolidated or annexed school districts created under this 
subchapter. the ad valorem tax rate shall be detennined as set forth under § 6~13-1409. 

I (e) Nothing in this section shall be constnled to require the closing of any school or school 
facility. 

I (f) No administratively consolidated or annexed school district shall have more than one (1) 
superintendent. 

I (g) Any school district not designated as being in academic or flscal distress for the current 
school year and previous two (2) school years that administratively receives by consolidation or 

I 
annexation a school district designated by the state board as being in academic or fiscal distress 
at the time of consolidation or annexation shall not be subject to academic or fiscal distress 
sanctions for a period of three (3) years from the effective date ofconsolidation unless: 

I
 
I
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(1) The school district fails to meet minimum teacher salary requirements; or 

I (1) The school district fails to comply with the Standards for Accreditation of Arkansas 
Public Schools and School Districts issued by the department. 

I (h) Noncontiguous school districts may voluntarily consolidate if the facilities and physical 
plant ofeach school district: 

I 
(1) Are within the same county. and the state board approves the administrative 

consolidation; or 

(1) Are not within the same county. and the state board approves the administrative 

I consolidation or administrative annexation and finds that: 

I 
(A) The administrative consolidation or administrative annexation will result in 

the overaJl improvement in the educational benefit to students in all of the school districts 
involved; or 

(8) The administrative consolidation or administrative annexation will provide a

I significant advantage in transportation costs or service to all ofthe school districts involved. 

I 
(i) Contiguous school districts may administratively consolidate even if they are not in the 

same county. 

(j) The state board shall promulgate rules to filcilitate the administration of this subchapter. 

I (k) The provisions of § 6-13-1406 shan govern the board of directors of each reSUlting or 
receiving school district created under this subchapter. 

I History. Acts 2003 (2nd Ex. Sess.>, No. 60, § 3; 2005. No. 1397, § t; 2005, No. 1962, § 9; 2005. 
No. 2151. § 23. 

I 6-13-1604. IRepealed.] 

6-13-160S.~ea~~ 

I 6-13-1606. Development of plan to track student progress. 

I (a> Following the administrative consolidati9D or administrative annexation under §§ 
6-13-1601 - 6-13-1603. 6-13-1604 [repealed], and 6-13-1605 [repealed] effective before 
December 1. 2004, and before any consolidation. annexation. detachment. approval of a

I conversion charter. or any other type of reclassifICation or reorganization of a school district 
after December 1. 2004. each receiving district or resulting district and the Department of 
Education shall develop a plan to track the educational progress of all students from the affected 

I district and the following subgroups of those students: 

(1) Students who have been pl~d at risk of academic failure as required under § 

I
 
I
 
I
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I 
~ ARKANSAS DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 

RULES GOVERNING ADMINISTRATIVE CONSOLIDATION OR 
ANNEXATION OF PUBLIC SCHOOL DISTRICTS 

AND BOARDS OF DIRECTORS OF LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS 
Draft December 2005 

I 1.00 PURPOSE 

1.0I These rules shall be known as the Arkansas Department of Education

I Rules Governing the Administrative Consolidation and Annexation of 
Public School Districts. 

I 2.00 AUmORITY 

The State Board ofEducation's authority for promulgation of these rules is


I pursuant to Ark. Code Ann. § 6-11-105. Ark. Code Ann. §§ 6-13-1601 et seq., 25

t5-204 and Act 215 I of2005.
 

I 3.00 DEFINITIONS 

3.01 "Administrative annexation" means the joining ofan affected school

I district or a part ofthe school district with a receiving district. 

I 
3.02 "Administrative consolidation" means the joining oftwo (2) or more 

school districts to create a new single school district with one (1) 
administrative unit and one (1) board ofdirectors that is not required to 
close school facilities. 

I 3.03 "Affected dis1rict" means a school district that loses territory or students 
as a result ofadministrative annexation or consolidation. 

I 
I 3.04 "Average daily membership" (ADM) means the total number ofdays 

attended plus the total number ofdays absent by students in grades 
kindergarten through twelve (K-12) during the flfSt three (3) quarters of 

I 
each school year divided by the number ofschool days actually taught in 
the district during that period oftime rounded up to the nearest one 
hundredth. Students who may be counted for average daily membership 

I 
are: (i) students who reside within the boundaries ofthe school district and 
who are enroUed in a public school operated by the district or a private 
school for special education students, with their attendance resulting from 

I 
a written tuition agreement approved by the Department ofEducation; (ii) 
legally transferred students living outside the district but attending a public 
school in the district; and (iii) students who reside within the boundaries of 
the school district and who are enrolled in the Arkansas National Guard 
Youth Challenge Program, so long as the students are participants in the 

I
 program.
 

I 1 

I
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I 
I 

3.05 "Isolated school" means a school within a school district that prior to 
administrative consolidation or annexation qualified as an isolated school 
district under A.C.A. § 6-20-601 and is subject to administrative 
consolidation or annexation. 

I 3.06 "Petition for voluntary administrative annexation" means the official 
fonns and documents published by the Department and hereby attached 
and incorporated into these rules as Attachment A, which are the official 

I fonns and documents necessary for school districts to properly pCtltion the 
State Board for administrative annexation ofa school district or districts 
into a receiving school district 

I 3.07 "Petition for voluntary administrative consolidation" means the official 
forms and documents published by the Department and hereby attached 

I and incorporated into these roles as Attachment Bt which are the official 
fonns and documents necessary for school districts to properly petition the 
State Board for administrative consolidation of a school district or districts 

I into a resulting school district. 

3.08 "Receiving district" means a school district or districts that receive 

I territory or students, or both, from an affected district as a result of 
administrative annexation. 

I 3.09 "Resulting district" means the new school district created from an affected 
district or districts as a result ofadministrative consolidation. 

I 4.00 PROCEDURES OF THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION CONCERNING 
VOLUNTARY ADMINISTRATIVE CONSOLIDAnON OR ANNEXATION 
UNDER ACT 60 (SECOND EXTRAORDINARY SESSION OF 2003) 

I 
I 4.0I By January I ofeach yeart the ADE shall publish a consolidation list that 

includes aU school districts with fewer than three hundred fifty (350) 
students according to the district's average daily membership in each of 
the two (2) school years immediately preceding the current school year. 

I 4.02 Any school district submitting a Petition for Voluntary Administrative 
Consolidation or Annexation pursuant to Act 60 may submit a single 
petition for State Board consideration. A school district's Petition for 

I
 Voluntary Administrative Consolidation or Annexation (Petition),
 

I
 
including all required attachments, MUST be received in the Office ofthe
 
Commissioner, Department of Educationt #4 Capitol Mall, Little Rock,
 
AR 7220It NO LATER THAN 4:30 p.rn. on March I, of the year of
 
petition. Petitions MUST be submitted on the proper official Department 

I 
of Education petition fonn and attached documents hereby incorporated 
into these rules as Attachments A and B respectively. A school district 
may attach additional infonnation to the petition fonn, ifnecessary, to 

I 2 

I 
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fully present its information. If mailed, the petition and all required 
attachments must be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested. 
PETITIONS RECEIVED AFTER 4:30 P.M. ON MARCH I, OF THE 
YEAR OF PETITION, SHALL NOT BE CONSIDERED BY THE 
STATE BOARD REGARDLESS OF DATE MAILED. 

4.03	 While there is no provision in Act 60 that notice be published, the 
petitioning school districts are strongly encouraged to publish their intent 
to petition the State Board to consolidate or annex into a resulting or 
receiving school district by nmning said publication in a local newspaper 
ofgeneral circulation once a week for two (2) consecutive weeks. The 
petitioning parties may publish their intention to petition the State Board 
in a statewide newspaper ofdaily circulation, if the local newspaper does 
not publish on a daily or weekly basis. 

4.04	 The State Board may consider the petition at either a regular or special 
board meeting. All petitions for administrative consolidation or annexation 
timely fiJed with the State Board shall be heard by the State Board at 
either a regularly scheduled or specially called meeting after March I, of 
the year of petition, with appropriate notice to all parties. 

4.05	 The State Board shall give at least five (5) calendar days advance written 
notice from the date of receipt to a petitioning school district ofthe date, 
time and place ofthe State Board meeting at which its petition will be 
considered. Notice may be provided via U.S. mail, facsimile or ADE 
electronic Commissioner's Memo. 

4.06	 At the hearing before the State Board, the order ofpresentation shal I be as 
follows: 

A) Remarks by petitioning school districts' spokesperson(s); 
B) Remarks by opposing school districts and citizens' groups' 

spokesperson(s); 
C) Closing remarks by opposing school districts and citizen's groups' 

spokesperson(s); and 
D) Closing remarks by petitioning school districts' spokesperson(s). 

4.07	 Each petitioning school district shall have twenty (20) minutes to present 
the district's remarks. The district may allocate its time to one (I) or more 
spokespersons, but the total time allocated should not exceed twenty (20) 
minutes. In its sole discretion, the State Board may allow a district's 
spokesperson(s) more than twenty (20) minutes to speak. 

4.08	 Any school district or group ofcitizens, which opposes a petition, shall 
have the opportunity to present its opposition to the State Board. The 
State Board may, on its own motion, choose to hear from more than one 

3 
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I (1) spokesperson per opposing school district or group ofcitizens. 

I 
However, the spokesperson(s) representing the opposing school district(s) 
or group ofcitizens shall have a total time allocated not to exceed twenty 
(20) minutes. In its sole discretion, the State Board may allow the 
spokesperson(s) more than twenty (20) minutes to speak. 

I 4.09 Both the district and the opposition shall be given ten (10) minutes to 
present closing remarks to the State Board. allocated among one (1) or 
more spokesperson(s) as each side sees fit.

I 
4.010	 Time taken by a spokesperson to respond to a question by a State Board 

member shall not count against the respective side's time allotment.

I 4.11 Any docwnents to be considered by the State Board shall be submitted via 
first class mail to the Commissioner's Office at least three (3) business 

I days prior to the State Board hearing ofthe petition for administrative 
consolidation or annexation. 

I 4.12 The State Board shall issue a written decision approving the administrative 
consolidations or annexations requested in the petitions, if the petitions are 
granted. Ifthe State Board denies a petition, it shall issue a written 

I decision stating the reasons for such denial. 

I 
4.13 The State Board's written decision shall be made on or before May 1, of 

the year ofpetition. 

I 
4.14 Under no circumstances shall the State Board be obligated to grant a 

petition where to do so would hamper, delay, or in any manner negatively 
affect the desegregation efforts of any school district or districts in the 
state including school districts which are not petitioners for the 

I
 administrative consolidation or annexation before the State Board.
 

I 
4.15 [fthe State Board denies a school district's petition or does not receive a 

petition from a schoo) district on the consolidation list, then the State 

I
 
Board shall, on its own motion, administratively consolidate all ofthe
 
school district with or into one (1) or more other school districts by May 1,
 
of the year ofpetition.
 

I 
4.16 For administrative consolidations considered under the provisions of 

Section 4.15, the notice requirements placed upon the State Board by 
Section 4.05 shall not apply. Instead, the State Board shall provide such 
advance notice to the districts ofthe State Board's meeting at which the 
administrative consolidation will be considered as is practicable and 
required by law.I	 . 

I 
I	 4 

I
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I 5.00 STATE BOARD OF EDUCAnON ACTION ON PETITIONS FOR 

ADMINISTRATIVE CONSOLIDAnON OR ANNEXATION 

I 
I 5.01 Except as otherwise provided for in these rules or law and in addition to 

any other requirements herein, the State Board shall not deny a petition for 
voluntary administrative consolidation or annexation ofany two (2) or 
more school districts unless: 

I (A) The provisions contained in the articles ofadministrative 
consolidation or annexation would violate state or federal law; or 

I 
(B) The voluntary administrative consolidation or annexation would 

not contribute to the bettennent of the education ofstudents in the 
districts; or 

(C) The proposed consolidation or annexation does not result in a 
resulting or receiving school district with an average daily 

I membership meeting or exceeding three hundred fifty (350) based 
upon the prior year third (3M

) quarter average daily membership. 

I In making a detennination under (B) of Section 5.0I, certain 
considerations will be taken into account by the State Board. The State 
Board will consider the extent to which the respective districts are or have

I been in compliance with certain provisions ofArkansas law or State Board 
rules. including academic and fiscal distress, Standards for Accreditation, 
and Arkansas teacher salary schedules. 

I For those resulting or receiving districts in compliance with Section 5.0t 
(C), the projected ADM of the proposed resulting or receiving district 

I shall not be a factor in making the detennination to approve or deny the 
petition for administrative consolidation or annexation. 

I Ifthe State Board, after consideration of the petition and the evidence 
produced at the hearing, shall determine that significant reason(s) exist 
why the proposed administrative consolidation or annexation would not 

I contribute to the betterment of the education ofthe students in the 

il 
districts, it may deny the petition and shall state its specific findings in the 
order entered in the proceedings. 

I 
5.02 Prior to the entry ofany order approving a petition for administrative 

consolidation or annexation, the State Board shall seek an advisory 
opinion from the Attorney General concerning the impact ofthe proposed 
annexation or consolidation on the effort ofthe state to assist a district or 
districts in desegregation of the public schools of this state. 

I 
I 5.03 In addition to all other requirements in these rules, the State Board shall 

not approve any petition nor order any annexation or consolidation of 
school districts when the effect ofsuch annexation or consolidation 

I 5 

I
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I hampers. delays. or in any manner negatively affects the desegregation 
efforts ofa school district or districts in this state. 

I 5.04 In addition to the standards set forth in Section 5.01 of these rules. 
noncontiguous school districts may voluntarily consolidate if: 

I (AX I) The facilities and physical plant ofeach school district are within 
the same county, and 

I (2) The State Board approves the administrative consolidation, or 
(B) (1) The facilities and physical plant of each school district are not 

within the same county, and 

I (2) The State Board approves the administrative consolidation or 
annexation and finds that: 

I 
(i) (i) The consolidation or annexation will result in the 

overall improvement in the educational benefit to 
students in all of the school districts iqvolved. or 

I 
(ii) (ii) The consolidation or annexation will provide a 

significant advantage in transportation costs or service to 
all ofthe school districts involved. 

I 5.05 If the resulting district in an administrative consolidation fails to establish 
an interim school board by May 31 of the year ofpetition, the State Board 

I 
shall appoint an interim board to serve until the next elected school board 
assumes office,jn the following manner: 

(A) The interim board shall be made up ofseven (7) board members; 

I (B) The interim board shall be made up of board members from the 
boards ofdirectors ofthe affected school districts; 

(C) The proportion of board members from each ofthe affected school 
districts shall be equal to the proportion of the student population 

I in the resulting school district that came from each affected school 
district. with no less than one (I) board member being selected 
from the board of each affected school district; 

I (D) Unless provided otherwise by the State Board. the board 
membership ofeach interim resulting school district under Section 
5.05 shall be selected first of the board presidents; second. board

I secretaries; and third. any other remaining current local board 
members selected by the State Board; 

(E) The interim board shall have no authority to govern the resulting 

I consolidated school district until the July I effective date of the 
consolidation; and 

(F) The interim board shall serve until the new school board directors

I have been sworn in and commissioned after the September school 
board election immediately following the effective date of the 
consolidation unless the resulting district opts to follow the

I procedures set forth in Section 2 of Act 274 of2005. 

I 6 

I 
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5.06	 If the resulting district in an administrative consolidation voluntarily 
agrees to establish an interim school board by May 31, of the year of 
petition, the board shall be selected as follows: 

(A)	 The board ofdirectors of the affected districts may by agreement 
establish an interim board ofdirectors of the resulting district 
composed of not fewer than five (5) nor more than seven (7) 
directors; 

(8)	 The proportion of board members from each ofthe affected school 
districts shall be equal to the proportion of the student population 
in the resulting school district that came from each affected school 
district, with no less than one (1) board member being selected 
from the board of each affected school district; 

(C)	 The board ofeach affected school district shall select the board 
members that it wishes to have placed on the interim board of the 
resulting district. If the affected district is unable to select 
membership by a majority vote of the Jocal board, the affected 
district(s) may select members to the interim resulting board by 
drawing lots. 

(D)	 The interim board shall have no authority to govern the resuJting 
consolidated school district until the July I effective date of the 
consolidation; and 

(E)	 The interim board shall serve until the new school board directors 
have been sworn in and commissioned after the September school 
board election immediately following the effective date of the 
consolidation unless the resulting district opts to follow the 
procedures set forth in Section 2 of Act 274 of2005. 

5.07	 Ifa school district fails to petition the State Board for administrative 
consolidation or annexation as required by A.C.A. § 6-1 3-1603(a)(2)(A) 
or the State Board denies a petition for administrative consolidation or 
annexation, the State Board shall, on its own motion, administratively 
consolidate a school district with or into anyone (1) or more school 
districts in Arkansas by May 1, and the administrative consolidation shall 
be effective the July 1 immediately following the publication of the list 
required under A.C.A. § 6-13-1602. 

5.08	 The State Board shall promptly consider petitions or move on its own 
motion to administratively consoJidate a school district on the 
consolidation list in order to enable the affected school districts to 
reasonably accomplish any resulting administrative consolidation or 
annexation by July 1 immediately following the publication of the list 
required under A.C.A. § 6-13-1602. 

7 
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5.09	 Upon approving a petition for administrative consolidation or annexation 
or acting on its own motion to administratively consolidate school 
districts, the State Board shall prepare a written order ofadministrative 
consolidation or annexation and file such order with the county clerk's 
office ofeach county clerk in the counties where the resulting or receiving 
school district is located. 

5.10	 The State Board shall not order the closing of any isolated school facility 
as a result ofan administrative consolidation or annexation ofan isolated 
school except as allowed by law. 

5.11	 The board ofdirectors ofany receiving school district created after an 
administrative annexation (whether interim or pennanent) shall be in 
compliance with A.C.A. § 6-13-1406 and Act 274 ofthe Arkansas 85th 
General Assembly. 

6.00	 GENERAL PROVISIONS GOVERNING ADMINISTRATIVE 
CONSOLIDATIONS OR ANNEXATIONS 

6.01	 All administrative consolidations or annexations shall be accomplished'so 
as not to create a school district that hampers, delays, or in any manner 
negatively affects the desegregation ofanother school district in this state. 

6.02	 The millage rate ofthe electors of the affected districts ofan 
administrative consolidation or annexation shall remain the same until an 
election may be held to change the rate oftaxation for the resulting or 
receiving district. 

6.03	 No administrative consolidation or annexation shall be construed to 
require the closing ofany school or school facility except as allowed by 
law. 

6.04	 All resulting or receiving school districts created from an administrative 
consolidation or annexation shall have no more than one (1) 
superintendent and no more than one (1) local school board. 

6.05	 Any school district not designated as being in academic or fiscal distress 
for the current school year and previous two (2) school years that 
administratively receives by consolidation or annexation_a school district 
classified by the State Board as being in academic or fiscal distress at the 
time of the consolidation or annexation shall not be subject to academic or 
fiscal distress sanctions for a period ofthree (3) years from the July I 
effective date ofconsolidation unless: 

(A)	 The school district fails to meet minimum teacher salary 
requirements set forth in law and rules; or 

8 
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I 

(8) The school district fails to comply with the Standards for 
Accreditation ofArkansas Public Schools issued by the

I Department of Education. 

6.06 The provisions of A.C.A. § 6-l3-1406~ Act 25 of the Second

I Extraordinary Session 2003 and Act 2151 of2005 shall govern the board 
ofdirectors ofeach resulting or receiving school district created from an 
administrative consolidation or annexation. 

I 7.00 ISOLATED SCHOOLS 

I 7.01 Prior to July I~ 2004, and each July I thereafter, the Department shall 
determine which schools meet the definition of"isolated schools" based 
upon the verified infonnation submitted in the district's petition for

I administrative consolidation or annexation or based upon relevant data 
submitted to the Department pursuant to A.C.A. § 6-20-601 and 602. 

I 7.02 Any isolated school within a resulting or receiving school district shall 
remain open except as allowed by law. 

I 7.03 Funding for isolated schools shall be expended by the resulting or 
receiving district only on the operation, maintenance, and other expenses 
of the isolated schools within the resulting or receiving school district. 

I 8.0 BOARDS OF DIRECTORS OF LOCAL SCHOOL DISTRICTS 

I 8.0 I All boards ofdirectors of local school districts shall be made up of 
five (5), seven (7) or nine (9) members as allowed by law, unless the 
school district is under a valid court order otherwise directing the number 

I
 and composition ofthe local board.
 

I 
8.02 No board ofdirectors shall have an even number ofdirectors whether or 

not the number ofdirectors ofa school district's board ofdirectors was 

I
 
established by an agreement between or among the former school districts,
 
which comprise the school district incident to a consolidation or
 
annexation ofthe fonner school districts.
 

I 
8.03 No less than ninety (90) days prior to the 2005 annual school election, any 

school district with an even number ofdirectors shall file a petition with 
the State Board ofEducation to establish the requisite odd number of 
directors. 

I 
I 8.04 If the number of board members needs to be reduced to create a required 

odd number ofdirectors and the members cannot agree on the method of 
reduction, the board ofdirectors in office as of August 12~ 2005, shaH 
draw lots to determine which board positions will be eliminated. 

I 9 

I 
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8.05	 Any change in the number ofdirectors serving on the local school district 
board ofdirectors required by Arkansas law and these Rules shall be 
effective upon the directors' taking office following the 2005 annual 
school election. 

8.06	 Except as otherwise provided by law, any school district which elects its 
school board members from single-member zones shall be subject to the 
requirements of these Rules. 

10
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- - IIII!P;raI'Au.teJlIAch.Ex.ati.-A~~A" 
Ar__	

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 
c.~Tn1JeI,-"-1II, .... ~,......	 COMBINED POPULATION 

District Number: 55-01 
Dlstrld Name: DEUGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 24 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Baaic (BEL) 329 and below 

LITERACY 
sctm 0Istdct .BBgjQo SII1e 

All Students 1 576 5.224 
4~ 17' 15% 

Get'ICler 
Female 1 181 1.690 

7' 1l' 101 
Male 0 395 3.528 

01 22% 191 
Not Indicated 0 0 6 

O'JI 01 381 
ElhniCity 

AsianlPacific Islander 0 2 93 
O'i' 1511 15" 

African American 0 315 1.965 
01 28% 2S% 

Hispanic 0 60 695 
01 17" 21" 

NatIve American 0 2 41 
O'JI 101 16", 

caucasian 1 197 2.424 
5% 10'1 101 

Not IndIcated 0 0 6 
O'l(, Olr. 32" 

Gender~thnicily • Female 
AslanlPacific Islander 0 0 30 

O'i' 01 91 
AfrIcan American 0 100 636 

O'l(, 1ln6 16" 
Hispanic 0 23 249 

Olr. 14% 15" 
Native American 0 0 11 

01 01 91 
Caucasian 1 58 763 

8' 6" 71 
Not Indicated 0 0 1 

rnr. M 25% 
GenderlEthnicily • Male 

AsianIPacltlc Islander 0 2 63 
01 29% 21'16 

African American 0 215 1.329 
0lI 37% 34" 

Hispanic 0 37 446 
01 21% 271 

Native American 0 2 30 
01 171 23% 

Caucasian 0 139 1.659 
01 14" 141 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
mr. 01 501 

Migrant 0 10 94 
01 2011 24% 

ComblnecI f'OpIftUan Ir'lllUClH IlllIlUd8nIs lIeIIId"""~ cl8HIfIed •• lit V..u;P. 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 330 - 499 

SCba.lll D1IIdcl BegiQn S1ata 
2 722 6.708 
8" 21% 191 

0 305 2.887 
01 191 16% 
2 417 3,S17 

20'l! 23% 21% 
0 0 4 
O'i' O'i' 25% 

0 1 100 
01 S% 16% 
1 318 2.122 

25% 2'"' 27% 
0 79 SOl 
Olr. 23" 241 
0 3 58 
Olr. 15" 22% 
1 321 3.621 
5" 17')f, 15% 
0 0 6 
0lI O'l(, 3211 

0 0 47 
0% O'i' 14~ 

0 158 1.029 
01 29'1 26% 
0 32 366 
01 19% 22" 
0 1 28 
01 13% 22% 
0 114 1,415 
O'JI 12'l(, 12lr. 
0 0 2 
rnr. 0% I'M 

0 1 53 
M 14'16 18% 
1 160 1.093 

50% 27", 2ln6 
0 47 435 
01 261 261 
0 2 30 
01 17% 231 
1 207 2.206 

13% 201 1ln6 
0 0 0 
rnr. 0% 01 
0 12 97 
01 24" 25' 

- - - - - •
 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number & Percentage of Stud.-rts Number & Percentage of Students 
Pmficient (PRO) 500 - 653 Advanced (ADV) 654 and above 

Sr.bmll DiI!dct BegIlm 
11 1.132 
46% 33' 

S 565 
57" 341 
3 567 

30'i' 31" 
0 0 
01 01 

0 3 
01 23% 
2 325 

50% 29'1 
0 125 
01 39 
0 7 
O'JI 35" 
9 672 

45% 3511 
0 0 
01 O'l(, 

0 1 
01 17% 
1 177 

50% 33% 
0 66 
O'l(, 401 
0 1 
01 13" 
7 320 

SBlr. 35" 
0 0 
rnr. 0'M0 

0 2 
0'1 29'1 
1 148 

50'J1 25% 
0 59 
0% 33" 
0 6 
01 50'J1 
2 352 

251 34" 
0 0 
ncr. tw. 

0 21 
Olr. 41" 

StIbl &;bggj CiIttIct 
11.806 10 

33" 42" 

5.989 5 
34' 39 

5.813 5 
321 SO'JI 

4 0 
25' 0% 

170 0 
271 01 

2.463 1 
31% 2511 

1.158 0 
35" O'JI 
74 0 
28lr. 01 

7.937 9 
341 45" 

4 0 
21" O'l(, 

92 0 
28% O'JI 

1.391 1 
36% 501 

633 0 
3ln6 01 
37 0 
29'1 01 

3.835 4 
331 33" 
1 0 

25" 0'M0 

78 0 
29 O'JI 

1.072 0 
271 O'l(, 

525 0 
31% 01 
37 0 
28% 01 

4.101 5 
34% 63% 

0 
rw; ~ 

125 0 
32" 01 

8Igkm Stm 
1.022	 11.934 

301 33" 

590 6.996 
361 401 

432 4.936 
24" 2711 
0 2 
0% 131 

7 266 
54% 42" 

171 1,312 
15" 17% 
81 685 
23" 21" 
8 87 

401 33" 
755 9.581 
391 411 
0 3 
O'i' 161 

S 163 
83" 491 

107 842 
20% 221 
46 414 
28% 251 

6 53 
75% 41" 

426 5.524 
46% 48lr. 
0 0 
Qll; 0'M0 

2 103 
29'1 3511 
64 470 
11% lZl1 
35 271 
20'1 16% 

2 34 
17% 29 

329 4.057 
32% 3411 
0 1 
rw; I'nv 

8 74 
161 19'1l 

oen..I Popu!88on dOIIlIClllncludt IIlUderD wllO IIlIdesSified. IEP. lEP. or HIgNy Mobile. Capyrlght0 2Oll9 by tilt Malnsas Deperlmentor EcIucIt1on. No r!ghls reseMlCI. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 
PAGE: 10 
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- - ~radMug"""ed ~hn-.rex"'tio"
Al'tAAtr - - - - - I
 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

"'......01"""""'" T.d.....u-e.t. 
.ad~"""'" 

District Number: 55-01 
District Name: DEUGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: Z4 

Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Below Basic (BEL) 408 and below

MATHEMATICS 
~ DiIldcl BtgigD Stall 

All Students 1 153 1.388 
4\ 4\ 41 

~ 
Female 1 55 530 

7'l6 3,. 3" 
Male 0 98 855 

011 S" SI 
Not Indicated 0 0 3 

01 Olft 19\ 
Ethnicfty 

AsIanIPaclflc lalander 0 1 19 
0\ 8\ 3\ 

African American 0 89 666 
01 h 81 

Hispanic 0 11 135 
01 3" 41 

Native AmerIcan 0 1 8 
01 5' J% 

Caucasian 1 51 559 
5" 3" 2'1 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
01 01 5% 

GenderJEthnlc:ity - Female 
AslanfPaci1ic ISlander 0 0 9 

0'1(, Ol 3\ 
African American a 34 248 

0'l6 6" 6' 
Hispanic a 3 53 

0% 2" 31 
Native American 0 0 1 

0'1l0 0'1l0 1" 
Caucasian 1 18 219 

81 2'1 2'1 
Not Indicated 

~ 0 
lW. ~ 

GenderJEthnicity - Male 
AsIan/Pacific Islander 0 1 10 

01 14% 3" 
African American 0 55 418 

0'1(, 9'lII 11" 
Hispanic 0 8 82 

()'JI', 4% 5% 
NatlW American 0 1 7 

0'1(, 8'l11 5' 
Caucasian 0 33 338 

Ol! 31 31 
Not Indicated 0 0 0 

Of. cw. 0'lI'0 

Migrant 0 2 14 
01 41 4" 

CornIl/,*, PllpuI8llcn InclucIlIs 1II11luderU l8stlld 8llIlIPI a- dllll8lftllCl88 latV_ LEP. 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 409 • 499 

SCb,QgJ .Qi.s.II:im Rt:gigQ stale 
2 627 5.453 
~ 181 151 

0 275 2.515 
O!I 17'1 14% 
2 352 2,935 

20'll 1S1i 1a\ 
0 0 3 
0'Jr, 0% 19% 

0 1 95 
O'J, 8\ 15\ 
1 325 2.127 

25% 29% 27'16 
0 82 671 
0'1(, 24" 20'1(, 
0 2 4S 
0'1(, 10\ 17\ 
1 
51 
0 

217 
11. 
0 

2.511
"\
4 

Olft 0% 21% 

a 0 40 
OIl 0\ 12" 
a 141 997 
OIl 26" 2~ 
0 40 312 
OIl 24" 19\ 
0 0 28 
0% 0\ 221 
0 94 1.138 
0'1(, 10l 10'1(, 
0 0 0 
lW. lW. 0\1, 

0 
0% 

1
,.." 55 

1~ 

1 184 1.130 
50!' 311 29'l11 
0 42 359 
O!' 24. 21. 
0 2 17 
0'1l0 17'1 13% 
1 123 1.373 

13" 125 111 
a 0 1 
0% 0% SO'll 
0 12 84 
()'JI', 24" 22\ 

s.ctmgI 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Proftcient (PRO) 500· 585 

CIItm:l BIgign 
13 1.152 
541 33,. 

10 568 
711 34'" 
3 586 

301 32" 
0 0 
01 0'lI 

0 2 
O'll 15\ 
2 437 

60" 39\ 
0 111 
0\ 32'1 
0 6 
0\ 301 

11 596 
55" 31" 
0 0 
0% 0'lI 

0 1 
OIl 17" 
1 223 

SOl 41' 
0 62 
OIl 37% 
0 1 
0'1(, 13" 
9 279 

75' 30'1l0 

~ ~ 

0 1 
0'lI'0 14" 
1 214 

50'1l0 361 
0 49 
0'lI'0 281 
0 5 
0'1l0 42% 
2 317 

25'l11 31" 

~ ?w. 
0 21 
0'1l0 4'" 

.Stall s.cbggJ CIaIdct 
11.936 8 

331 33'1' 

5.968 3 
34" 21\ 

5.962 5 
33\ SOl 
6 0 

38% 01 

163 0 
29 O'l' 

3.024 1 
3B1' 251 

1,259 0 
38" 01 
92 0 
35\ Ol 

7,389 7 
31. 3S' 
9 0 

47% 0% 

79 a 
24" Ol 

1.558 1 
40\ 50\ 

659 0 
40'l6 0\ 
46 0 
36' 0'lI 

3.522 
3111 

2
17' 

,r:w. ~ 

84 0 
281 0'1(, 

1.466 0 
37'l1'o 0% 

600 0 
361 01 
46 0 
35" 01 

3,766 5 
3''1' 631 

0 0 
all. no< 

0158 
41'l11 0'lI'0 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Advanced (J4.DV) 588 and above 

BIlJIDD S1Ita 
1.520	 16.895 

44'1' 471 

745 8.549 
451 4Sl'1 

775 8,342 
43\ 461 

0 4 
Olft 251 

9 352 
69\ 56'1' 

278 2.045 
25'1 26\ 

141 1.274 
41" 38" 
11 115 
55'1' 44'1' 

1.081 13,104 
56'	 561 
0 5 
0% 28" 

5 204 
83" 61. 

144 1.095 
271 28' 
62 638 
371 3" 
7 54 

aa" 42'11 
527 6.558 

571 571 
0 0 
nor. rw. 

4 148 
57'l11 50'1(, 

134 950 
23' 241 
79 638 
44" 3S" 
4 61 

33' 47,. 
554 6.546 
54' 54ll 
0 1 
now. ~ 

16 134 
31'1' 34. 

Gennl PojUldion does nat iIlI:IUde ~who _cl..". 88IEP. LEP. or HIgIIy MoIll'.. cOllJri9lt ~ 2ClO91ly ItHl A!teanIaI Department 01 Educ8lIon. AlII'lg1'lts--'. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 
PAGE: 1 
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Grade Three Literacy 

Percent 
Tested 

2007·08 

j ~ 

hIciw
Basic 

li
;)i'~ 

' 
BasIc 

~J ~ 

ProfIcieiit Advanced ProfICIent M:Bilow' Basic 

JI J iTiln J ~ 
I'foflclent . 

,·1.1 
Advanced iiIofidei.lt, iii" ·S~·.·:' ' AdvanCid· 'BiiSiC . 

I :i:l'i.· :'1":~ 
'" ~ "~ ! .. ~!::i!: 

BlISlc: . ProfIc:leiit 

! :i1 i 
'" c ~ ! 

Advanced Pi'Oftcilrit & 
.4,cJVenc:ed 

1 ~ 'l:i 
Si ~ .'~ :~, 

Combined Population 95+ 95+ I 14. ·14 35 35 35 35 17 17 52. 5217.7. 7.7 19 19 4Z 42 11 81. 71 . 18.I>j~;:.18 .. 11 19 14.' 34' 28 28. 13.~ . 

African-American 95+ IRV RV RY RY RY RY RV RVRV RV I:RV . RY RY RY RY.RY RV RY RY: .. ;IlY:'Ii'~;;/:RY: RV HV IV ,'RV . RV RV RV,'RV 

Hispanic RV ,Rv RV RV RV RV RV RV RV: -", I· ,RV RV: RV RV·. RV ~ RV RV Rv~: :~:t::.. 

Caucasian 15+ I4.8U 13 33 38 31 24 24 12 :.82 IU 9.5. 14 14.43.,g- 33 33 -7ii·:.·:~. r~::,:·~t 19 19 3& 35: 27 f7 IZ :'.62. 

Economically Disadvantaged !Ilk I 15 15 4S 45 3535 5 5 4O' 411111 1,. Z8 28' 44 . 44 17 17 11·:.&t.F#:·,i#· 11 19 41 ,41 18 19' 58 . 51 

Students with Disabilities lI5+ I AV RV RY RV RY RV RY RV RV RV I ,RV.'RV RV RY'BY' RV RV RY ·RV: '.lW l~:'~ .. RV RV .RV· RV' RV RV KY··RV 
Limited English Profident :,: 

Migrant RV . RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RVl··. ..';.... 

Male Students 91t- 113 13 44 44 .25 25 19 19 44'.44 I' 14.. 14· Z1 21 43 43 21 21 84. 14 L24::'tZ4 Z9 28 24. 24 24 24 47 47 

Female Students !Ilkl15 15 U 23 48 4& 15 15 12 6210"0 17 17 4242 42 42 88·~J:1~:·:)3.: &:7&.7-47' '47' 38 33 .. " 

Grade Three MathematIcs 1,-". :..~'., 

Combined Population lJ5t 15+ I U .... 28 21 41 48 17 17 .It ... 17.7 p' 12 12 21 21 14 14 11· I1Jj;f:~~. 1.4 1.4~~f .41. 44 44. ~ ... 

African-American 95+ I RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RY RV RV I IV RV RV RV AV· RV RV RV 11\'" RVtiV,.~RV RV RY, RV . RV RV RV ·RV.RY 
Hispanic RV RV. RV RV RV RV. RV RV RV ,·RVI'RV ,RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV~ ·rwt'::..:·,' .. :

Caucasian !IlkIO • M U au M M.n.~l~~~ u u U 24 a 12 18' .lr.~r:.t;~;; 12 12· .•.. as 48 48 81.·n 

Economically Disadvantaged ll5+ I 111 10 35 35 45 4&, 10 10 .s5~ :y '"1 '.11 i 17 17·... 33. 39 39 "~'. ·:72p~.'>tA.' 11 -11 41, 41.' 41 41 82~ .. 
Students with Disabilities 95+ I RV. RY RV RV 1IV RV RY RVRY: RV I'RY . RV RV RV RV, '" RV RVRV' RYl~::;:RV RV RY' RV RV RY RV RV ...RV 
Limited English Proficient :.~:.;: . 

Migrant RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV: RVl~ <'. ". ~ .,'. 
Male Students 95+ I U ,1.3 19 19 58 58 19 19 ,15 75 114 ,14 7.1 7.1 28 21 &8 &871, :79,rs..~·s:.: 12 12 ~ 35 47 47 aa 

Female Students ll5+ 17.7 7.7 39 39 39 89 15 15 54 54 I 0 0 17 17 25 25 58 58 '88 . 88 I·,;i;· 1.7 &.7 6.7 47 47 4G 4G .. 87 J7 
Grade Four LiterlCY 

Combined Population 9St 95+ I 14 14 41 41 41 41 3.4 3.4 45 45' 13 ,13 42 42 33 33 13 13 48 .48 'F~1-;--:"'1' 11 11 &8 &8 21 21 ~ 79 
African-American 95+ I RVRV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV RV I BY .RV' RV RY RY RY RV RV .W: :RvlR.V:')~" RV IV RV RY RV IV ,AV,. J'V 

Hispanic RV RV RV HV RY RV RV RV RV RV IRY' AV RV RV RY. RV RV IV 'BY :'.!W,l '. 
Caucasian 95+1" 18 41 41 88· 3& 4.5 4.5 41' 41.1' 0 8',38 38 44 .44 19 19 .uea·r.1f.. ·'~U5.9- III 6& 18 18 82 ·82' 

Economically Disadvantaged 15+118 1.' &9 59 Z4 Z4 0 0 t4 24119 19 44 44 31 31 6.3 8.3 3i "aI+:II~;,''''1a 13 13 II ,60 13 13 73: 73· 
Students with Disabilities fit. 1RV RY RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV I RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RY :.R\' tRV··:. RV RV RV BY RV RV RV,.RV 
limited English Proficient BV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV .RY RV I 

Migrant lI5+IIRV HV HV RV AV RV HV RV RY.. BY 1Rv>RV. RV AV RY RV AV RV RV RV 
Male Students .1 12 12 47 47 35 as 5.9 5.9 41 41 I 7.7 7.7 89 39 31 31 23 23 54· 54117':17.T. U U 51 51 17 17 75 75 

Female Students 15+ I 17 17 33 33 SO 58 8 0 sa. io 11. 18 4& 4& 36 36 D 0 81 31 rRV' RV RV RV RV IV RV RV RV RV 

Source: National Office for Research. Measurement and Evaluation ')ysterns, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville, The standard for llchievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 

BookF 
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- - ~ra~u_ted~h~Ex~tio_~~~AP- - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

Ara-c.~~,,- .. 
.1Id ,,-rJNIIIIIl, PNlPsIll 

DIstr1ct Number: 55-01 
District Name: DELIGHTSD 
Total Number ofStudents Tested: 31 

Number & Percentage of students 
Below Basic (BEL) 353 and below

LITERACY smom DiJ1dd Bagign Stale. 
ADSludents 1 305 2.527 

·-GiiiIiif 
3' 8" n6 

Female 0 93 746 
01 51 4" 

Male 1 212 1,780 
61 111 101 

Not IndICated 0 0 1 
01 01 11" 

Ethnlclty 
AslanlPaclflc Islander 0 2 49 

01 13' 91 
African American 0 187 999 

0'1 1491 131 
Hispanic 0 29 316 

0'1 9'1 101 
Natlve Amertean 0 a 21 

01 0'1 9'1 
Caucasian 1 107 1.141 

4' 51 51 
Not Indicated 0 0 1 

0'1 0'1 7% 
GenderJEthniclty - Female 

AsianIPacific Islander 0 1 17 
O'JI 17' 6" 

African American 0 50 309 
01 91 al 

Hispanic 0 10 99 
0'1 71 S, 

Native American 0 0 4 
O'J(, ll' 31 

Caucasian 0 32 317 
01 31 3' 

Not Indicated 0 0 0 
tW. rw. nll. 

GenderlEthnicity - Male 
Asian/Pacific Islander 0 1 32 

0'1 11" 111 
African American 0 117 690 

0'1 20'1 181 
Hispanic 0 19 217 

0'1 111 131 
Native American 0 0 17 

0'11, O'l' 141 
Caucasian 1 75 824 

7'1 71 71 
Not Indicated 

~ ~ 
0 
l'l'Il. 

Migrant	 0 8 41 
01 221 11'-' 

Cllmbln8d Populdcn ll'lCllUd8l8l1 *'denI818l1t11d elCC8pl tI1oIecl8Hillecles 1.Y_ LEP. 
G-.I PqlUalIon does not Itll:ludllltuelenlswllcl8l'llcl8slifted aslEP, LEP. Of HlgIlIy Mobile. 
PAGE: 10 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Dale of Test 

Basic (BAS) 354 - 558 

SghggI QiSUIcl ReQiml State 
8,019 

23'1 

3.363 
1991 

4,654 
26% 

2 
22'1 

107 
191 

2,785 
351 

983 
31" 
55 
231 

4.084
17' 
5 

36% 

45 
17" 

1.253 
32" 

435 
2a'l 
21 
18'1 

1,608 
14" 
1 

..rw. 

Number & percentage of SlUdents Number & Percentage of students 

SdlggJ 

Proficlent (PRO) 559 - 747 

62 
2191 

1,532 
391 

548 
341 
34 
28" 

2.476 
20'l' 

~ 
116 
311 

.IJiIIdc1 
6 939 14 

19% 2S'I 451 

2 378 7 
14'1 22'1 501 
4 561 7 

241 30\ 411 
0 0 0 
01 01 0\ 

0 3 0 
0'1 20% 01 
0 417 3 
0'1 36'1 501 
0 100 0 
O'J(, 321 0% 
0 5 0 
0'1 281 0% 
6 414 11 

24'l6 20% 44% 
0 0 0 
01 0\ 01 

0 0 0 
01 01 01 
0 184 2 
0'1 321 501 
0 33 0 
0'1 221 0\ 
0 2 0 
0'1 291 01 
2 159 5 

201 16' 50% 
0 0 
rw. NIl. ~ 

0 3 0 
Olf, 3~ 01 
0 233 1 
01 40" 501 
0 67 0 
O'J(, 40% O'l' 
0 3 0 
O'J(, 27% O'l' 
4 255 6 

271 2491 40'1 
0 0 0 

noll.0'lI. M 

0 11 0 
O'J(, 30'1 O'J(, 

CopyI'1ght02l109 by1tlll AtklIns88 Dep8r1tnentof EclJcIdton. All IlgIltI reMMld. 

Aprtl2009 

BIgj,QD. S1IItI ~ 

1.366 14.093 
38'1 401 

689 6.880 
401 39'1 

677 7.208 
371 401 
0 5 
01 56' 

4 216 
27'1 38'1 

421 2,956 
361 39 

132 1.260 
421 401 

5 93 
281 391 

804 9,582 
391 40'1 
0 8 
0'1 43' 

2 104 
33' 39'lli 

239 1.626 
41" 41" 
75 681 
5ll' 4511 
3 53 

431 461 
370 4.415 
371 381 

~ ~ 

2 112 
23 371 

182 1.330 
31" 34" 
57 579 
341 36' 
2 40 

1891 33'1 
434 5.146 
40'l' 4Z'fl 

~ 1 
25" 

13 156 
351 4211 

Number & Percentage of students 
Advanced (N)V) 748 and above 

DiSImil BIgiQD SUdI 
10 980 10.911 
32'1 271 31'1 

5 580 6.463 
361 33'J1 371 
5 400 4.447 

29'lli 221 251 
0 0 1 
01 0'1 1196 

0 6 199 
0'1 401 35'1 
3 159 1.134 

50'1 14" 14' 
0 56 588 
01 16' 191 
0 8 69 
01 441 291 
7 751 8.919 

281 361 38'J1 
0 0 2 
0\ 0'1 14' 

0 3 104 
0'1 5ll' 391 
2 110 773 

501 19'1li 20'1 
0 31 313 
0'1 21' 20'l6 
0 2 37 
O'J(, 29'5 32' 
3 434 5.236 

301 44" 451 

~ ~ ~ 

0 3 SIS 
01 331 32' 
1 49 361 

501 81 9'1 
0 25 275 
01 15" 171 
0 6 32 
01 551 28" 
4 317 3.683 

21" 29'1 301J1 
1 

~ ~ :OS" 
0 5 59 
01 '4'-' 16~ 

062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 
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- - -era~ug.ed~h"'Ex"'tio_AetAAtr - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

""--C..............1bU._at.
 
COMBINED POPULATION--IIIItl,........
 

DIstrict Number: 55-01 
District Name: DELIGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 31 

Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Below Basic (BEl.) 494 and below

MATHEMATICS 
SlmaI .DiIIdct BeglQD Stata 

All Students 

Gender 
Female 

Male
 

Not Indicated
 

Ethnlclty 
AsianIPacilic Islender 

African American 

Hiepanlc 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnlclty • Female 
AslanlPacillc Islander 

African American 

HiSpanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Inclieatect 

GenderJEthnleity - Male 
AslanIPacific Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

NatiVe American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

3 
10% 

1 
71 
2 

12'1 
0 
0\ 

0 
0'11> 
0 
OK 
0 
01 
0 
0% 
3 

121 
0 
01 

0 
0'11> 
0 
0'11> 
0 
0'Jr. 
0 
0'11> 
1 

10'l1 
0 
I'\4IIl 

0 
01 
0 
M 
0 
01 
0 
()l(, 

2 
13'" 
0 
tw. 

0 
01 

359 
10'11> 

151 
9'lf, 

208 
1'% 
0 
0% 

1 
71 

200 
17'" 
28 
91 
0 
0'11> 

130 
6" 
0 
0lI 

0 
0% 

78 
131 
11 

7'" 
0 
0'Jr. 

64 
6lI 
0 
M 

1,,'"

124 
21'" 
17 
lOll 
0 
M 

66 
61 

~ 

2.956 
8\ 

1.238 
n 

1,717 
9'5 
1 

,,% 

47 
81 

1.318 
17% 

296 
9'5 

22 
9% 

, .272 
51 
1 

""
 
17 
61 

534 
131 

123 
alii 
9 
al 

555 
51 
0 
tw. 

30 
10'l1 

784 
20% 

173 
11l1i 
13 
111 

717 
6ll 
0 
tw. 

6 37 
16'l1 10'11> 

conti,*, PopU8lI0/l1ncI_ alllUd8nI8l11S18d eJlrlIjlt__ cIlIsailIed. 'II Val LEP. 

GenerIl Papul8llondDeslllltinclude IlludertswllOnc:laallled.IEP. LEP. orH~ Mallile. 
PAGE; 1 

Date of Test: April 2001
 

Number & Pereentage of students
 Number &Percentage ofStudents 
Basic (BAS) 495 - 558 Advanced (ADV) 640 and above 

S:l:Im D.ilIlIcl Beglgn CiIIdcl Bigjpn StIIIl 
6 598 12 1.472 16,852 

191 171 39% 41" 47" 

2 276 5 734 8.340 
14" 1ll" 3S1 4~ 48'1 

4 322 7 738 8,509 
24" 17'" 411 40K 47\ 
0 0 0 0 3 
0% 0% 0% 0% 33" 

0 2 0 7 286 
0'Jr. 131' OK 47\ 50'11> 
0 289 2 262 2.024 
0'11> 25% 331 231 26' 
0 54 0 118 1.200 
0% 17" 0% 371 38" 
0 1 0 10 113 
0% 611 0% 5616 47" 
6 252 10 1.075 13,224 

241 121 40% 52' 561 
0 0 0 0 5 
0% 01 OK 0'11> 3616 

0 1 0 5 132 
0% 17% 0'lI 83" 491,0 137 149 1,OS1 
01 23'" 25. 261 271 
0 29 0 54 560 
0'Jr. 19l1i 0% 36% 371 
0 0 0 4 55 
0% 0% 0% 5711 48'" 
2 109 4 522 6,512 

20% 11'" 40% 521 56" 
0 0 0 0 
0% 0% lWo ~ rw: 

0 1 0 2 154 
0% 11'" 0'lI 2~ 51'" 
0 152 1 113 943 
0'Jr. 26" 50% 191' 24!l 
0 25 0 64 640 
0'Jr. 15'" 0% 3811 4011 
0 1 0 6 56 
0% 9% 0% 551 4" 
4 143 6 553 &.712 

27'16 131 40'11> 51' 55' 
0 0 
01 M ~ ~ /;~ 

0 12 128 
01 14'" 
0 5 

01 32'll 34! 

CcpyrIghtC2009by1he ArkInSaS ~ot'EclUCalICn. AU ""*tll88I¥8Cl. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Proficient (PRO) 559· 639
 

Stall &tmaI DiIImil B.eQIm S1ata Sd:Ia.al 
4.971 10 1.lal 10,771
 

14"
 32% 32% 30'11> 

2,41' 6 579 5.463
 
1411
 431 331' 31' 

2.558 4 582 5.305
 
14'"
 241 31" 29% 
2 0 0 3
 

22%
 0% 0% 331 

66 0 5 172
 
121
 0% 331 30K 

1.813 4 413 2.719
 
23"
 67\ 351 35%
 

537
 0 117 1.114
 
1711
 0% 3n 35"
 
36
 0 7 67
 
15"
 0'11> 391 28'1
 

2,516
 6 619 6.694
 
11"
 241 30% 28. 
3 0 0 5
 

21"
 0% 0% 36% 

33 0 0 88
 
12%
 0'11> 0'11> 33'11
 

909
 3 221 1.437
 
23%
 75% 381 3S1
 

270
 0 55 575
 
18%
 0% 371 381
 
13
 0 3 38
 
1'lI
 0'11> 431 33'11
 

1,186
 3 300 3,323
 
10'J1,
 30'11> 301 29'J1 
0 2
 
O'l!
 ~ ~ lnrw. 

33 a 5 84
 
1'1
 0% 561 281
 

904
 1 192 1,282
 
231
 50% 33' 3311
 

287
 0 62 539
 
1611
 0% 371 3~
 

23
 0 4 29
 
191
 0'Jr. 3611 24'" 

1.329 3 319 3.371
 
1111
 20% 30lI 281 
2 0
 

5lWo
 ~ tWo ~ 
75 a 14 132
 
201
 0'11> 3st. 351 
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---- -._.. >l~~ OO.BEM-01-1If'l - - 
SCHOOL NAME - DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 

~ DISTRICT NAME - DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
INDICATOR 1: AotlEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

- •
 
Percent 
Tested BelOw Basic .PrOfidlint .Advancecl ~:8':WOw· Basic :Proficfint Advanced PrOficierit.·s ..;~...,. BasIc PrOficIerit· Advanced ~ Ii 

2007-08 8IsIc Adwna!d. Ba$k . .. . . AdvanCed . .'\ 8islc.. . . ' Advinced 

J J;j.~ 
l>
,Ill I I I ~ ll.· I .1:l 

::. ~. ~ :; ..;:, ] I: ) r ] I 11iii: If" .:.'j I J J;j I '.§J;j J J;j :",t ...:.f .: ·~···l.. '~ ...: .x . . .. ., : .x : . ..,.
iscGrade Four Mathematics 

" . ',' ," ':. . 
lI5+ .. 24 24 31 31 a1 11 14 14 41 41·Combined Population as ,18 13 1a U 38 21 21 14-,~. ':~ >::1·1:.:· a a '58 ·58 32 32 • ' 1IlI. 

African-American RV·RV RV RV RV RV RV RV·RV.Rv RV . I.lV RV RV RV RV RV RVIl'( .;RY .._.::i::ftV.. RV RV· RV: RV, RV RV· RV. RV91+ 

RV RV RV RV·RV.RV RV RVM.~ .R\'·.RV IV RV· RV RV RV RV RV;, ,RV... '::\.' w ...~;.:.:Hispanic 

11. 1. 19 19 sa 38 a1 31 ....~ . .'·1~.;: 0,12:, 0 a : 13· 53 as 3518 ',88 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Caucasian 95+ %7 ..%7 1:1 rt rt 27 18 18 ~. 

.' .of;'::., '11' a a lItJ. ..Io·: 27 rt .' fI7 ".: r1..9s.. 311 • 41 41 12 12 12 12 24·24 .... 44 13 13· l' 1. 25 25 .~.~.: ......\-. 

RV.· RY RV RV. RY. RV RV RY RV. ..R'f'. ~ :I'\f:/ ·n:.: RV RV ·1iV: ·RV· RV RV Rv. . ;RYRV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV .1lV·Students with Disabilities 
. "1. • . ', •. 

RV RV RV RV RyRV RV RV RV RV .': ...:',', '" . . . 
Migrant 

Limited English Proficient 

95+ RV· RV RV RV RV Rv RY RV RV·RY:· '*'(',:a( RV RV RV·;·. RV RV ·:.RV RV· 

Male Students 29 a Z9 It Z4. 24 18 18 4141 23,:_.:23 15 1. 3f 19 23 23 12:.&2:lI5+ .:17':/17: D D . '50·,·." aa aa.13 ·13 
17 17 13 aa 42 42 8.a 8.3 50 .51Female Students 95+ .• .... '.1 9.1 27 .%1.. 18 18 ...... 41·, :'RV·:'.'Il,Y.· RV RV: RV·· .RV RV RV :RY'.RV 

... :.: . :' .,~': ~ . .' .:.' :
 

Combined Population
 

..Grade Five literacy ..12 12 46 39 at a.a a.8.42 ...•. ,d,.:.~ 30 30· ao . 30·· 35 .'85H95+ 95+ 11 19 39 38 38 . 19. 3.8 a.a 42 42 

African-American ·RV ··flV· IV RV.RV RV RV RV flV· iN· ;;R\t)~~.' RV RV·· IN ..: flY. RV RV! IW.RV 
.. ", , .. 

RV RV RV RV 'W. RV RV RV RV·.~95+ 
Hispanic RV . RV RV RV RV KY. RV RVRVRV :.:.:"" ":' .. . 

Caucasian :t: ::::,:~/. 29 It 21. 29·' 41 41 71;n 
Economically Disadvantaged 

14 14:. 43 43 aa 38 U 4.8 ·43:. O· 

• 
95+ 1a .. 18 29 29 47 47 5.9 5.9 53 53 

·11' 1,.. 50 so .33 ·11 1.8 5.8 ail:.:.·;14 ·14 48 48 31 as. a a .31.38. (,~,.:;.~'" 35 • 29';·..29. 29 28." ·.51 
Students with Disabilities RV RV RV RV .RY. RV RV RV RV iIV 'M .~ . RV RY' RV RV RY RV RY.,p..w: iR.V;;RV': RV RV.RV' IW RV RVRV· RV1St 

::',' : .. :.:Limited English PrOficient RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV . "V'
 
Migrant
 ': i ....
 

Male Students
 .U··i.3 17 17 .42 . At· as aa 7S 7i 
Female Students 

95+ 27 'D 53 51 2D Z8 a a DZG .14. 14 16 as 4a 43 7.1 7.1 58:·· 51 

: :0,:': .i1 '48 .. 1. 1a 36 36 55·.9.1 '.1 18 18 84 .84 9.1 9.1 73 .73 a.a U 58 5833 33 0 a aa. 31·lI5+ 
:...... :;.'
 

Combined Population
 

Grade Rve Mathematics .,:9S+ 95+ 31 . ·31 35 35 f7 'D 7.7 7.7. 35 j~ ..:: 1t 22 Z2 .. .. 1a 13·· ... · 81a1 11 15 15 ..... 7.7 7.7 ".54 
African-American ... :,~ ~::. ·0' RV RV 0 RV· RY RV RV· RV 

Hispanic 
RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RY ·RV .RY ~V RV RV RV RV RV RV ·RV. ,.V. 

.·\·:.?I~';" .RV .RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RY 
Caucasian ..15+ 18· 18 12 12 5959 12 12 ·71 71 38. sa 33 33 . 1·' ·19 9.5 9.5 21 21' :U>:U 18 18 51 59 18 18 ·77' ·77 

Economically Disadvantaged 39 39 22 Z2 21· ·28 11 11 Ii' 3!f '.•.(':.:24; 24 24, 47 . 47 5.9 5.9·53· ~ 

Students with Disabilities 
.. 33. ·33 19 19 43.43 U U 48· 48 

RV RV RV RV BY .RV RV RV IIV,· KY. ·:...,,:::·Rv RV RV R\f. ··RV· RV IV RV.. IV 
Limited English Proficient 

BY RV RV IV RV RV RV RV RV flY 
RY RV RV RV RVRY RV RV RV RV· 

" ...Migrant 

Male Students 33 aa 20 20 40 40 6.7 6.7 47·47 :t~ ·17 17 17·42 42 2S zs 67·' 8721 2129 14 14 41 a95+ ••• 21 
Female Students fl ·•.1. 27 11 5& 55 0 D 55 5595+ 1:1 27 9.1 1.1 55 55 9.1 9.1 a4 84. 2525 50 50 25 25 a 0 ~. 25 

8 Source: Naticmal Office for Re~rch. Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient, 
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Ar__ __1,~1'IstIeIo

..... ''--blIIIrPNp-. 

DiStrict Number. 55-01 
DIstrict Name: DEUGHTSD 
Tolal Number of Student$ Tested: 19 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 381 and below

LITERACY SCbQgf .QIJIdct B.egfQQ .State 

ACt~A~ - - -eradMugMIRed fIIIlhnlM:xai iii! iLlio" 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT
 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

All Students 

uenaer 
Female 

Male 

Not IndIcated 

Ethnicity 
AsIaJ\IPaclflc Islander 

African American 

HispanIc 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnieity • Female 
Aslanlf'aclflc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlElhnlclty - Male 
Asl8nlPacitic Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

1 317 2.332 
5" lIS 11 

0 85 126 
01Ii 511 4\ 
1 232 1.802 
9'4 13'1 9'4 
0 0 4 
0'1 01 44" 

0 1 41 
Ol' 511 8" 
0 161 961 
0'1 1411 121fJ 
0 35 299 
01Ii 11'11 1011i 
0 0 12 
Ol& 0'1 5" 
1 114 1.007 
611 6" 4\ 
0 0 6 
011 0'lIi 46% 

a 0 12 
01 0% 4. 
0 49 310 
011 a. 8'1 
0 12 104 
0'1 7. 71 
0 0 2 
QlJ(, 0'lIi 2% 
a 24 297 
0'1 3lI 3" 
0 a 1 
rw. 0'Jl 331l. 

a 1 35 
011 S' 12'11 
0 118 651 
09f0 20'1 17" 
a 23 195 
M 14" 13% 
0 a 10 
0'1 O!I 8' 
1 90 710 
9'1 9% 6" 
0 
mr. 

0 
01! 

1 
.c;tw. 

0 5 36 
0'lIi 12" "" 100% 44' 4QlJ(, 

Number & Petcel dage of studenla 
Basic (BAS) 382 • 603 

SCIJggJ DiItIict ~ .SIatI 
4 1.086 9.038 

21" 301 28'6 

2 504 3.870 
2591 28* 221 
2 581 5.165 

18" ·32'11 29% 
0 1 3 
0'1 1001 33% 

0 3 131 
01 14'11 24'11 
0 521 3.262 
0'1 42'11 41'11 
0 112 99S 
0'1 34110 33" 
0 1 56 
0'1 8" 21" 
4 449 4.584 

24" 23" 20'1 
0 0 4 
0'1 01 31'" 

0 1 59 
01Ii 13' 21. 
0 284 1.539 
0'1 4'" 39% 
0 59 441 
0'1 36. 29'4 
0 0 24 
01 0% 18" 
2 180 1.805 

33",& 19% 16" 
0 2 
cw. ~ R71l. 

0 2 78 
09f0 15'1 26\ 
0 256 1.722 
01! 44% 44" 
0 53 554 
01! 32\ 36'1 
0 1 32 
01Ii 20'1 24" 
2 269 2.779 

18\ 26'1 23" 
0 
QlJ(, 

0 
0'lIi 

0 
tw. 

1 18 133 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number & Petcentage of Students
 
Protlcient (PRO) 604 - 798
 

S:cbQD.I 0ialI:iCl BIgkm §fall 

9 1.502 15.095 
47" 421 43" 

3 719 7.510 
389! 44" 44' 

6 723 1.524 
55'1 40'1 42" 
0 0 1 
01 01 11" 

0 1 196 
01Ii 33" 34" 
1 440 2.866 

50'1 3'"' 361 
0 129 1.259 
01 39'1 421 
0 5 124 
01Ii 381 48'1 
8 921 10.648 

4'" 46'1 461 
0 0 2 
0'1 0% lS'" 

0 2 102 
01 251 3'" 
1 266 1.634 

5011i 41. 41\ 
0 62 659 
0'1 389! 44. 
0 3 64 
Ol& 38% 49% 
2 446 5.111 

331 47" 45% 
0 a a 
rw. mr. tl'll 

0 5 ·94 
09f0 389! 3111 
0 174 1.232 
01Ii 30l! 311 
0 67 600 
0'1 40'J1 39'1 
0 2 60 
01 40'J1 461 
6 475 5.537 

55\ 45l& 461 
0 0 1 
01 O'JI .c;mr. 
0 '4 130 
0% 34% 39'1 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advancecl (ADV) 799 and above
 

~ DiIJIjg BfIgjgQ StatlI 
S 682 8.604 

28% 191 2511 

3 403 5.091 
389! 2311 3O'l' 
2 279 3.506 

18'1 15'11 20'l1i 
0 0 1 
01 01Ii 1111 

0 10 195 
0'1 48'1 34" 
1 101 80S 

SOl' 8'1 1011 
0 55 476 
0'lIi 17'1 1611 
0 7 69 
0'1 541 2611 
4 509 7.058 

2411 2611 30'1 
0 0 1 
01 0'1 89! 

0 5 103 
0'1 631 371 
1 85 498 

50'1 10'l1i 13" 
0 30 293 
0'1 181 20'1 
0 5 40 
0'1 63" 31" 
2 298 4.163 

33% 31" 37\ 
0 0 
mr. mr. ~ 

0 5 92 
0'lIi 38" 31" 
0 36 307 
01 6'1 8,. 
0 25 183 
all 15" 12,. 
0 2 29 
01 4011i 2211 
2 211 2.895 

18'1 20% 2411 
0 0 

~ mr. 0'1 

0 4 34 
O'JI 10'1 10'1 

COrnIlIned PcpulIltiClllIncludes llIIl1UdenlS l8Sbld tltllIPt ttae dllMll\eClaa1st V_I.EP. 
GenerlII ~ dOeI not i'Idude e1udents who ...d88lltl8d.. rep. LEP. f6 H~ MObile. Copyright 0 2009 by l/'l8 AtIc8nIU Dep8tImentof EduCIlIOn. All rtgllI reserwd. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000.0000000 
PAGE: 10 
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IIIIIIradMugRJlled l!IIPch~a_tjo'A~~A~ - - - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

Ar.._Ca...........~ ~
 

-~ . COMBINED POPULATION 
District Number: 55-01 
OistriCt Name: DEUGHT SD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 19 Date of Test: AprII200t 

Number & Percentage of students
 
Below Basic (BEl) 543 and below
 

MATHEMATICS samm DiaIIict RegigD Stall 
All Students 2 628 4.688 

11,. 181 131 
~ 

Female 0 267 2.029 
01 15'1(, 13 

MaJe 2 360 2,654 
ll19f, 201 lS'II. 

NoIlndlcated 0 1 5 
0% 1001 58' 

Ethnlcity
AsianlPac:ilic Islander 0 1 13 

01 SI 13" 
African American 0 351 2.104 

01 29% 27% 
Hispanic 0 45 478 

01 14' 16,. 
Native AmeriCan 0 0 22 

01 ow. ~ 

Caucasian 2 231 2.004 
1~ 121 9% 

Not Indicated· 0 0 7 
0% 01 541 

Genaer~lhnlcily - Female 
AIIanlPaclfic Islander 0 0 31 

African American 
01 
0 

01 
151 1'" 923 

01 231 23,. 
H'lSpanic 0 25 213 

01 15' 14' 
NatiVe American 0 0 13 

0lI 0lI 101 
CIucaslan 0 91 847 

01 101 7'" 
Not Indicated 0 0 2 

rw. NIt. 81% 
GenderlEthnlclty - Male 

AsIanIPacific Islander 0 1 42 
01 a'll. 14' 

African American 0 199 1.180 
01 349& 301 

Hispanic 0 20 265 
01 12" 17'11. 

NatiVe American 0 0 9 
01 ()!f, 7'" 

caucasian 2 140 1.157 
18% 131 10'l1 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
rw. O'l 501(, 

Migrant 1 10 61 
1001 24' 181 

COfnIl1nld Pap.fatIcn IncU!e..1I8l1ldetllal88llKt a:eptlllol8 d8llllllld u 1.V... LEP. 
G__ PopulatIcndClel nat IncIudelltUllenlSwIlo 118~ asiEP. LEP. orHIgNy Mollile. 

PAGE: 1 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 544· 603 

~ .DialricI B8QigD .Stata 
1 664 5.668 
5% 19ft 16,. 

0 319 2.759 
O'I! 181 161 
1 345 2.907 
~ 19% 16,. 
0 0 2 
01 01 221 

0 0 81 
O'I! 0' 14" 
0 292 1.867 
0'16 24'11. 24" 
0 75 592 
O'I! 23% 
0 , 201 

4S 
01 8% 171 
1 296 3.080 
8% 15' 13' 
0 0 3 
01 01 23,. 

0 0 40 
Oll 0'lI 1411 
0 149 948 
Oll 2311 24'11. 
0 36 302 
01 22% 201 
0 0 22 
01 O!f, 17% 
0 134 1.446 
01 14'" 13' 
0 0 1 
01 ll% 33' 

0 0 41 
Ol! 0'lI 14" 
0 143 919 
01 24" 23" 
0 39 290 
01 23' 19% 
0 1 23 
mr. 201 1~ 
1 162 1,634 
91 16'" 14' 
0 0 0 
IW. IW. NIt. 

0 10 82 
0'lI 24' 25,. 

Number &Percentage of Studenta
 
Proftcient (PRO) 604· 696
 

SdHlm .Qimicl .BIgiQD State 
13 1.328 13.125 
68,. 371 37% 

8 690 6.462 
1001 3~ 37% 

5 638 6.662 
45,. 35' 37' 

0 0 1 
01 01 111 

0 9 164 
01 439& 2991 
2 407 2,893 

1001 339& 34,. 
0 135 1,185 
01 41" 391 
0 4 114 
01 31" 44" 

11 773 8.967 
6511 3~ 381 

0 0 2 
01 01 19 

0 3 75 
01 3~ 271 
2 246 1.429 

100% 38'1 . 36' 
0 68 588 
01 4~ 3~ 

0 3 55 
01 3l19f, 421 
6 370 4,315 

1001 39% 3811 

~ ~ ~ 

0 6 89 
()!f, 46'11. 3011 
0 161 1.264 
01 281 32" 
0 67 597 
01 401 3~ 

0 1 59 
01 201 45,. 
5 403 4.652 

451 39% 39ft 
0 
no! ~ ",:"'" 

0 15 122 
01 37" 37' 

Number &Percentage ofStudents
 
Advanced (AD\') 897 and aboVe
 

sctJggI DIIIdm BIgiQn .stall 
3 967 11.588 

161 27,. 

0 495 6.013 
01 281& 
3 472 5.574 

27,. 261 
0 0 1 
Ollo 01 

0 11 257 
01 5291 
0 179 1,230 
01 15,. 
0 76 774 
01 23" 
0 8 80 
01 63 
3 693 9.246 

189& 35,. 
0 0 1 
01 01 

0 5 130 
01 6~ 

0 98 681 
01 15' 
0 34 394 
01 21,. 
0 5 40 
01 63' 
0 353 4.768 
01 37'" 

~ ~ 

0 6 127 
01 461 
0 81 549 
0lI 14' 
0 42 380 
01 25' 
0 3 40 
01 601 
3 340 4,478 

27" 33' 

~ 0 
NIl. 

0 

0 6 68 
01 15,. 

3311 

35,. 

31,. 

'1" 

45" 

161 

26,. 

31,. 

401 

ell 

47% 

17,. 

26,. 

31" 

429& 

~ 

42,. 

14' 

251 

311 

381 

NIl. 

2011 

Ccpyllltll02Oll9lly1heAr1lansal OepertmentofEdUClltion. All ~~. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 
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------- -
INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT 

Percent
 
Tested
 BebN' Basit ProfiCient' Advanced ~entn' .'Be!Gw., Bask .ProfiC:ieiit. Advanced rirOfidri.il·~·~:·: BasIc ProficIeiit, AcWanced ~a

2007-Cl8 Basic: . AdVailced· .' Basic . '. . AcIvincicl' .' .'. '8IsIC' ,: 
j. . ~ i j .~ '. ..... .' , . . ]' . <'1... "::,:':. j ·R
 

Grade Rve Science
 I I ~. i I ~ I ~ vi( ~ .1-·1 l.1 J I I j J( Il·i··~:~<:l ~ I':~ I I:l'jJ( 

188 100Combined Population J$,·~;.l3 57 57 30 sa 0 o· at· 30 
100 . ; I:.~: ..::RV: RV RV· RV . ·RV· RV RV· RV: RV 

Hispanic 

African-American 

.•·.·.1··/. ,'" 

100Caucasian :S";.~'. &I 18· as as 0 O'.as· 85" 
Economically Disadvantaged 101 t~~~ U H M~. ° D·M M,,'-:: ,'.. '. 

100 liiv"·:ilV. RV RV MAY AY RV RV RVStudents with Disabilities 
.' . ,'" 

.:\'.....Limited English Proficient 

Migrant
 

Male Students
 NA .··:t;~:,:·•..a,: 58 58 33 33 0 o 33 .33 

Female Students NA (;t8:~,\tI' 55 55 in t1 0 o '27 :27 
Grade Six Literacy ,;"..,:;;'.: 

8S+ lJ5+ I 4 4. 44 44 8& • 18 18 .. 52Combined Population 12 12 as 88 as 88 18 11 52< sit ::4;';:::.;04.' 12 12 585821 28 -:-i4' ~ 

African-American 95+ 1RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV . RV RV RV ltV RV' RV RV ·RV. RV Lf.lJ<:R'I· RV RV flY' RV RV RV RV··RV 
',\":.'Hispanic AV· RV RV RV IV RV RV RV RV .:RV 

,".1," 1'. 

Caucasian 95+1 5 5 35 35 41 41 15 15 80 6O.t 11 11 33 33 .33"13 22 22 116.' "'l..~';!i;, 5.6 u It ·&1 28 21 .... 

... 1U '.3' 42 42 50 50 0 OHIGIU 5.8 44 44 lI9'3I 11 11 ~.T:;.~!r·,,:: 2iJ n. eo 1020 20 .... ~•. 

Students with Disabilities 

Economically Disadvantaged 

9St f RV RV RV RV 'RV RV RV RV RV'--:-RYl RY . RV RV RV .·RV .RV -RV -RV RV:·::IWt:.-.:::,:J\Y: Rv IV RY.RV RV IV .IV,RV 

Limited English Proficient .' :~:<."!.' . 
Migrant 95+1 Il;~,,:~' RV RV RV .·M RV RVRVRV 

Male Students 95+ 18.7 1.7 53 53 33 33· 8.7 6.7 ~. 40 I'Zi 23 54 54 15' 15 7.7 7.7 ~ .'~·l·';Il:::.;~"O .. · 14 1451 B7. 29 29 :. . .. 

Female Students 15+ 1 0 I 30 30 40 40 3D 3D 70 70'/ 0 0 17 1758 &I 25 25 ,83. .,fli~~;·:;·'~1: 9.1 9.1 '.5556 27 27 .82' 82 

Grade Six Mathematics . I:. ' ': ~"::: 

Combined Population 15+ 15+1 0 D Z8 2. as 31 38 38 7Z'. 7Z II • 40 40 at az 20 28 52· ~l.4·:.o;':·~. 38 36 32 32' ZI 28811.··11 

African-American 95+ 1RV RV AV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV I RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV' RV. RV r~:~RV' RV RV RV RV RV RV .RV JW 
Hispanic RVRV RV RV RV. RV RV RV RV RV I I.· :.' . ':'
 

Caucasian
 95+1 G 0 25 25 35 35 40 40 757515.11 5.1 28 28 44 44 22 22 &7.. 87·.l·.0:::.·! •. ·. 44 44 33, aa· 22 22 ,56 58 

Economically Disadvantaged 15+1 0 0 25 25 &I sa 17 17 75 ·75 IU 5.& 44 44 28 28 22 22 .50 5O.I:~T,:':'~7' 53 53· 13 13 t:I 27 40 40 

Students with Disabilities 95+ I RV ·RV AV RV IV RV RV RVRV AV" RVRV RV RV RV RV RV RV RY. IV l~::'~ RV RV RVRV RV RV· RV . RV 
Limited English Proficient ': : 

Migrant !ISf. .....:...IJY RV RV IV RV RV RV RV. RV 
Male Students 15+1 0 D 33 33 40 40 n "D ff1 ff1'I7.7 7.7 54 54 15 15 28 28 '39 .at.l:U' '7.1 38 38 21 ,21 36 as 5717 

Female Students !IS+ I 0 It 20 20 30 30 50 511 80.10 18.3 U 25 2S &I 50 17 1711 111.. '. D. 36 36 41 46 11 11 84 .. 

•
 

Source: National Office for Re-searcn. Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville, The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 

BookF 

9 
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- - ~ra"U_edtllMch"",EX""tio_A~~AP- - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

A·...._~TeotI8I,_·.. 
11114~1'ropua 

District Number: 55-01 
Dis1rid Name: DELIGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 24 

Number & Percenlage of Students 
Below BasIc (BEl) 418 and below

LITERACY 
SCIJggI DiatDcl BIgIaD state 

All Students 1 480 2.684 
4' 131 8'1 

Gender 
Female 0 178 870 

0'1 10'1 51 
Male 1 302 1.812 

71 16" 10'1 
Not Indicated 0 0 2 

0'1 O'l 141 
Ethnlcity 

Asian/Pacific Islander 0 0 39 
O'lf, 091 n. 

Afrk:an American 1 168 1.1S0 
ln. lSI lSI 

Hispanic 0 36 294 
0'Jl 13% 10'1 

Native American 0 2 19 
01 11% 7'lI 

Caucasian 0 274 l,1SO 
01 131 5" 

Not IndIcatect 0 0 2 
0'1 0'1 13' 

GenderJEthnicity • Female 
Asian/Pacific Islander 0 0 12 

0'1 0'1 41 
Afr1can Amefican 0 51 368 

0'1 10'1 10'1 
Hispanic 0 16 109 

0'1 ,,% 8'1 
Native Amertcan 0 1 5 

0'Jl , 1!If, 4" 
Caucasian 0 110 377 

0'1 , ''ll 3\ 
Not IndIcated 0 0 1 

CWo M 21i.. 
GenderlEthnlcity - Male 

AsIanlPacific Islander 0 0 27 
0'1 01lt 10\ 

AfrIcan American 1 117 783 
33" 21'1' 20\ 

Hispanic 0 20 185 

Native American 

Caucasian 

. 0'1 
0 
0% 
0 

15", 
1'" 164 

12% 
14 
11'10 

802 
Q!If, '4" '" Not Indicated 0 0 1 
tw. rw. SQ'Io 

Migrant 0 9 54 
011 25" 15" 

Ccmblnld PDpuIlllIon IllCIudBs.. 8lUdIl'IllI18Iled lIllllIPllllOle el..meclaa 1stV_ LEP. 
GenerII PoplJ8lIoo doM noIlllC1udllllUlSenlB will) 1ft! dlSlified IS lEP. LEP, Cl' H~ Mobile. 
PAGE: 10 

COMBINED POPULATION 

Date ofTest April 2001 

SJ:bgg[ 

Number & Percentage of students 
Advanced (ADV) 823 and above 

SrAJgg1 ClatJ:kil .BeQIml .SlIm 
4 768 9.482 

'''' 22'l1 27' 

2 469 5.703 
20\ 271 331 

2 299 3.756 
1491 19 21" 
0 0 3 
091 0'Jl 2'" 

0 5 223 
0'1 45" 401 
0 128 832 
0'1 1~ '"0 41 498 
0'1 151 17' 
a 7 76 
O'lf, 391 29' 
4 587 7.830 

22'11 271 33" 
0 0 3 
01 01 191 

0 4 133 
0'1 67\ 4811 
0 87 540 
0'1 '17\ 14% 
0 32 328 
0'1 22" 23' 
0 4 51 
01 44\ 37% 
2 342 4.651 

2S'll 33\ 40'1 

~ 0 
~ (W; 

0 1 90 
0'1 2011 33" 
0 41 292 
0'1 7% 7", 
0 9 170 

"" 7" '"0 3 25 

"" 33' 20ll 
2 245 3.179 

111" 21% 2711 
g.. 0 

~ow. 
0 2 44 
0'Jl a" 12' 

Copytlght 0 20091ly lhe ArkansaS Deparlmenl 01 EetuclIlIon. All ~gIIlI r--..cl. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 

Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Basic (BAS) 417 - 640 

Sdll:l.al CiItIict BIgi.Qn .sJB1I 
7 1.021 8,932 

29'Jl 29% 26% 

3 399 3,634 
30" 23'l 211 

4 522 5,297 
29" 34" 301 
0 0 1 
01 0'4 791 

0 2 103 
0'1 18'1 1991 
1 468 3.226 

17" 43" 42f, 
0 97 979 
0'1 35'1(, 33% 
0 5 58 
0'1 28'1 22% 
6 448 4,562 

33" 211 19'11 
0 1 4 
0'1 100" 25% 

0 0 45 
O'lf, 0'1 161 
1 206 1,481 

33'J' 391 39'l1 
0 40 401 
0'1 271 2891 
0 1 28 
Q!If, 111 2Q!1f, 
2 151 1.676 

29'Jl 15\ 15' 
0 1 3 
!Wo lom1o 71i.. 

0 2 58 
O'lf, 4O'l 2,.. 
0 262 1.745 
0\ 471 45' 
0 57 578 
Q!If, 43" 39'1' 
0 4 30 
0'10 44% 24" 
4 297 2.885 

36" 2691 24% 
0 0 1 
!Wo "" 50% 
0 11 1~2 
0\ 31' 34" 

Number &Percentage ofStudents 
Prolicient (PRO) 841 - 822 

DiatI1cl .Bigigo .Stall 
12 1,303 13,898 
50'1 36" 40'1 

5 671 6.981 
50'1 39'Jl 41" 

7 632 6.909 
50'1 34" 39'Jl 

0 0 8 
0'1 0'1 5791 

0 4 191 
0'1 3611 34' 
4 321 2.522 

6n. 30'1 33'll 
0 106 1,163 
0'1 3891 40'1 
a 4 111 
0\ 22% 42% 
8 868 9.904 

441 40'1 42'l 
0 0 7 
091 O'l& 441 

0 2 90 
0'1 33" 321 
2 180 1.428 

67" 341 3791 
0 58 615 
0'1 40'1 4211. 
0 3 53 
01 33'l 3S'll 
3 428 4.795 

43\ 42'l 42'l 

~ ?w. ~ 

0 2 101 
0\ 401' 371 
2 141 1,094 

671 25" 28" 
0 48 548 
01 38" 37" 
0 1 58,,..0\ 46" 
5 440 5.108 

45" 3S\ 43" 

?w. ?w. ~ 
0 14 144 
0'Jl 39'Jl 40'1 
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- - -Gr'" A~nte_ncliiii2ilc ~at_-A"'T'tA" DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 
A.......e-,.....Illll... 'IlIoII..."-_..
 

lad "-tll1IlIIlr ",.....	 COMBINED POPULATION 
District Number: 55-01 
DIstrict Name: DEUGHT8D 
Total Number of Students Tested: 24 

Number & Pe~e of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 568 and below 

MATHEMATICS 
SCJlggJ DIaIdct &lSlkm StIIa 

An Students 1 433 2,458 
4" 12" n. 

Gender 
Female 0 

01 
184 

11'1 
912 

5' 
Male 1 249 1,544 

7' 13' 91 
Not IndIcated 0 0 2 

01 01 14% 
EthniClty 

AlianlPacific Islander 0 0 37 
0'1 01 n 

African American 1 143 1,091 
17'1 1~ 14l1. 

Hispanic 0 23 217 
01 at. 7t. 

Native American 0 1 14 
01 6' 51 

Caucasian 0 266 1.097 
01 121 51 

Not Indicated 0 0 2 
0'1 01 131 

GenderlEthnlcity - Female 
AsiarVPacific Islander 0 

01 
0 
01 

13 
5' 

African American 0 52 387 
01 101 101 

Hispanic 

NatiVe American 

0 
Cl'l 
0 

11 
a"
1 

88 
6% 
5 

01 11l1. 4l1. 
Caucasian 0 120 418 

Cl'l 1Zl' 4'1 
Not Indicated 0 0 1 

CWo 0lI. 26'" 
GenderlEthnicily - Male 

AslanIPacl1ic Islander 0 0 24 
01 ell 9'l 

African American 1 91 703 
33% 16" 10 

Hispanic 0 12 129 
01 9'1 9'1 

NatMl American 0 0 9 
01 01 7'1 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

0 
01 

~ 

146 
13" 
0 
cw. 

678
6"
1 

50'JC, 

Migrant 0 8 49 
Ol! 11" 131 

CcmbirwdPopulation inc!udell811 I\uII8I1ls tesllId 8lllIlIPtflose d8SSllllClao ,IlY_ LEP. 
GenlIrlII Pllpulatlon dceI ncJllndude IlUdents who lllll cI8nIIIed u 1eF', LEP. or Hlg~1y Motlile. 
PAGE: 1 

21" 1~ 14' 46" 

2 240 2,226 8 
20'1 14' 13'1 601 
3 322 2,111 5 

21'1 11'1 15' 36'1 
0 0 1 0 
0'1 01 1'5 0'1 

0 1 49 0 
0\ 9% 9'l 0\ 
2 215 1,922 2 

33" 25'1 25'1 33'1 
0 41 521 0 
01 15" 1'"' 0\ 
0 2 33 0 
01 11" 13' Cl'l 
3 242 2,412 S 

17" 111 10% 501 
0 1 1 0 
01 1001 lS" 01 

0 0 28 0 
01 0'1 9'l 01 
2 115 8S8 1 

67% 221 23" 331 
0 14 218 0 
Cl'l 101 15'1 01 
0 0 14 0 
Ot. 01 101 01 
0 110 1,011 5 
0\ 
0 
cw. 

1" 
1 

1001. 

9'l 
1 

26'" 

1". 

~ 

0 1 23 0 
0'1 201 SOl 01 
0 160 1.026 1 
01 291 26% 33" 
0 21 303 0 
01 20'1 201 Oll 
0 2 19 0 
01 221 15% 01 
3 132 1.340 4 

27'1 12" 1196 36'1 
0 0 0 0 
cw. 01 O'JC, 0'1 
0 4 62 0 
0'1 11. 1711 01 

COpyligIll 0 2009 by the Arlc8:lsas Cleplulrnent of Education, All rt~ reserved. 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 589 - 640 

~ .DlaIrlct RIgign ~ 
5 582 4,938 

Date ofTest: 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Proficient (PRO) 641 

QiIl[jgl~ 

11 

- - - - - •
 
AprIl 2009 

- 721 

Begkm Slate SCbggl 

1,178 10,985 
33" 31' 

538 5,311 
3111 31'1 

640 5,669 
35'1 32'1 
0 5 
01 3lS" 

2 128 
18' 23'1 

381 2.749 
36' 36'1 

101 1,009 
36" 34'1 
9 88 

50\ 331 
679 7.004 
31'1 301 
0 1 
01 44% 

0 58 
01 211 

191 1,438 
36'1 38" 
48 503 
33'11 35'1 
4 44 

44'1 32'1 
295 3,266 

29% 2" 

~ ~~ 

2 70 
401 25'1 

196 1,311 
35'1 33" 
53 506 
401 34' 

5 44 
56% 35' 

384 3.737 
34'1 31" 

~ 1 
CIW: 

15 123 
421 34" 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (ADV) 722 and above
 

DiatI:ict 
1 

29% 

2 
201 
5 

36'1 
0 
01 

0 
0\ 
1 

17'1 
0 
0\ 
0 
01 
6 

331 
0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
2 

291 

~ 

0 
01 
1 

33" 
0 
01 
0 
01 
4 

3611 
0 
NIl. 

0 
0lI 

BIglgn s.tate 
1,399 16,595 

39% 41' 

155 8,139 
44' 51' 

644 1,850 
35" 44' 
0 6 
01 43' 

8 342 
13'1 621 

280 1,968 
26' 2S1 

115 1,187 
41'1 401 

6 129 
33% 49'1 

990 12.963 
45'1 55' 
0 8 
01 381 

8 183 
1001 851 
168 1.094 
321 291 
73 544 
501 441 

4 74 
44'1 54' 

508 6,744 
491 59'J 

~ ~ 

2 159 
401 58! 

114 874 
20ll 22~ 

42 543 
31' 37~ 

2 55 
22" 43' 

484 6,219 
42.	 52 
0 0 
NIl. n 

11 130 
31' 36 

062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000 
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----- - ~~~.~~~.;\: - - - - - ~OL=ER.l-oP 
SCHOOL NAME • OEUGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRICT NAME - DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRlcr
 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup
 

Percent
 
Tested
 IleIow Basic ~ Adv.w:ed P.iDficiei1t&: IJ4I/Ow. Basic PrOfidInt .Advanced PlOfICient'o'l'··:.~7; Basic P!oflcIint. Adv~nced Proficient 112007·08 Basic Advanced-. Basic . .'. . ~~:' .::(i?7:~'.:': '.' , .~ Advanced 

~ .'i2 ~ t1 '~ t1. 'j' I~ i .!! ~ J!"S' . j ~~ ·ll 
... ,!lI u·· JlI. '.II ~ § ",t! ..., 0 ." ·0:., 0 ,>: ~ ·1.1 ! JJ....§:.:~J(::'~:~>; J i ·)1 J ~,1·1.x i!Grade Seven Literacy 

9S+ 14 38 43 4.1 '48 I ·0 58: ,33 u ·~l".>J:; 8. 24 8 ',32, 

African-American 

Combined Population 

IV RV RV RV ··.·JlVIIV HV RY RV RVI'·';·,' .~ .:JrV . IV RV HV :"RV 
Hispanic 

95+ 
.RYRV RV RV RV ._-:RVIRV HV IV ,'~I:'!:('::,'
 

Caucasian
 18 81 7.7 .... r .0 53 :,~ 1195+ ,46 .471 '::/~.~~~:I.' 47 15, 12 4.7' 
Economically Disadvantaged ... 18 55 f1 • ',271' .•.. 58 42 o , .:42 [:::";.');3' &8' : 26 Q
 

Students with Disabilities
 tli+ ",';.. '.",RY' RV RV RV RV".
Limited English Proficient RV HV 'RV RV RV
 

Migrant
 RY RV RV AV ··RV'I. ',' "
 
Male Students
 tli+ RV HV RV RV RVI CJ 81 za 7.7 'a1 I., " :-,. n u • 7.7 

Female Students lI5+ 13 83 47 8.7 53 I. . 0 4& 41 '.1 ·.1..,. •. ,; 4Z 4Z 17 :,51' 

Grade Seven Mathematics 

Combined Population 4Q95f. Z8 29 38 4.1 .48\ 21' 25 Z9 Z1 IDe·.', 18 8 48 

African-American tli+ RV HV RV RV RV'" 'RY' RV RV RV RV'I".' '. 'At . RV' RV RV .. , 'RV 

Hispanic RV RV RV IV· . ftV IIV RV RV RV RVI ... ,,'" 
" ,,'I 

Caucasian '23 15 54 7.7 821' Z6 Z1 Z8 26 sal,,'::"I4, 24 -41 12' '. ' 53 

Economically Disadvantaged 

!15+ 

38 4& 18 Q . 18 r 33 2S 33 8.3 . ,oUt '.~ ':;~ . 1& 42 5.3 ': ..47, 

Students with Disabilities •
!15+ 

;,,;.• ' RY RV, RV . RV 

limited English Proficient ,RV RV RV RY RV.
 
Migrant
 AV. HV RV HV .RVJ,:·,::." ., 

Male Students RV RV RV RV .RV r ' 31' 23 ·31 15 . 48'J::' '~,'~ . 15· 'n 39• •
Female Students 95+ f1 sa sa &.7 .4Q I " 1. f1 f7 27 55 :1.",::,>2i . 17 42 17 .58, 

.,.- .",

Grade Seven SCience .:"'~::":".' ;. , 
,'28Combined Population 100 .-, ,";',.2lJ .' 52 21 o 

African-American :';'RV RY IV RV ,RV100 

Hispanic 
. , "LI,100Caucasian 59 3S o 35 

Economically Disadvantaged ' ..' :21108 47 28 o 21 
Students with Disabilities 100 .. av·. IV RV HV BV 

'-f"Limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

23 62 15 Q 15Male Students NA ,Female Students , .17 42 42 ,42NA 

10 Source: National Office for Resear<h. Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas a1 Fayetteville, The standard for achievement in Arkansas Is Proficient. 
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- - ~ra.AU.t~ChrlllExllMati~-A~~AP-
, DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

~e-,.-.eT"""_.,, 

1IIId~''''''. 
Oistrid Number: 55001 
Oistlid Name: DEUGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 27 

Number & Percentage of Studenls 
Below Basic (BEL) 425 and below

LITERACY 
ScImI DIa1lict BIQiQn SIatt 

All Studenls 2 318 2.384 
?'W, ~ 716 

Gii1CIei' 
Female 1 81 633 

716 51 4" 
Male 1 237 1,747 

8\ 14' 10% 
Not Indicated 0 0 4 

0\ 0\ 31" 
EUYlieity 

AsIan/Pacific Islander 0 0 25 
0\ 0\ 5" 

African American 1 170 1,065 
'41 151 141 

Hispanic 0 24 232 
O'll 91 8\ 

Native American 0 0 10 
0\ OK 41 

Caucasian 1 124 1.045 
5" 616 4% 

Not Indicated 0 0 7 
0% 01 32% 

GenderJEthnicily - Female 
AsIal'\'Pacillc Islander 0 0 13 

01 01 5" 
African American 0 54 302 

01 91 8' 
Hispanic 0 5 63 

0'lI 41 5\ 
NelNe American 0 0 2 

0\ 01 216 
Caucasian 1 22 253 

Not Indicated 1'" 0 
rw. 

2\ 
0 
rw. 

21 

~ 
GenderJEthnieity • Male 

AsianIPaclflc Islander 0 0 12 
01 0\ 5' 

African American 1 116 763 
331 2216 201 

Hispanic 0 
0\ 

'9 
14" 

169 
121 

Native American 0 0 8 
01 0% 71 

Caucasian 0 102 791 
0% 10l1. 71 

Not Indicated 
~ 

0 
Cl'I. 

4 
'1M 

Migrant	 0 4 38 
01 101 "" 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Basic (BAS) 428 - 672 

SCbggJ 0IIII:k:l .BIgjan StIli 
13 1,117 10,526 
48" 32% 30" 

6 443 4.108 
431 26' 241 
7 674 6.413 

541 3~ 371 
0 0 5 
0% 016 381 

0 4 104 
OK 241 211 
2 455 3,403 

29\ 41' 45\ 
1 93 1,046 

100l! 34\ 3716 
0 7 58 
0% 50K 261 

10 558 5.908 
531 27\ 25" 
0 0 7 
01 0% 32" 

0 2 41 
0\ 251 171 
1 209 1.545 

25\ 361 411 
1 42 431 

100'll 311 32" 
0 2 22 
0\ 33' 201 
4 188 2,068 

441 191 1n 

~ 
0 
lW. 

1 
~"I'lI. 

0 2 63 
01 221 251 
1 246 1,858 

33\ 46'l1i 491 
0 51 615 
O'll 38\ 42% 
0 5 36 
01 63" 321 
6 370 3,839 

60\ 35\11 321 
0 0 2 
Oll. CI'lI. 2M 
0 16 142 
01 411 42" 

&/:KlQJ 

- - - - - •
 
Date of Teat: ApriJ200l 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Proficient (PRO) 673· 866 

Dimict BIgim StIli 
12 1.401 14,397 
441 411 42% 

7 771 7,437 
50\ 451 44' 
5 630 6,957 

38\ 361 40\ 
0 0 3 
0\ 0% 23111 

0 3 189 
0\ 18% 38" 
4 377 2,440 

571 341 32'.11 
0 118 1,127 
01 441 40\ 
0 6 106 
01 431 48i 
8 897 10.529 

42\ 441 451 
0 0 6 
01 01 2716 

0 1 87 
01 131 3lW 
3 234 1.467 

75" 41" 391 
0 62 597 
0\ 46" 44' 
0 3 52 
01 501 48\ 
4 471 5,233 

44\ 471 45\ 
1

~ ~ ~~.. 

~ CiIII:ict BIgjgD .Stata 
0 622 7.305 
01 1ln1 21" 

0 430 4,870 
0\ 251 291 
0 192 2,434 
0\ 11\ 141 
0 0 1 
OK OK 61 

0 10 173 
O'll 59\ 351 
0 104 652 
0\ 91 91 
0 36 394 
O'll 131 141 
0 1 49 
01 71 22\ 
0 471 6,035 
01 231 26' 
0 0 2 
01 01 91 

0 5 101 
01 631 421 
0 78 463 
O'll 141 12" 
0 27 251 
01 201 191 
0 
0\ 

1 
1n 

33 
30\ 

0 319 4.021 
01 32\ 35\ 

~ 
0 
O'IL 

1 
"Iff, 

0 2 102 
0\ 22\ 41'1 
1 143 973 

331 271 261 
0 56 529 
01 41\ 36\ 
0 3 54 
01 3llll. 471 
4 426 5.295 

401 'Ill 441 
4 

~ ?w. 40'1L 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (ADV) 887 and abOve
 

0 5 72 
0\ 5al 291 
0 26 189 
01 51 5' 
0 9 143 
01 71 101 
0 0 16 
0\ 0'lI 14" 
0 152 2,014 
0\ 14" 171 

~ ~ ~ 
1 16 122 0 3 39,,,.1001 41\ 36% 01 8\ 

CombinecI Po\lIA8IiOrt inckIdM en ltIldents teslsd lIlfIl8Pllhole c:I888IIIed u ill Y_I.EP.
 
GentrII PopuI8lIllI'I does nd InckIcIe I\UdenlSwho 81.a188llied u I!P, LEP, orH~ MobIle. Ccpyrtght021X19 by tIleArkanAs Clepertment cI EdUC8licl!l. All rIQIl\S ~
 062209 COMPlETE-45501000-0000000 
PAGE: 10 
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- - IIIIf;rall'Au.teJllch. ExIMMaticJIIIIA~AAt' DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORTAr__o..............-..a."
dd~""''' 

Distrid Number: 55001 
District Name: DELlGHTSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 27 

Number & Percentage of Students 
BekM Basic (BEL) 821 and below

MATHEMATICS 
SCblml DiIldcl RIg1gQ 

All students 4 702 
15" 20l' 

~er 
Female 2 283 

14' 161 
Male 2 419 

15' 241 
Not Indicated 0 0 

01 01 
Ethniclty 

Asian/Pacific Islander 0 1 
01 6\ 

African American 1 351 
14' 32' 

Hispenic 0 44 
01 16% 

Native American 0 3 
0% 21" 

Caucasian 3 303 
16' 15" 

Not IndIcated 0 0 
01 01 

GenderlEthnicity - Female 
AslanlPacific Islander 0 0 

01 0% 
AfrIcan American 0 148 

01 26\ 
Hispanic 0 19 

0% HI 
Native American 0 2 

01 33\ 
Caucasian 2 114 

22\ 111 
Not Indicated 

~ ~ 
GenderlEthnictty - Male 

AsianlPacific Islander 0 1 

AfrIcan American 
01, '"203 

33' 38' 
Hispanic 0 25 

0" 19% 
Native American 0 1 

0" 13' 
Caucasian 1 189 

101 
Not Indicated 

~ 
Migrant	 0 

0% 

CcmDlnlcl ~lllICIn incIudIe 81111Udent8 tIIIl8d except II»M d..med u 

18\1\ 

~ 
6 

15" 

1.V_I.EI'. 

- - - - - •
 
COMBINED POPULATION 

Date of Test AprIl 2009 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 622· 672 

.Slate StMm Qi&II:k:1 .BIgIgn StIle ~ 
5.972 9 541 5.221 

17% 3~ 16" 15" 

2.438 6 275 2.599 
14' 4:B 16" 15" 

3.528 3 266 2.620 
20ft 23" 15" 15\ 

6 0 0 2 
46" 0'Ji 01 15' 

53 0 1 45 
111 01 6\ ~ 

2.509 3 214 1.533 
33% 43\ 19% 201 

555 0 50 525 
201 01 18' 19% 
26 0 2 41 
12% Oft 14" HI" 

2.821 6 274 3.071 
121 32\ 13" 131 
8 0 0 6 

36" 01 01 27' 

24 0 1 24 
101 01 13" 101 

1.030 3 112 821 
271t. 751 19% 22% 

228 0 23 250 
17" 01 17'-' 191 
12 0 1 24 
111 

1.144 
01 17"
3 138 

22\ 
1.479 

101 33" 14111 13% 

~ 0 0 
M rw. :1~ 

29 
12% 

1.479 
391 

326 
22% 
14 
12% 

1.675 
14' 

~ 

0 0 
01 0" 
0 102 
01 1~ 

0 27 
()1l, 20\1\ 
0 1 
0% 13% 
3 136 

30% 131 
0 0 
0'lI. m. 
0 e 

21 
8\ 

712 
19% 

275 
19% 
17 
151 

1.592 
13% 
3 

~mr. 

7183 
24\ Oft 231 21" 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Proficient (PRO) 873· 763 

CiIId.cit BIgIgn SIIta 
10 1.172 11.411
3n. 341 33" 

5 603 5.917 
36" 35' 35" 
5 569 5.490 

38" 33\ 31" 
0 0 4 
01 0'Ji 3'" 

0 4 140 
01 24' 291 
2 368 2.388 

291 331 32% 
1 105 1,016 

100\ 391 36% 
0 3 74 
Oft 21' 33\ 
7 692 7.786 

37" 34" 33\ 
0 0 7 
01 O'll 3~ 

0 1 74 
01 13" 31" 
1 207 1.308 

25\ 36" 35\ 
1 55 523 

100\ 401 391 
0 1 40 
01 17\ 371 
3 339 3.971 

33111 34\ 34\ 

~ ~ ..~ 

0 3 66 
01 33' 2n 
1 161 1.080 

33" 30\1\ 291 
0 50 493 
()1l, 37\ 341 
0 2 34 
01 25% 3D'll 
4 353 3.815 

40% 34" 32% 
0 
not ~ .,~ 
1 14 119 

1001 36\ 35' 

Number & Percentage of Stude1ts
 
Advanced (AOV) 764 and above
 

Ss:bggl Cia1tii:I: Bagjgn S1Ita 
4 1.043 12.008 

15% 30% 351 

1 564 6.094 
n. 33" 36% 
3 479 5.913 

23" 28' 341 
0 0 1 
01 Olfi 81 

0 11 253 
01 65% 52'll 
1 173 1.130 

14% 16% 15% 
0 72 703 
01 21'.' 25% 
0 6 82 
O'll 43\ 37' 
3 781 9.839 

16" 3ell 42'11 
0 0 1 
01 01 5" 

0 6 120 
01 75" SO'll 
0 108 618 
01 19% 16% 
0 39 341 
01 29\ 25" 
0 2 33 
01 33" 3011 
1 409 4.981 

111 4'" 4311 
0 
"'" 

0 
tW ..~.. 

0 5 133 
01 56% 53' 
1 65 512 

33\ 12'll 14' 
0 33 362 
0" 24% 25t 
0 4 49 
01 50% 43t 
2 372 4.857 

Z0'J6 35% 4" 

?w 0 
M 

0 
m 

0 10 68 
()If, 26" 20! 

GeneI8\ ~ dllea nd Include sludlIrU whO .... d8Mlt\el:la IEI'. LEI'. Of Highly MoIllle. COpyItght0 2<lO9 by lhe AIk8nsIs Qepar1ment '" EdUCllliCln. All rlgIlbI rftlINIld. 082209 COMPlETE-45501 000-0000000 
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- - - - I - ·~"·'~~~~";>:~<~__0l.ER-"1~ - - /l~ " ••: " ·h·.;'·::i"-.·',..· .~ SCHOOL NAME _ DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL-. -
DISTRla NAME - DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

Percent 
Tested BelOw 8ll5ic Profident Mtanced ProiiCient 8 ~ Basic ~ Advanced ~'a .:·:BitIciii·····: Basic' Profldent .Advanced ~ Ii 

2007-C8 Basic Advanced· . Basic . Advariald,' ,':liasii: . '. Advanced . 

GradeEightLiter.'Y I! JI) i ·lJ· J I l'·l· ·11' J I JJ ) ~~·;ll<l::l, I 1·11' I ~ llu. . ~ .,' . . 
Combined Population 95+ 18 Z1 18 7.9881' 3843 D· .,::' :43. :".;.:,8.1 38 38'., 17 . 54 

African-American 95+' RV RV . RV RV RY, '. ··IV RV .RV: RV .....R¥ ';"/":fRY. RV . '" RV IV . RV . . . " ""." 

Hispanic 95+ . "'. RV··· RV RV .' ..0'/< '''::-'''f, RV" . 'RV RV . RV 
Caucasian 95f. 13 . 18 11 9.7 ;n .' ~ 3'. at 0·39: ..; :-:.'.::.'.' 33'. 89 22, 81 

Economically Disadvantaged 95+15 Z2 611 3.7 83' 21, 43 31 0'.:''''' "'<::::;fa. 53 . 27 8.7: Uu' 

Students with Disabilities : RV RV RV RV RV R'I. RV . RV RV' .RY .. -::':'. : 
Limited English Proficient . RV : RVRV RV RV ':" ," 

Migrant 95+ RY RV RV RV '. .RV '.' :.:.:·:IW,. RVRV RV RV 

Male Students 1&+ U 21 81 14 5lI. RV RV RV RV. ~-: :'': 1~~ . 54 31 . 7.7 . 89 

Female Students ... 4.Z 21 71 4.2 1S 7.1 3& 57 o· 51: :;'::':~.~ 18,'48 27 73 

Grade Eight Mathematics .,::::t ." 
Combined Population IJ5+ 13 18 24 5.3.' :. . &7 14 . 24 U .:•.. -:;'.'.' ..:::,a' 13 .31 4.2 42 

African-American 95+ IV RV RV RV .". RV': RV' RV RV RV " :RV, ::;: :':RV RV RV. RV RV. 

Hispanic 95f. RV RY RY RV. ..·RV'>, .:::;' ]W . RV 'RV RV . RV 
Caucasian IJ5+ 4S 23 28 &.5' . 32 54 15 . 23 7.7 :~. :.....':..~ za . ·44 . 5.' . 'SO 

Economically Disadvantaged !15+ . 51 19 19 3.7 22.'. 14 14 . . 21 D' Z1 :'" .. 33 4720 0 20 

Students with Disabilities RV RV RY RV RV RV RV RV RV . .....·:RV.. ~ .':.../ .. , 
Limited English Proficient .. RV RV RV RV . )JV .·.:;<i.':. 

Migrant 9S+'RV RV . RV RV··· :RV. :..,:'/"", RV RV. RY' ·.RV 

Male Students 9S+ ) 14 D 29 7.1 . 38 RV RV. RV RV .' ,RV· ::.:,.: ..'~. 48 '15 7.7 . D 

Female Students .. 4& Z9 Z1 4.t ZS SF 14 21 7.1 .21;:( '.:1' 18' 64 0 .14 

Grade Eleven L1tera'Y '" ~,.:;;, '.:': .. 

Combined Population 9St 13 43 43 0 43 . 7.7 82 31 I ,·st' .... ,5 , 50 . 4S 0 .. 

African-American 9S+' RV RV RV RVRY IN RV RV RV ltV: .' :.RV· RV RV RV . RV 
Hispanic .. ". '. ..:: 

Caucasian 95+' 12 4lI 48 0 4811 . 47 42 I 42." > i1. 25 71 171 
Economically Disadvantaged 95+ 25 44 31 0 11 .' 11 .1 28 I 28. .:'::10 80 30 0 38· 

Students with Disabilities !15+ RV RV .Rv RV RV RY RV RV RV .R'··· .../Rv AV RV RV . RV 

Limited English Proficient ; .: '.' 

·~~c' 

Male Students ... 12 47 41 0 41 9.1 78 18 0 . 18.>.,7.1 50 43 0 43 

Female Students !15+ 15 39 48 046 U 53 411 • ""'. RV RV . . .RV RV RV 

Source: National Office for Research. Measurement and Evaluation Systems, Univeuity of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Artansas is Proficient. 11 

Book I 
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'd.ug~dLIIIIhm~xa~o"A·ttAA.'- - - - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

COMBINED POPULATION 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number & Percentage of Students Number & Percentage of Students Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (AtNJ 914 IIl'ICI aboWl
 

A..._C..............1IIdI ~1llo 

lIIIII-'-lliJIty .. 

District Number: 55-01 
District Narne: DELIGHT SD 
Total Number of students Tested: 24 

LITERACY 
All Students 

~ender 

Female
 

Male
 

Not Indicated
 

Ethniclty 
AslanlPacitlc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Nati\Ie American 

Cauceslan 

Nat IncllcatecI 

GenderlEthnicity - Female 
AalantPacific Islander 

AfrIcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not IncflC8ted 

GenderlEthnicity - Male 
AalanlPacific Islander 

African American
 

Hispanic
 

NatIVe American
 

Caucasian
 

Not Indicated
 

Migrant 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Below BasIc (BEL) 506 and below
 

SdKlQl Cimk:t .BIgjgn Slata 
3 289 2.283 

13'16 81 '" 
0 85 611 
0% 51 41 
3 203 1,661 

251 111 101 
0 1 11 
01 SOl 611 

0 0 32 
0% 01 616 
1 147 982 

141 131 131 
0 23 233 
0% 91 91 
0 1 11 
01 
2 
1~ 

61

,"
6')(, 

4' 
1.016 

4'1 
0 1 9 
01 33' 45' 

0 0 11 
01 01 41 
0 49 283 
01 ~ 71 
0 4 72 
01 3' 6' 
0 0 3 
01 01 3' 
0 32 241 
01 3% 21 
0 0 1 
l1'l tWo ::1::1'1. 

0 0 21 
01 0'1 81 
1 98 695 

25'1 18'l1 19\ 
0 19 161 
01 16% ,," 
0 1 8 
01 17\ 61 
2 85 775 

251 81 
0 0 
IW. tWo 

0 8 
at. 201 

6\ 
1 

25¥
44 
15% 

Basic (BAS) 507 - 699 

Sgf]ggf Oimk:t &IGiaD 
3 837 

13% 24% 

1 
al 

332 
201 

2 504 
171 28'1 

0 1 
01 501 

0 7 
01 291 
2 390 

291 341 
0 64 
01 241 
0 5 
at. 311 
1 370 
6'1 18')(, 
0 1 
0\ 331 

0 3 
01 271 
1 179 

331 311 
0 26 
01 18'4 
0 2 
01 201 
0 122 
0% 131 
0 0 
rw. nor. 

0 4 
0'1 31'11 
1 211 

251 38'" 
0 38 
0'11 31" 
0 3 
Ol! 501 
1 248 

131 231 
0 
cw. ~ 

Stille SdmI 
7.503 
2~ 

2.837 
17')(, 

4,664 
271 
2 

11% 

92 
181 

2,678 
361 

714 
281 
53 
22'16 

3.964 
17' 
2 

101 

38 
15" 

1,205 
32% 

282 
22lt> 
18 
15'1 

1.294 
11'16 
0 
lW. 

54 
211 

1.473 
40'11 

432 
30'11 
35 
281 

2.670 
22" 

0 
lW. 

0 15 82 
at. 381 281 

Proficient (PRO) 700 - 913 

DIstlis:t BegiQa Stall 
14 1,671 16.485 
58" 481 481 

7 
sal 

835 
491 

8,208 
491 

7 836 8.274 
581 471 4'" 

0 0 3 
01 01 1711 

0 12 204 
01 501 411 
4 506 3,196 

571 45'16 43" 
0 132 1,315 
01 501 491G 
0 8 127 
01 501 521 

10 1,012 11.635 
591 501 501 
0 1 8 
01 33% 401 

0 4 88 
01 36% 38" 
2 285 1,849 

671 501 491G 
0 83 660 
01 59'4 511 
0 7 59 
01 701 491 
5 456 5.550 

561 481 491 
0 0 2 
rw. lW. &7" 

0 8 116 
01 62'11 45" 
2 221 1,347 

SO'4 401 361 
0 49 655 
0% 40% 46' 
0 1 68 
01 '''' 541 
5 556 6,085 

63" 52'4 511 
0 
0'If. 1~ 7~'K 
0 17 155 
01 43% 52i1 

SdK!gJ DiaIrlrA RegjQD 
4 

17')(, 

4 
331 
0 
(]I 

0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
4 

24' 
0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
4 

44'1 
0 

, 

lW. 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
0% 
0 
0'11 
0 
0'11 
0 
0'lL 

0 
0'lI 

667 
19% 

438 
261 

229 
131 

0 
01 

5 
21' 
8S! 
8ll 

44 
171 
2 

'3% 
527 
26' 
0 
01 

4 
361 
62 
11% 
28 
201 
1 

101 
343 

361 
0 
lW. 

1 
ll'J' 

27 
51 

16 
131 
1 

17% 
184 

171 
0 
0'lL 

0 
0'lI 

CDmOined PopulMlan jncllJdta lIlIltuderd8l8118c1 CIlIlCIPl U-c:I8181l1ecl. 1st V_ LEP. 
GenerII PoptJalIon clCllll not includ8llUdents W!lO ..claalftelJ .IEP. I.EP. ot Highly Moblle. Ccpyrigl'1t C 2009 b'llhe AtkllnS8I Department r:I ECIuCallon, All rtltU .-ved. 062209 COMPLETE-45501000-0000000
PAGE: 10 

.SlaII 
7.923 

231 

5.069 
30'16 

2.852 
161 
2 

11% 

174 
351 

640 
91 

448 
171 
55 
2211 

6,605 
281, 
51 

110 
45' 

444 
121 

276 
211 
40 
33'11 

4.199 
3'" 
0 
lW. 

64 
251 

196 
5' 

172 
12' 
15 
121 

2.405 
20'11 
.0 

0'lL 

15 
5% 
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~d""'ug"'ed IIIhllJEiil Uca_tio"A~~~	 -  DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT
"'......e-p........... tiInI -'-__
_AoaImflI_ ..	 - - - - - I 

COMBINED POPULATION 
District Number: 55-01 
~s~Name: OEUGHTSO 
Total Number of Students Tested: 24 

Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Below Basic (BEL) 654 and below

MATHEMATICS 
SCbggI QlaIEklt BIgig[I StaIB. 

All Students 

-Genlfer 
Female 

Male 

Not Indicated 

Ethnicity 
AslarVPacttlc Islander 

AfrIcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderJEthnicity - Female 
Asian/Pdc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American
 

Caucasian
 

Not Indicated
 

GenderJEthnlcity - Male 
AslanJPadfic Islander 

African AmeriCan 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

8 878 7.922 
33% 2S% 23'16 

2 411 3.598 
17% 24" 22" 
6 463 4.309 

SO'JI, 26% 25% 
0 2 15 
01 1001 83" 

0 4 97 
0'1 17% 19% 
5 467 3.389 

71% 41% 45" 
0 67 764 
01 2S1 2Si 
0 5 49 
0'1 31" 201 
3 331 3.609 

1Si ,e" 16'16 
0 2 14 
01 671 7091 

0 2 43 
091 181 ,n 
2 234 1.592 

67% 41" 42" 
0 32 348 
01 23% 27% 
0 2 20 
O'JI, 20\ 17% 
0 141 1.593 
01 15% 14% 

0 2 
~ {W, 87'11. 

0 2 54 
O'JI, 15" 21'" 
3 233 1.793 

75% 42% 48" 
0 35 416 
01 29% 29% 
0 3 29 
O'JI, 50110 23lfi 
3 190 2,016 

38' 1S1 171 

~ 
0 
m. 

1 
'51

Migrant	 0 21 lOS 
0% 53'" 35" 

Comblnell Popu1alIon IncIucI88l111 s\UIlllnIlI \8Il8d a:epl thcee dssifi8ll1lS 181 V_~. 

Gen8I'II PcpuIIIicn cIeee nct lncklde tIudentI who ani dlNified aIEP. LEP. or H~ Mdlfte. 
PAGE: 1 

Date of Test: AprIl 2009 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (ADV) 802 and above
 

SCbooI Diatdcl Regjgn .SIata SdlggI Di&bil:t B DiI1r1atiQiSID Slam SdKlD.I BIgIlm State 
4 590 5.251 11 11.345 13.219 653 7.802 

17" 171 lS' 46% 4"m 391 lEn! 23" 

1 276 2.583 8 1669 8.655 334 3.889 
8" 16" 15'16 67'1 8'1401 401 201 23'1 
3 314 2.667 3 0676 6.582 319 3.913 

25% 18" 15" 25" O'JI,38S 38" 18" 22'll 
0 0 1 0 00 2 0 0 
01 01 e'll 01 0101 11. 01 01 

0 4 56 0 09 169 7 180 
O'JI, 17t. 11% O'JI, 0138'11 34" 291 361 
1 238 1.433 1 0337 2.168 90 S08 

14% 21" 19% 14'16 0130'l! 291 8" 7'1 
0 44 482 0 0110 1.084 42 380 
01 ,'" 'Si 01 0142" 401 16" 14" 
0 3 40 0 04 109 4 48 
0'IIi 19f1 161 091 0125" 44" 25" 2091 
3 301 3.231 10 1884 9.688 510 6.686 

1St. 15'16 14% 5911 6"44" 4~ 25" 291 
0 0 3 0 01 3 0 0 
01 01 15" 01 0%33'16 15" 01 01 

0 1 29 0 05 85 3 90 
01 !Ill 1~ 091 0145" 34' 27" 3e'll 
1 119 752 0 0176 1.155 46 282 

33\ 21\ 201 091 0'53'" 31" 816 '"0 26 244 0 060 529 23 169 
0% 111'16 191 01 0143" 41" 16" 13" 
0 2 21 0 03 54 3 25 
0% 201 18" 01 0130% 45" 301 21" 
0 128 1.537 8 1425 4.831 259 3.323 
0% 13" 14% 89f1 11"45" 431 27" 291 
0 
m. 

0 
~rnr. ~ ~~ <t~'l[ ~ ?w 

0 3 27 0 04 84 4 90 
0% 23" 11% 01 0%31'16 33" 31'" 35' 
0 119 681 1 0161 1.011 44 226 
01 21" 111% 25" 0%291 271 8" 6" 
0 18 238 0 050 555 19 211 
Olfi 15" "" Olfi Olfi41" 39' 16" 151 
0 1 19 0 01 55 1 23 
01 17% 15'" Olfi O'l!171 44" 17'11 181 
3 173 1.700 2 0459 4.856 251 3.363 

381 161 14'16 25" O'l!43'" 41'" 23'" 28" 
0 
O'JI, ~ 

2 
50'J1, ~ ~1~ '~ill. ~ ~ 

0 8 63 0 09 100 2 28 
0'Jl, 20'11. 211 Ollo 0123'l6 341 511 9S 

Cclpyt1gIrt 0 2OCl9 by 1Ile ArkanIIs Depar1lllllnl t:I Educ8lfon, All r1ghIs ....flIW\1 062209 COMPLETE-45501 000-0000000 

Number & Percentage ofStudents Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Basic (BAS) 655 - 599 Proficient (PRO) 700 - 801 
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- - - - -- ~."''''~'''''':''~'''~'i~'::-:~~7~'''''~~:'''-SCHOOL.ER.1-o1f11- - - . . . ~;"!1~"'I~O(' .,.~. " . '" .<;:..::,::.,..~, ": 
:::~""'··"'N<".~··"','i<~·· ;"11 ".: ,..tS. ·;>"<·\"'·'.:"/;:(:':·.'.·:W;~ji;~~~ SCHOOL NAME • DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL -

End·of·Course Algebra I 

Percent 
Tested 

2007-08 

) I 
15 

!15+ 

• 
!15+ 

U+ 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 

95+ 

95t 
95t 

95+ 

Umited English Proficient 
Migrant 

Mal. Students 

Female Students 

End·of·Course Geometry 

Combined PopulatIon 

African·American lIS+ 

t5+ 

t5+ 

t5+ 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 
Umited English Proficient 

Migrant 

!15+ 

95t 

97 

88 

101 
1& 
83 

NA 

tIA 

IIA 

Male Students 

Female Students 

End-of-Course Biology 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 
Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 
limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 

Female Students 

',' ~:"~;--;~~i';"! DISTRICT NAME • DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

.B_' Basic . Proficient .Advanced Piofidint::, .; '·B~.·,· Baslc : Prc:iftctent Advanced PIOncrint .. 
Basic Advanced 
BeloW· . Basic: Proficient Advanced 'Piofideilt II 

Bask ~ <1l\lSi.~.:" ,Adva"niled 

:i I ~ ~11. '8 I J( 
~r i~' ]], I I rI I ~"ll :"(l.:\.:j-: I I I· j I j 1·1·~ c ~. . 

• ~. '., . '" 'I' •• • 

. 3517 48 28 1.7 . 0 42' at 19 51 .... .?:.,.•,~ 22 SO 22 ...72 

RV RV RY, RV · RV . 'RY RV' RY RV . ,AV' . <.:.'::JIV' IV RV AV' "M 
RV RV RV RV RV ... : ~,:.:'.. , ::/ 

.0 a& 41 28 .'. II. •... ·:·.::::::,~D·. 18 m ·80. 14 43 a& 7.1.· ·43 

0 51 as 8.3 · .42 D &to 28 7.7 ·31 .• ::.:: : .~3 25 42 25 ..87 

RY RV RV RV IY· RY RV RY RV· .. ~. 

'. 
.:: ': .:..~" .. ' ,. 
. . ': ..AV RV RV RV . 'RY RV RY RV RV. RV 

.':'.. ':":.:.JlV RV 'RY RV RV 
1.1 38 3fl 18 &5 0 3G 38 27 .. ~::-~ .. "ilV. RV. 'RY RV ltV 
25 58 17 D 17 0 47 '48 13 51 :,':. '.:-:.1" . 15 54 31 .. 85 

:..,. :
. ' .
 

13 5f 25 &.3 .. 31.
 .:;/>:~. 21 M 83' 12 

'RV RY. RV RV RV 

11 68 21 0 '.~ 

RV, ",. RVRY RV RV RY IV ::<·:.:IV': RV RV. 
,', " '.". :': ,:':.:,: .::" .. . ' 

..21 ':;:.:.':"",(:. 17 '33 50 
.. 

IS ... 25 &.3 31 

12 5& Z4 8 32 11 17' 2D I 

17 58 '25 0 .2&: ·,.:;:.::>:.RV: RV 'RY RY :RY 
..RY RV RV RY · RV. .·i :.::.BV BV RV RY .. RY 

.;~ .: ..::',,": ," '. .. 
'. .: ..... ~~ ':: ..: 

::., ,•. iI.. 33 25. 4Z &1U 50 44 0 .... IV RV RV RV .. .'R¥ 
.;' 

19 63 U 13 . 19 .,.~.::::'.' BY ,RY RV. RY 

.' .::. ~ "~ .~"" 

..'::.:.... ::.$';-:,.. 2& ~' 2.9 23 

. ~ ....:.IV' RV IV RV 

17 58 2S 0 25:: 

:RV 
'. 

.," t. ',; ~ >'.. '.' 
.'.'>"<~ 33 28 3.7 aa 

.. ,,\ S: 25 Z1 U ·zs 
..::.RY'. RV RY RV RY 

.IV RV RY RV RV 
... .... 18 18 D 11 

..... 46 Z9 21 4.2 .25 

12 Source: National Office for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 
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.. ·";ie,,:··:f::::·:':':::;;'~)~~;l;;·.J SCHOOL NUMBER ·~1-OO"'- - - .", ------- - ."J~~)th';~qit~?;::: ...~~);fpi SCHOOL NAME • DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
....-..;).;:7",: OlSTRlcr NAME • DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT
 

SChool District State School "i~:" State SChool '. DistriCt: '. State 

Norm-Referenced Test* .:-..: ..:.... " . . . 
Grade One Reading Comprehension .,' r' 71 .7:1 41 

Grade One Math Problem SOlving and Data Interpretation 57 : 17:·' 48 
Grade Two Reading Comp~hension ".: .... " " .: .. 64 .54 . 41 

Grade 1iNo Math Problem SOlving and Data Interpretation .. '. ," 47 ... ·47· 49 

Grade Three Reading Comprehension 80 80 If 54 ' ....;.: .... ~ .. 18 as ...:.... 48 
Grade Three Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation 61 61 . ' &4 71 . ,.." 81 $8 •.' 118.' . 

Grade Four Reading Comprehension 59 59 63 &1 '!h" 82 8D '..10:'....... 84 
Grade Four Math Problem SoIvina and Data Inteltll'etation &5 •• &7 53 .'·'51' lIII 19 II' A.. 

Grade FIVe Reading Comprehension 57 57 59 54 ..... &4. 18 52 '52 .. 
58 

Grade Five Math Problem SoIvina and Data Interpretation 8D &0 63 53 ..• : 151 '. 82 59 '.59 . '. If 
Grade Five Science 52 52' 52 

Grade Six Reading Comprehension .1 &1 52 52 52, 51 41 47 .' 48 
Grade Six Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation &3 &3 59 81 ' .. . ':11.' 51 45 -.11!' 84 

Grade Styen Reading Comprehension 41 51 '51. 52 .~ 113 

~rade sewn Math Problem Solving and Data Intllrpretation 44 5& .'..... 51 34: 1I8 

Grade Seven Science '.. "12.' . 54 

Grllde Eight Reading Comprehell$ion ·41 51 . ·42 SO '~1 ,.' 63 

Grade Eight Math Problem SoIvIl'lQ and Data InlerDretation .~ 51 .;:14:, 11 ... 51 84 
Grade Nine Reading Comprehension 39· 48 ""14 . 47 ·i14," 49 

Grade Nine Math Concepts and Problem Solvina . 44 . 53 . ::.41 .' 13 it &3 

American Colleae Test .. 

Mathematics 11.' 2G.3 '. '11.2 28.4 . 11.3 211.71 
English 21.7 21.1 11.1 21 '19.8 21.21 

Reading 28.1' 21.8 ·28.1 22.03 
SCience 18.4: .. 21.1 . 19.8 . 21.25 

Composite 21.3 ZO.8 .,..•. 29.8 11.8 . 2"" 
Number of Students Taking AP Courses 15 18,81J8 . . 18 23,Cn 9 .. 11,980 

Number of Advanced Placement (AP) Exllms Taken 18 24,887 1"· . 25,163 . t· 21,142 

Number of AP Exams with Scores of 3, 4, or 5 . 1 &,762 0 ' .. 1,339 0 7,967 
No Child Left Behind Adequate Yearly Progress (AVP) 

Year One of School Improvement M a 107 N O. 114 N l' 104 
Year Two of Schoo/Improvement II 0 HI N 0 63 II a 88 

Corrective Action II 8 911 N ·0 73 II 0 51 

Restructurina II 0 82 N a 79 N a 124 

Source: National Office for Research, Mea~urem"Hlt Ilnd Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville, The ~nd8rd for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 
'Note: Norm-Referenced test used for 2005·2006 and 2006-2001 was the fTBS. SAT-l0 was used for 2007·2008, 

I 
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- GrBIJ A.ntAnctl!lk ellllnat.-A~tAA" -  DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT - - - - - •
 
~C~~~1Ito 

aIIlI-.rIabII/ly ' .... COMBINED POPULATION 
Disbict Number: 56-01 
District Name: WEINERSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 22 Date of Test AprIl 2009 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Below Basic (BEL) 329 and below


LITERACY 
Sl:I:\Qgl CiI1tia .B89imJ SIaIfl. 

All Students 2 1.010 5.224 
91 14' 15'1 

(3ii'ifer 
Female 0 351 1.690 

0'1 10'1 101 
Male 2 658 3.528 

17'1 18'1 19'1 
Not Indicated 0 1 6 

0'1 50'1 38'1 
Ethnlclty 

AslanIPac:itlc Islander 0 1 93 
0'1 2'1 15'1 

African American 0 404 1.965 
0'1 25'1 25" 

Hispanic 0 41 695 
0'1 17'1 21'1 

Native American 0 5 41 
O'lli 18'1 161 

Cauca81an 2 SS8 2.424 
101 101 10'1 

Not Indicated 0 1 6 
0'1 50' 32'" 

C3enderlEthnlcity • Female 
As/anIPaclflc Islander 0 0 30 

0'1 01 9'lI 
AfrIcan American 0 153 636 

0'1 1n 16'1 
Hispanic 0 15 249 

0'1 12' 15'1 
Native American 0 2 11 

0'1 13'1 9'lI 
Caucasian 0 181 763 

0'1 7... 7' 
Not Indicated . 

GenderJEttlnlclty - Male 
~ 0 

cw. 
1 

''''ll. 
AsIanIPacific Islander 0 1 63 

0'1 7'1 211 
African American 0 251 1.329 

0'1 311 34'1 
Hispanic 0 26 446 

0'lIi 22'1 271 
Native American 0 3 30 

0'1 25'1 23'1 
Caucasian 2 377 1.659 

20'1 14'1 14... 
Not Indicated 0 0 1 

0% 0% 50% 

Migrant 0 33 94 
0'1 281 24'1 

Ccmblned Population includla d IlludIr'U t8Il8d 8lCC8Pl!hole dM8lIle<Iaa 1.Y_ LEP. 
GenerIII PopU8tlcn does nc:t Include students wha Ill'8 dIaifIed • IEP. LEP. orHIgNy Mobile. 
PAGE: 10 

Number & Percentage of Students Number & Percentage of Studenta Number & Percentage of Studenta 
Basic (BAS) 330 - 499 Proftclent (PRO) 500 - 653 Advanced (ADV) 654 and above 

s.dJggj QiaI[Ig .BBgjgQ .stab: SCb!l.gI .Qimict Biglm Sfa .sctlQQl CiIb:icl .BIgjgD .state , 1.394 6.708 11 2.546 11.806 8 2.417 11.93~ 
5% 191 19'1 5~ 351 33'1 36' 33% 3~ 

0 557 2.887 6 1.316 5.989 4 1.410 6.99E 
0'1 15'1 16'1 60'1 36'1 34'1 40'1 391 4C 
1 836 3,817 5 1.230 5.813 4 1.007 4.93E 
n 22'1 21" 42'1 33'1 32'1 33'1 27'1 2] 
0 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 ~ 
01 50% 25'1 01 0'1 251 0% 01 13 

0 5 100 1 11 170 0 26 26E 
0'1 12'1 16'1 1001 26'1 271 0'1 60'1 42 
0 441 2.122 0 530 2.463 0 263 1.312 
0'1 27'" 27'1 0'1 32\ 31'1 0'1 16'1 
0 50 S01 0 86 1.158 1 88 68S" 
0'1 20'1 24" O'lf, 35'1 351 1001 28'1 21 
0 7 58 0 8 8] 
O'lf, 251 221 

0 8 74 
0'1 291 28'1 01 29'1 33 

1 890 3.621 '0 1.911 7.937 7 2.052 9.581 
5'1 16'1 15'" 50'1 35' 34' 35'1 3n 41 
0 1 6 0 0 4 0 0 3 
0'1 501 321 01 01 01 0'1 1e2'" 

0 4 47 0 6 92 0 19 163 
0'1 14' 141 0'1 211 28' 0'1 66' 4S 
0 202 1.029 0 309 1.391 0 176 842 
0'1 24'1 26'1 0'1 371 36'1 0'1 21'1 22 
0 21 366 0 51 633 0 40 414 
0'1 1'" 22'1 0'1 40'1 381 0'1 311 25 
0 3 28 0 7 37 0 4 53 
0'1 19!1. 22'1 01 44'1 29'1 0'1 25'1 41 
0 327 1.415 6 943 3.835 4 1.171 5.524 
0'1 12\ 12'1 601 38'1 33% 40'1 451 4E 
0 0 2 

(?w rw: 
0 

,~~ ?w ~ c 
rw. rw. lim: 

0 1 53 1 5 78 0 7 10~ 

0'1 18'1 1001 36'1 261 O'lli 50'1 3! 
0 239" 1.093 0 221 1.072 0 87 47C 
01 30'1 28' 0'1 2n 27' 0'1 11'1 1. 
0 29 435 0 35 525 1 28 27' 
0'1 251 26'1 0'1 30'1 31' 1001 24'1 11 
0 4 30 0 1 37 0 4 3' 
0'1 33' 231 0'1 8'1 28'1 0'1 33'1 21 
1 563 2.206 3 881 4.05: 

10'1 20'1 1ll'1 
4 968 4.101 

401 35'1 34'1 30'1 32'1' 3
0 0 0 0 0 0 
0'1 0'1 0% tW.~ ~ 0% 5( 
0 ZB 97 0 31 12S- 1 27 7· 
0'1 24' 2511 1001 23'1 1lO'lf, 26'1 32'1 

Copyrtght C ZOO9 by tile ArIl8nsaa Dep8r1ment of EcU:atlon. All rights -*. 062209 COMPLETE·25607000-0000000 
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A~AAIP
 - - ~raoWAU.ted.Ch"Ex"'tiO"
 
Ar"'-~'Il=ditlIo_ ....IIId__tully "-_ 

District Number: 56007 
District Neme: WEINERSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 22 

Number & Percentage of Students Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 408 8nd below

MATHEMATICS 
&:bQgJ DiattId Bagjgn SJaIe 

All Students	 1 237 1.388 
SI 3% 4\ 

Gender 
Female	 0 91 530 

01 3' 3'1 
Male	 1 146 855 

8" 41 5% 
Not Indicated 0 0 3 

Oll. M 191 
Elhnicity 

AsIan/Pacific Islander 0 0 19 
Oll. 01 3... 

African American 0 100 666 
O'.l 6'1 8' 

Hispanic 0 8 135 
01 3\ 4'1 

Native American 0 1 8 
01 3'14' 

Caucasian 1 128 559 
5'11 ~2'" 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
01 0% 5'1 

GenderJEthnici~ - Female 
AsianIPadfic slander 0 0 9 

01 01 3% 
African American 0 43 248 

01 5' 6'1 
Hispanic 0 4 53 

01 3% 3' 
Native American 0 0 1 

Oll. 01 l' 
Caucasian 0 44 219 

01 21 2' 
Not Indicated 0 0 0 

now. IW rw. 
GenderlEthnicity - Male 

AslanJPaclllc Islander 0 0 10 
091 01 3' 

African American 0 57 418 
01 7'1 11" 

Hispanic 0 4 82 
01 3\ 5' 

Native American 0 1 7 
O'l' 91 5'1 

caucasian 1 84 338 
lOll. 3" 3'1(, 

Not Indicated 0 0 0 
01 M 01 

Migrant 0 4 '4
01 3" 4'1 

Sd:JggJ IJlJIci:1 Bttgjm) S1a1I 
1 1.068 5.453 
5\ 14% 15% 

0 502 2.515 
0'1 14" 14' 
1 565 2.935 
II" 15' 16' 
0 1 3 
01 50% 19% 

0 2 95 
O'.l 5' 15' 
0 424 2.127 
01 2S\ 27% 
0 42 671 
0% 1'" 201 
0 7 45 
0\ 25'11> 17' 
1 592 2.511 
S, 11" '1'" 
0 1 4 
01 501 21" 

0 0 40 
01 01 12' 
0 214 997 
01 25" 26' 
0 20 312 
01 161 191 
0 4 28 
0'1 25' 22' 
0 264 1.138 
01 10'1 1091 
0 0 0 
M at. 0'1 

0 2 55 
01 141 191 
0 210 1,130 
0'1 26'1 291 
0 22 359 
01 19% 21% 
0 3 17 
01 251 13% 
1 328 1,373 

101 12' 1" 
0 0 1 
01 01 501 
0 23 84 
01 19\ 22' 

Combined PopuI8lian Irdudes II stueIenls taI8d a:ept 1h08ll daSSIIled • 1stY_ LEP. 
G.,.,., f'ClIIJlIlIon does not Inc:IuIeSIul*U wIlO - daIrI!Ied • IEP, LEP, or H~ MobIle. 
PAGE: 1 

CCpyrl~ 0 2009 by the Atfc8mU 08paIlment of EducllllCn. All r1gIltB IIlI8IY8d. 062209 COMPLETE·25807000.(lOOOOOO 

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT - - - -	- • 
COMBINED POPULAflON 

Date of Test: Aprl12009 

ScbIlQJ 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 409 - 499 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (AOV) 588 8nd above
 

&iImQl CiIIIid .B8glgl] SIIfa 
10 3,493 16.895 
45' 4711 47,. 

4 1.750 8.549 
401 481 491 
6 1.743 8.342 

501 47".4 461 
0 0 4 
0% O'll 25' 

1 32 352 
1001 74'1 59 

0 472 2.045 
Oll. 291 261 
1 107 1.274 

1001 44' 36 
0 8 115 
01 291 44' 
8 2.874 13.104 

401 53' 581 
0 0 5 
01 01 2&' 

0 21 204 
01 721 61' 
0 255 1.095 
01 30'1 28" 
0 55 63B 
O'll 43'1 38" 
0 4 54 
O'll 2511 42' 
4 1.415 6,558 

401 54' 571 

~ ~ 
0 
O'll. 

1 11 148 
100% 791 501 

0 217 950 
O!& 271 24' 
1 52 6315 

lOO'Jl, 44' 3811 
0 4 61 
Oll. 33' 47'11 
4 1.459 6.546 

401& 52' 54' 

?w
0 
".. 

1 
60'1 

1 39 134 
lOO'l1 33' 34' 

Proficient (PRO) 500 - 585 

CiItril;I BIgign Slam 
10 2.569 11.936 
45' 35" 33' 

6 1.291 5.988 
6<l'l 36' 34' 

4 1.277 5,9112 
33' 34% 33' 
0 1 6 
01 50% 38% 

0 9 163 
01 21' 2M1 
0 642 3.024 
M 391 36 
0 88 1.259 
01 381 38' 
0 12 92 
01 43' 35' 

10 1.817 7.389 
501 34' 31' 
0 1 9 
Olf, 501 47".4 

0 8 79 
01 28% 24' 
0 328 1.558 
Oll. 391 401 
0 48 659 
01 311" 401 
0 8 46 
01 501 39 
6 899 3.622 

601 34% 31" 
4 

~ ~ 10M. 

0 1 84 
01 n 28% 
0 314 1.466 
01 391 371 
0 40 600 
01 34\ 3e, 
0 4 415 
Olf, 331 35' 
4 918 3.766 

401 33' 31' 

~ :'w ~ 
0 53 158 
01 45'11 41' 
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I - - - - - I~SCboor~~rm', . ,i, ,:,:'.'",:"j;,: SCHOOL NUMBER ~ '"V~- ~, - - ~_.~-- - -7'''- - - - ·',~ka~I8rO:;. :::«~t,<,> SCHOOL NAME • WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
A'fi~~mti~W*1£~~.3iim.:_., •. :;',:.: DISTRICT NAME • WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT CrIterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

Percent 
Tested Below Basic Prolident Advanced P!Oficlerit & Below Basic: 'ProfiCient' Advanced ProficIent,&',BtlOW .. Basic ,ProfIcient Advanced ProfIclIInt &: 

2007·08 Basic Adv8nced BasIc: Advanced " B8s1l:" ~nced 

'9 ·E 1 i ~ j 1 ~ ~ ·E '9 ':8 'B ~ 1 ,g I i 1 i :8 i1-:i,' ~ j "8 i 11 i 1 :e 
Grade Three Literacy ~ ~ Si l5 VI i5 '" ~, .x i5 ~'~ .~ ! '" l5 '" b ~ ~ ~ 15·" ~'!' ;X 8 ~ ! ~ iii ,$I, ~ 
Combined Population • !1St ZD 20 12 12 48 48 20 ZO 88 88 18 18 14 14 38 a. 32 32, 8. G8 3.7 '3.7. 19 1', 48 48 38 3D 78 78 

African-American 

Hispanic !t5+ RV RY RY RV RV RV RV RV RV RV 'RV ',RY, RY RV ,RV RY RY RY RV' RV 
Caucasian lI5+ 23 23 14 14 41 41 23 23 U ,&4 18 18 14 14 38 3& 32 32 ,II II It ;: 0 20 28 48 48 az 3t SO' 10 

Economically Disadvantaged 95+ 29 21 14 14 43 ~ 14 14 57 !i7' 28 2D' 20 28 4D' 4D 20 20 81 &I 8.1' '.7 'C1 rJ 81 81 8.7 8.7, 117, 87 

Students with Disabilities !I5t RY RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV. RV RV RV RV RY RY RV RV RV RV RV RV 'RY RV RV RV RV RV RY lIV RV 
Limited English Proficient !IS+ RY RV RY RV RV RV RV RV' RV RV RV ' RY' RV RY RV RV RV RV RV,' RV 

Migrant !IS+ RV RV RV RV RY RV RY RV RVRV, RV' av, RV RV RY' ,RV RV RV. RV RV 

Male Students !I5t 1. 18 18 18 4& 4& 18 1884 84 a 8 18 11 II II 46 48 '8282 RV ..RY AV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV 

Female Students lI6+ 21 21 7.1 7.1 50 511 21 21 71 71 31 311 9.1 9.1 38 38 18 18 II, '&5 . Ii, .• , 17 17 51. S8 28 28 13 13 

Grade Three Mathematics 

Combined Population u..... 12 12 20 21 84 84 4 4 81, 88 0 It 23 23 51 55, D 23 71 71 It'·. 0" 11 11 38' ao. 59 59 II II 
African-American 

Hispanic !J6t. RV RV' RV AV RV ,RY AV RV HV RV RV' RV RV RY IV RV RV RV RV' RV 

Caucasian lI5+ 14 14 23 23 51 19 4.5 4.5 14 840 It 23 23 55 SS 23 23 T7 T7 '.' :',0" 12 12 24 24 14 14 ,sa 18 
Economically Disadvantaged 95+ 14 14 21 21 114 64 G G 54 84 0 It ao 38 70 ·71 a 0: 70 7D. ~" ,,0 &.7 &.7 47 47 47 47 .. 13 

Students with Disabilities ... RV RV RV RV RY RY RV RV RVRV IV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV IW: RY. RV AV RV· RV RV RV RV· ' RV 

Limited English Proficient !15+ RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV ..89 ',RV RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RV 

Migrant 95+ RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV .RV" RV RV RV RV RV RV RV" RV " ft'i 
Male Students !15+ 9.1 9.1 27 27 55 55 9.1 9.1 84· 84 0 0, 0 0 55 SS 48 48 180 1118 AV', iN. RV RV RV RV RY RV· RV 'RV 

Female Students lI5+ 14 '14 14 14 71 71 0 a 71 71 0 0 46 4& 55 55 0 0 55 SSO: ..; 8 '17 17 ,33 sa 50 sa 83, 83 
Grade Four Literacy 

Combined Population 95+ 95+ U U 42 42 21 21 32 32 63 53 13' 13 17 17 18 58 1. 13 71 71 D' 8 18 1& 18 58 28 28 84 84 

African-American irI RY RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV 

Hispanic RV BY RV RV RY RY RV RV RV RV RY BY RV RV RY RV RV RV RV 'RV 

Caucasian 15+ U 5.& 44 44 22 22 28 28 sa sa 14' 14 19 19 52 52 14 14 117 17' D D 16 16 58 58 28 2& 84 84 

Economically Disadvantaged 95+ 0 D 48 48 4D .q 28 28 80 80 7.7 7.7 15 15 62 62 15 15 77· 77 RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV 

Students with Disabilities !I5t RV RV RY RY RY RV RV RV 'R¥ RV RV RV RV RV' RV RV RV RV RV' RV RV ",M RV RV RV RV RY RV RV RV 

Limited English Proficient RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RY RY AV, 

~~ RVRVRVRVnRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVRVDD 

Male Students !15+ 11.1 9.1 46 46 9.1 9.1 36 36 48' 4& RY RV RV RY RV RY RV RV .RV RV '.0 8, 15 15 a &2 23 23 U B6 

Female Students !15+ RV RV RV RV RV HV RV RV RV RV 13 13 ZO 28 53 &3 13 13 lI7 117 RV RV RY RV RV RV RV RV RV RV 

7Source: National Office fOf R~earch. Measurement and Evalulltion .systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 

BookP 
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- - ~ra.Au.ted.ch~Ediiiiiibti~-A~AAP- DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT - - - - - I 
~~TatI ...~_.. 

and-..ullr ......• 

Olstric:t Number: 56-07 
OI8lriCt Name: WElNERSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 31 

Number &Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 353 and below

LITERACY 
Sst\Q.aI DimIcl BIgkm S1atc 

All Students 

Gender 
Female 

Male 

Not Indieateel 

Elhnicity 
AalanlPacific Islander 

African Amet1can 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnicity - Female 
AsIanIPaci1ic Islander 

AfrIcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnieily • Male 
AslanIPacific Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

0 475 2.527 
<>' n 711 

0 133 746 
Q'Il, 41 41 
0 342 1.780 
Q'Il, 91 1ell' 
0 0 1 
01 01 11'110 

0 0 49 
01 01 911 
0 171 999 
Q'Il, 111 1311 
0 16 316 
0% 81 10'1& 
0 0 21 
01 0% 91 
0 288 1.141 
O'l 51 51 
0 0 1 
01 OS 7% 

0 0 17 
01 0% 6% 
0 49 309 
O'JI 6lI no 
0 5 99 
0\ 51 61 
0 0 4 
0'1 os 31 
0 79 317 
Q'Il, 31 31 
0 0 0 
IW. rw. rw. 

0 0 32 
01 OS 111 
0 122 690 
01 15' 18'1 
0 11 217 
0'lI 1'1 131 
0 0 17 
~ ~ 1.1 
0 209 824 
ell' 8" 7" 
0 0 0 
cw. n¥. IW. 

0 15 41 
OS '31 , 11 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Number &Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 354 - 558 

&:bI:KII DIIJlBlt BiglgQ s.tate 
3 1.587 8.019 

'0% 2a 23" 

1 659 3.363 
51 1~ 191 
2 928 4.654 

2a 251 2M 
0 0 2 
0% 01 221 

0 5 107 
0lI 2011 191 
0 593 2.785 
0'1& 3n1l 351 
0 53 983 
0% 27% 31'110 
0 3 55 
O'l 191 23% 
3 932 4.084 

101 11" 1711 
0 1 5 
01 50% 361 

0 2 45 
0% 221' 171 
0 254 1.253 
01 311 321 
0 22 435 
0% 221l 2al 
0 1 21 
01 10% 18" 
1 
51 
0 

379 
141, 

',608 
14" 
1 

O'K. sm. 50s 

0 3 62 
01 19'\ 21" 
0 339 1.532 
01 4~ 391 
0 31 548 
0% 311 34% 
0 2 34 
01 331 2a,. 
2 553 2,476 

221 2011 20'J1 
0 0 2 
OS os ..rw. 
0 27 '16 
01 231 3'" 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number &Percentage of Students
 
Proficient (PRO) 5S9. 747
 

SCIll:lm .DIIIrll:t BtlQim SIa 
18 2.927 14.093 
S~ 401 401 

13 1.412 6.880 
59% 40'Jl, 3~ 

5 1,515 7.208 
561 41" 401 
0 0 5 
0'Jl, all 561 

0 8 216 
Q'Il, 321 381 
0 634 2.956 
01 3~ 381 
1 87 1.260 

1001 441 401 
0 6 93 
0'Jl, 38,. 391 

17 2.191 9.562 
57'1 411 401 
0 1 6 
01 501 43" 

0 3 104 
0% 331 391 
0 357 1.626 
0'.16 441 411 
1 52 681 

1001 531 451 
0 4 53 
01 40'.16 461 

12 995 4.415 
571 381 381 
0 1 1 
O'K. SO'K. 50'1 

0 5 112 
0\ 3'" 37,. 
0 277 '.330 
01 341 34' 
0 35 579 
01 351 36' 
0 2 40 
0% 3~ 33' 
5 , .196 5.146 

561 431 421 
0 0 1 
01 01 25' 
1 57 156 

lOOl1. 48% 421 

Number &Percentage of Students
 
Advllnced (NJV) 748 and aboVe
 

~ CilUilI ~ .S1ItIl 
10 2.283 10.911 
32" 31" 31" 

8 1.349 8.463 
36% 381 37' 
2 934 4.447 

2a 25" 25" 
0 0 1 
all 01 11" 

0 12 199 
OS 481 351 
0 223 1.134 
0\ 141 14" 
0 43 SBB 
0\ 22" 191 
0 7 89 
Q'Il, 441 291 

10 1.998 8.919 
331' 3n 381 
0 0 2 
0lI 01 14" 

0 4 104 
01 441 391 
0 147 773 
OS 181 20% 
0 20 313 
0\ 20% 20% 
0 5 37 
OlIo 50% 321 
a 1.173 5,236 

381 451 451 
0 0 0 
01 01 01 

0 8 95 
01 501 3Zl1 
0 76 361 
0lI 91 9'1 
0 23 275 
01 231 119 
0 2 32 
0lI 331 26' 
2 825 3.6B3 

221 301 30! 
0 
M 

0 
M 

1,,,. 
0 21 59 
0\ 181 16' 

CanIlln8cl Pq;UIIlfCll1 includes.. atudentsteellld....__ c18S1H1ed M1stV...-LEP. 

GenenIIl'oplHtIcn doee IIClllnctudll tIUdenI8 who n c1818111ed aeIEP. LEP. or H~ Mobile. ~ «» 2009 by lh8 M8nsas Department of EdUcIt\OlI. All rights reserved. 062209 COMPLETE·25607000-OOO0000 
PAGE: 10 
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- - ~ra.AU.ted.Ch_Ex"""'tiO~-A~AAtr - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 

COMBINED POPULATION 

Date of Test: AprIIZO" 

Number & Percentage orStudents Number & Percentage of StudentS 

A"--~""""~ 
-~ .......
 

District Number: 58-07 
District Name: WEINeRSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 31 

MATHEMATICS 
All Students 

~ 

Female
 

Male
 

Not Indicated
 

Ethnlcity 
AsIanIPacltlc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

NOIlndlcated 

GenderlEthnldty • Female 
AsianIPacilIc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Nattve American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnicily· Male 
AslanlPacltlc Islander 

Atlcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not IncflC8ted 

Migrant 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Below Basic (BEL) 494 and below
 

SCImoJ Disldct Begign .state 
0 531 2.956 
01 7'1 81 

0 228 1.238 
0'1 6" 7% 
0 303 1.717 
0'16 B'I 9'lI 
0 0 1 
O'll. 01 111 

0 0 47 
01 0'16 8'1 
0 204 1.319 
01 131 ""0 15 296 
01 B' 9'5 
0 0 22 
01 01 9'5 
0 312 1,272 
01 6'1 5'1 
0 0 1 
01 01 " 
0 0 17 
01 0'16 6" 
0 85 534 
01 1'" 13" 
0 8 123 
01 B' 8" 
0 0 9 
01 0'16 81 
0 
01 
0 

135 
5" 
0 

555
5" 
0 

()f, Oll Nl 

0 0 30 
01 01 10ll 
0 119 784 
01 15'li 20'1 
0 7 173 
01 ?'Ii 11'1 
0 0 13 
01 01 11'1 
0 177 717 
0'1 ~ 

0 0 
Cl'l\ M 

0 1S 
01 131 

6'1 
0 
or. 

37 
101 

Number & Percentage of Students
 
Advanced (ADV) 640 and above
 

~ .cilb:icl B8gIgo StItt 
16 3.496 18.852 
53 48' 47" 

11 1.723 8.340 
SO'll 48'16 481 
5 1.773 8.509 

561 48' 4" 
0 0 3 
0'Jf. O'JI 33% 

0 17 286 
01 68" 501 
0 476 2,024 
011 29'1 2616 
0 78 1.200 
O'l& 391 381 
0 10 113 
0'16 6~ 4" 

18 2.915 13.224 
53'1 541 561 
0 0 5 
0'lI 01 36'11, 

0 6 132 
01 671 491 
0 252 1.081 
01 31" 2'" 
0 37 580 
01 371 37" 
0 6 55 
01 6Olf, 48'1 

l' 
53 

',422 
54" 

8.512 
56'11, 

0 0 0 
Nll rw. rw. 

0 11 154 
01 691 51" 
0 224 943 
01 28% 2411 
0 41 640 
01 41% 4011 
0 4 58 
0'1 67\ 47~ 

5 1.493 6.712 
56\ 541 55' 
0 2 
I'I'lf. ~ 50! 

0 4S 128 
0'1 38\ 34' 

Basic (BAS) 495 - 558 

~ Di&ttIcl Bl:gjg[l 

4 1.011 
13" 141 

3 501 
14" 14" 

1 510 
1I'll 14'1 
0 0 
01 0lI 

0 4 
01 1~ 

0 349 
01 22" 
1 32 

100'll. 161 
0 4 
01 251 
3 622 

101 11'1 
0 0 
01 01 

0 1 
01 111 
0 177 
01 23 
1 19 

100'll. 19'Jlo 
0 2 
01 201 
2 302 

10'1 12'1 
0 0 
01 Nl 

0 3 
0'1 191 
0 172 
0% 211 
0 13 
0'1 131 
0 2 
0'16 33" 
1 320 

1l' 11'l1 
0 0 
0'1 ()f, 

1 22 
1001 181 

SCI1Qg[S1a1I 
4.971
 

141
 

2.411
 
141
 

2.558
 
14'1
 
2
 

221
 

66 
1:M(, 

1.813
 
231
 

537
 
171
 
36
 
15'1
 

2.516 

1'" 3
 
211
 

33
 
12"
 

909 
23" 

270
 
181
 
13
 
11" 

1.186 
101
 
0
 
NlI. 

33
 
11"
 

904
 
231
 

267
 
16'l6
 
23
 
19'5 

1.329
 
'1"
 
2
 

50'1
 
75
 
201
 

Profident (PRO) 559· 639 

DIattiGt BIgign S1a1I 
11 2.234 10.771 
35'1 31'1 301 

8 1.101 5.463 
36" 31'11 311 
3 1.133 5.305 

33" 301 29'1 
0 0 3 
01 01 33" 

0 4 172 
01 1e1' 301 
0 592 2.719 
011 371 35'1 
0 74 1.114 
01 371 35'1 
0 2 67 
01 13" 28" 

" 1.560 6.694 
37" 29'Jlo 28" 
0 2 5 
0'Jf. 100% 36'l6 

0 2 88 
01 22% 331 
0 293 1.437 
01 36'l6 36'1 
0 35 575 
01 35" 381 
0 2 38 
0'1 20'16 33'1 
a 767 3.323 

381 29* 291 
0 2 2 
Nl 11Vl4' 1nnol 

0 2 84 
01 13\ 281 
0 299 1.282 
01 37% 33% 
0 39 539 
01 391 33% 
0 0 29 
01 01 24" 
3 793 3.371 

33" 28" 28'11 
0 0 0 
01 01 01 
0 38 132 
0'If, 32'1 35\ 

Comblned PqU8tlcln IncIucIlls III 8UIenlS l8Iled a:epl1l1ole dll8SilIed lI4l 181V_lEP. 
GenenII Popu/ItIOn dlIes not incklCle IlUcIenls who ere dlll8lfi8d as rEP, LEP. or Highly MobIle. COpyright 0 2C09 by ,,,. Mansu Department or EcM:aIion. All riltIla reB'VICl. 062209 COMPLETE-25607QOO.OOOOOOO 
PAGE: 1 

Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 49 of 91



• ".'~' •• I • ' ... _ '.' , .'.1- - SCHOOL NUMBER - 56-07·031·'~(~~~L:[.:;i~J,::Y.~·-; ------ - - - --- -  SCHOOL NAME - WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
DISTRlcr NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: AOtIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

_Boo.
-

peE

Percent . . .. .'
 
Tested Below Basic Proficlilnt· Advanced ProfIcient· BelOw .. BasIc
 

2007-OS . Basic AdVanced Basic
 

j .~ i' i'. "R ~ -a i ] ~ i·.~·l·i i .g 
oX ~ ~ i! ~ i5 ;S( l!!l. oX ~ ~:!. ".~ . is· ~ QGrade Four Mathematics 

Combined Population ••1~ .~ ann H ft u U,·H·t~ U H a 58684.2 4.2 . 83 ..1S l5;',;~;,3' 18 18 83. 8S 18 18 .79 '.' 79 
African-American RV. RV' RV RV RV RV RV RV AV' ·Rv.f.
 

Hispanic:
 RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RVI RV ·AV· RV RV RV RV RV RV .Rv;: 'RV'I ....:
 
Cau<:asian
 .. I 17 17 28 28 28 28 28 28 ... "114 1. 24 24 :rrt . rrt·, 4.8 4.8 ·12', ·.l~::-,.I.i 1. 18 . D. . 83·. 16 18 71.' '71 

Economically Disadvantaged 95+ I 20' 28· 30 31 30. 30 20 28 505D t 15 11 23 23 62 12· 0 o 12 ,.. '12 r·RY·; :RV'. RV RV RV RV RV RV'RV RV 

Students with Disabilities 95+ I RV RV RV RV RV ·:RV RV RVRV RV I RV . RV. RV RV RV·RV·RV RV . flY . ·RVl.• '·:RV RV RV· 'RV RV RV RV'RV:~ 

Limited English Proficient RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV 'AV' RVI. .,"
 

Migrant
 RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RVRV RV RV RV RV RV 'RV RV RV '" ·~l'. 
Male Students 95+ I 18 18 18 18 n 1:1 36 31 84 14 RV RV RV RV RVRVRV RV .BY· RV.L·'.: ..1: D 0 :77 .·77 23 28.101 ·100 

Female Students 95+ I RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV IiV RV 20 .20' 20 20 53 . sa, 8.7 8.7 . l!II .. &lit.· :.'Ri. RV RV· Rv RV RV RV RY." RV . 
Grade FIve Literacy 

Combined Population 15+.1 D o 40 40 S3 as 1:1 27 8G' 10·\·11. 11 82 32 42 42 18 18 sa:' ·.iill,'tj. :11 83 as ...... 7A 7A, 68 ,,·ii 
African-American 954 ..,Ii~f; Rv RV RVRV, ~ RV RY. RV IV 

Hispanic 95+ 'RV 'RY RV RV RV RV RV RV RV· .RV.L ":-~"RY: RV RV RV· .RV RV RY: 'RV' ~ 

Caucasian 95+ D 0 ~ ~ 83 83 U 27·.·.~ft.n 83 33 ai .~ 17 17· &J .·:I.:'I~ .. ':13. 38 38 ~ otz, 8.3 8.3 ..80: .~ 

Economically Disadvantaged D , 50 50· 31 31· 19 1951 50 I. I . D. 41 4& 55 55 0 O· .::.'F!f~:':'U' 31 31&8 . 18'· &.3 6.3·R: a 
Students with Disabilities 

95+ 
RV RV RV RV RV·· RV RV RVRV RV l·t1J· RV .. RV RV RV RV RV RV WI BV tWf'.· RV RV RV.· RV' RV RV'RY·RV 

Limited English Proficient 
... 

,.:iN::;.Ri· RV RV RV,·RV RV RV RV.·~· 

Migrant 
954

'RV '. RY·· RV AV RV RV RV RV ... ", , .RY.FI:\'V;.;·:~· RV RY RV' RV RV RY ·RV.· RV 
Male Students 

95+ 

95+ o .D 50 50 2D 20 30 30 10 50 I' 17 17. 33 33 a 42' 8.3 8.3 . &0. :)or.,.. ··.;RV.! RV RV RV .RV RV RV 'RVIW' 
Female Students 95+ a 0 2D 2D." H 2D U·UIM·RVRV RV:'R¥ RV RV RV .,RV···lIV'ft1:·.::·)1 . 26 28 . 53 53 11 11' 83 III 

Grade Five Mathematics '·il·:.: .... 
Combined Population n 1:1 30 30 n n u U a~l~ ~:28 H ~ ~ 32 13.l-~;· "~. 48 48 30.1i. 0 188'"u.95+ !I5t 

African-American 95+ .. ·· ..;.:.RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV ·n 
Hispanic 9S+ RV RV. RV RV· RV RV RV RV RV RVt'RV .- BY: RV RV RY. RV RV RY RV RV· 

Caucasian 95+ 27 27 H ~ n n 8.7 UGuiu U·.R n ~ ~ 26 n·1O 5IIl~,."Ii 48 46 '29. 29 0 0 .29 21 
Economically Disadvantaged ... 25 25 44 44 25 25 8.3 &.3 31. 311 18 18. 27 27 38 .38 18 18 :51 .551 '19>. :19. 50 50 8181 0 0.81.81 

Students with Disabilities 95+ RV RV RV RV .RV RV RV RV RV RV I RV RV AV RV RV RV RV RV iIY fiv.J':lw~RV RV AV Rv AY. RV RV Av' 'RV 
limited English Proficient ,.:.iIY: :RV RV RY.RY RV'RV RV RVRV 

Migrant 
95+ 

RV M RV RV RV RV RV RY RV RVt'itv.:RY· RY RV '. RV RV RV RV RV·.RY 
Male Students 

95+ ... 25 25 20 20 45 45 10 10 55 55 125 25 17 17 25· 25 33 33 58 Hl~RV RV RV RV RV RY RV'RV RV 

Female Students 58 2& 26 0 0 28 .2830.5050 m 2D 0 0 2D mlRV RVRV RY RV RY RV RV'RV95+ RV" 1. 1.' 58 

8 Source: National Office for Research. Measurement and Evaluation Systems. University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkanslls is Proficient. 
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- - I118radMuglllled !llll:h~"tio"ACt~A" DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 
Ar"_C~TaU...~ 

IIId _abillly Ptaaraa 

District Number: 56007 
DIstrIct Name: WEINER SD 
Total Number of Sluden1s Tested: 20 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Bes/c (BEL) 381 lind below 

LITERACY 
Sdulal DIJIdct B.egjQD ~ 

All Studen1s 2 452 2.332 
101 6' 71 

Gender 
Female 0 149 726 

OI 4" 4' 
Male 

Not Indicated 

2 
14% 
0 

301 
8"
2 

1.602 
91' 
4 

01 61" 44" 
Ethnldty 

Asian/Pacific Islander 0 2 47 
01 5" 81 

African American 1 200 961 
1DOl(, 12% 12" 

Hispanic 0 21 299 
01 10" 101 

Nattve American 0 0 12 
01 01 51 

Caucasian 1 221 1.001 
5% 4" 4% 

Not Indicated 0 2 6 
01 33" 46" 

GenderlEthnlcity - Female 
AsianIPaciftc Islander 0 1 12 

Ol' 5" 4" 
African American 0 69 310 

Hispanic 
OI 
0 

8% 
9 

8"
104 

01 81 7'l(, 

Native American 0 0 2 
01 ell 21lO 

caucasian 0 70 297 
01 3' 3" 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
rw. rw. 33% 

GenderlElhnicity - Male 
AsianlPacific Islander 0 1 3S 

01 5" 1l' 
African American 1 131 651 

1DOl(, 16" 1'" 
Hispanic 

Native American 

0 
01 
0 

12 
1n 
0 

195
13'
10 

O'JI ()'l(, 6' 
caucasian 

Not Indicated 

1 
8'Ili 
0 
01 

157 
6" 
~ 

710 
6" 
1 

5r'l'11. 
Migrant 0 8 36 

Ol' 9'Ili 11'" 

CamIllIlld PopuIaIIcn inducIes lIIIlIUdenI8 -.s lIlCC8Pl-- cl8SSif'llId as 1st 'V_ LEI". 
GenerII Pol:M8Ilon doeS net 1ncIudl!l studenII who - cIe&tiftecIulEP. LEP. or I-Igftly Mobil.. 
PAGE: 10 

- - - - - •
 
COMBINED POPULATION 

Date of Test April 2009 

Number &Percentage of Students Number &Percentage of Students Number & Petcemage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 382 • 603 Proficient (PRO) 604· 798 Advanced (AOV) 799 and above 

SdHlaI .QisSdgt Begjgn SIs1l~ 0lstdcI Begiga StI1I S:c:bmlI 0JmIrA BegUm s.tam 
5 1.871 9.038 8 3.135 15.095 5 1.702 8.604 

25% 26' 26% 401 44' 43' 25' 241 25' 

2 786 3.870 3 1.531 7.570 1 1.002 5.097 
33" 2J" 23 SOl 44" 44' 17" 29" 301 
3 1 .085 5.165 5 1.604 7.524 4 699 3,506 

36% 43" 4Z'1' 29'11 19" 20121' 291 291 
0 0 3 0 0 1 0 1 1 
OI 01 33,. 01 01 11" 0% 33" 11" 

0 4 137 0 9 196 0 28 19S 
01 10l' 24' Ol' 2Z'1' 34' ell 63" 34' 
0 708 3.262 0 590 2.866 0 153 805 
Ol' 43' 41" 0% 3616 3616 01 91 101 
0 63 995 0 93 1.259 0 36 476 
~ 301 3~ 01 441 421 01 17' 16' 
0 7 56 0 11 124 0 6 69 
~ 29% 2191 01 4&91 48% 01 25" 2691 
5 1,087 4.584 8 2.431 10.648 5 1.480 7.058 

26% 21' 201 42% 471 4el 26" 28'1 30'l1 
0 2 4 0 1 2 0 1 1 
0% 33" 3,1 ~ 11" 8101 11% 15" 

0 2 59 0 4 102 0 14 103 
OI 101 21" 01 191' 37' 01 67' 311 
0 329 1.539 0 336 1.634 0 93 498 
Or. 401 391 01 41' 41' 01 1"" 13" 
0 29 441 0 45 659 0 24 293 
or. 271 291 01 42" 4491 01 23 201 
0 2 24 0 3 64 0 5 40 
0',(, 0',(, 501201 181 01 30l' 49'J1 31" 
2 422 1.805 3 1.143 5.111 1 866 4.163 

331 16" 501 46" 45' 11" 35' 37117' .0 2 2 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~01f, 1001 6716 

0 2 78 0 12 920 5 94 
(]'l(,01 101 26" 01 50" 31"25" 311 

0 379 1.722 0 254 1.232 0 60 307 
()'K, ()'K,O!' 45~ 44' 31" 7" 8'3""0 34 554 0 12 1830 48 600 

()'K, 01 45" 39'132" 36'" 011 11'" 12' 
0 5 32 0 8 60 0 1 29 
011 36% 24' Ol' 57'l1 46' 011 .". 22'1li 
3 665 2,779 5 1.288 5.537 4 614 2.895 

381 47' 46'l23\ 24'" 23" 31' 23'" 24' 
0 0 0 1 0 

~ 1ntW. ~ ~ ~ r'l'II.0'1 r'l'II. me. 
0 38 133 0 11 340 35 130 
01 41'" 401 O'JI 12'" 101101 38' 391 

CCpyrigIt C 2009lly tile AIkanSIs Depat1ment of EctJc8tion. AH righls reaerved. 082209 COMPlETE·25607000-0000000 
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__

~radMug.ed III:h~"tio'"Al'tAAfr - -	 - - - - - I 
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT"Ar'--~TooII... 

-~P_. 

District Number: 58-G7 
District Name: WEINER SO 
Total Number of Students Tested: 20 

Number & percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 543 and below

MATHEMAnCS 
&Dlai CiI1I:!Jlt BIaIml .Sbda 

All Students 3 941 4.688 
15' 13' 13' 

Gender 
Female 1 411 2.029 

1n. 12'1& 12'11. 
Male 2 528 2.654 

14" 14'11. 15'1(, 
Not Indicated 0 2 5 

0'Il 67' 56'1& 
Elhniclty 

AsianlPacific Islander 0 3 73 
0'Il n. 131 

African AmerIcan 1 403 2.104 
lOO'1l 241 271 

Hispanic 0 33 478 
0'Il lSI 16' 

NatiVe Amerfcan 0 1 22 
0'Il 41 8'1& 

caucasian 2 498 2.004 
11' 101 9% 

Not indicated 0 3 7 
0'Il 5O'Il 54% 

GenderlEthnlclty • Female 
AslanIPBCifie ISlander 0 1 31 

01 51 111 
Aft1can American 0 180 923 

0'Il 22" 23'11. 
Hispanic 0 18 213 

0'Il "1 141 
Native Amertcan 0 1 '3 

caucaSIan 
0'Il, 10'1l 

2'0 
10'1l 

847 
17" 8'1 7" 

Not Indicated 0 1 2 
tw. <;tw. Fln 

GenderlEthnlclty - Male 
AsianIPadlic Islander 0 2 42 

0'Il 10'1l 14' 
African American 1 223 1.180 

lOO9l 2711 30'1l 
HispBnic 0 15 265 

0'Il '410 171 
Native American 0 0 9 

O'lro O'lro '" Caucasian 1 288 1.157 
8" 111 10'1l 

Not Indicated 0 0 1 
M\ M\ 50¥. 

Migrant 0 13 61 
01 14" 18'l1 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 544 • 603 

Sr.bDaI DiIllict Begjgo stale 
4 1.179 5.668 

20'1l 16' 15' 

2 560 2.759 
33'1(, 16% 16% 
2 619 2.907 

14'1(, 171& 16% 
0 0 2 
0'Il 0'Il 22% 

0 3 81 
0'Il n. 14% 
0 351 1.867 
0'Il 21' 241 
0 41 592 
0'Il 19% 20'1l 
0 5 45 
01 21. 1791 
4 778 3.080 

211 lSI 1391 
0 1 3 
01 17" 23" 

0 2 40 
0'Il 10% 14" 
0 168 946 
0'Il 201 241 
0 20 302 
01 19% 2al1 
0 1 22 
0'Il 10'1l 17. 
2 368 1.446 

33'1& 15" 13" 
0 1 1 
tlIII. 5O'Il 33" 

0 1 41 
0'Il 5" 14" 
0 183 919 
01 22'l1 23" 
0 21 290 
01 20'1l 19% 
0 4 23 
O'lro 29'l1 18'1 
2 410 1.634 

15" lSI 14" 
0 0 0 
Of. O'lli Of. 
0 25 82 
0% 271 25% 

S.cbIKI.I 

Date of Test: April 2009 

Number & Percentage of Studllflls 
Proficient (PRO) 804· 8ge 

lJiiIdct BeQUm 
9 2.828 

451 39'J1, 

3 , .371 
50'1l 4O'Il 

6 1.457 
431	 39'J1, 
0 0 
0'Il 01 

0 9 
0'Il 221 
0 574 
0'Il 35'1& 
0 89 
0'Il 42'1 
0 11 
01 46'1& 
9 2.144 

47"	 41'1& 
0 1 
01 17'1& 

0 8 
01 3S1 
0 306 
01 371 
0 47 
01 441 
0 3 
01 30'1l 
3 1.007 

501 401 

~ ~ 

0 1 
0'Il 5" 
0 268 
0'lI 331 
0 42 
01 40'1l 
0 8 
0'lI 571 
6 1,137 

46" 42'1 

~ 1~ 
0 32 
0'Il 351 

Slam SCboal 
13.125 

37. 

6.462 
3'n1 

6.662 
3'n1 
1 

"" 
164 
291 

2.693 
341 

1.185 
39% 

114 
441 

8.967 
38" 
2 

15" 

75 
27. 

1.429 
361 

588 
391 
55 
42'1(, 

4.315 
381 

~ 

89 
30'l1 

1.264 
32\ 

597 
391 
59 
451 

4.652 
39'l1 
1 

Ii/W 

122 
371 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Advanced (/'UN) 697 and above 

CiItmil BIgjgD stale 
4 2.212 11.588 

201 311 33" 

0 1.126 6.013 
O'll. 32'l1 35' 
4 1.085 5.574 

291 291 3'" 
0 1 1 
01 33" 11' 

0 26 257 
0'Il 631 451 
0 323 1.230 
01 20'1l 16' 
0 SO 774 
0'Il 23'1& 26" 
0 7 80 
01 29'1& 31" 
4 1,805 9,246 

21" 35" 401 
0 1 1 
01 8'l&""
 
0 10 '30 
01 4816 47'1& 
0 173 6S' 
01 21" 171 
0 22 394 
01 21" 26" 
O. 5 40 
0'Il SO'll 31" 
0 916 4,768 
01 3,... 42" 

~ ~ ~ 

0 16 127 
0'Il SOl 42'1 
0 150 549 
0'Il 18'1& 141 
0 28 380 
0'lI 261 2S" 
0 2 40 
0'Il 14" 31. 
4 889 4.478 

311 331 3E1l 
0 

~ ~ 0'lI 
0 22 68 
0'lI 24" 201 

CllmIllNd PojM~"" inc:Iudead etud8n111IIst8ducept __ dllSSllllld. 'IlYearLEP.
 
GeneI8l Paput8tlcln doeI not indude slueIentB wha ... d8sSlfted .Il!P. LEP. or H~ MOlli\e. CcpyIIght02009 by tI'Ie ArklInIaI DepenmenI err ECUllIlIon. AI ngllls reserved.
 062209 COMPLETE-25607000-o000000 
PAGE: 1 
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-
,.' ,', • to • ,6,_. '.":?T-;.L·~,~Mool.ER.7"()1'II - - I

'~:;~gi<:;,.:;.:~;t.a~ SCHOOL NAME : WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
- - - - -.' - : :.. "jl:;,"e%;;"'~ DISTRICT NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

Percent 
Tested Below Basic Proficient Advanced ProficIeOt.& .BelOw'. Basic PrOfiCient' Advanced ~a '·fifGN;.' Basic .Protiderrt. AdvanceclPrOflderit'& 

2007-Q8 Basic AdvanCed Iiasi< AdVanc8d· .' Basii: " AclVenced 

I ~ li "8 t1 II' J ~ l~: :'1'1· I I l J I j·l:l ,:,:~l·"'1 I Jr I ) I lJ'~ 

Grade FIve SCience i5 ji ~ . 'l··... · .. 

Combined Population 100 188 •.' ..~.:'. :44' 48 48· lA. 7.4 0 I ,7.4, ·lA· 

African-American 100 

Hispanic 100 

Caucasian 10G 

Economically Disadvantaged 100 

Students with Disabilities 100 ,'.R.V''W RV RV: RV,RV RV RV .RV RV . ".... . . . " . 

Limited English Proficient 10D . '. ::~. RV· RV RV RY' IV RY RV'~' ,RV 

Migrant NA ' ."~Y'::RV. RV RVRY RV RV RV' IV IV 

Male Students NA . ,..",. ',.M· ftV RV, BY .RV RV IV RV. BY 

Female Students NA ' . ·.•·:..}I~; 42 42 ,'&.3'&.3 I 15~ ',5.3 

Grede Six Literacy 
. ',',' . 

, .. . . 

Combined Population !J5t. • 0, O. 32 32 53 63 15 15 88· .. :9.7, .9.7' 45 45 4Z' 42. 3.2 3.2 .. ' •.; :;+&;: ~.5 sa 38 71· .. %7 . 3Z 32.59'59 

African-American RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV RY RV RV·: ~ RV RVRY. RY RV RV flY,.' .IlY'. • ; .:';:' ,I '. 
Hispanic IV RY: RV IV RV RV RV RY RV RV,' RV.. ·RV RV RV .RV RV RV RV 'R\".R¥': ::,;: ',":':::, :.. 

Caucasian 95+ D D 37 37 51 '50 13 13 13 . 13, 10 10' 415 45 41 41 U U ,45'.'.' >4:_.:~· • 36 Z7" Z7 32 3Z 59 .• 
Economically Disadvantaged 9St o . D 29 29 &4 14 7.1 7.1 '71.': 71 13.·13, U 47 ',40 40 D 0 ..41.... ::::;8':;"·::0· 39 39 U8I' 23 23 62 62: 

Students with DisabUlties RV RV RV RVRV flY RV IV RV· RV Rv RY IV RV RV RY. RV RV ltV: '.RY .',' : 

. ',' ..... 
Limited English Proficient 

,;. 

" :: :':',' :' 

Migrant 95+ RV RV IV RV· RV IV RV RV RV RV 
.' 

.. ,RY~,,~, RV RV RY .RV Ry RV RVRV 
Male Students 95t o . D 33 33 5& 55 11 11 ·87' 81 ,. 15 51 5O.D 3D 5 5 35 ~:: ...10 ,>..111~ 511 5D· O. 0 40 48 4848 

Female Students 95+ 0 0 33 33 53 53 13 13 &7. &7. 0 '..'. 3& 38 &4 1M I 0 84 '&4" J::.. 8. 25 25 .5051) 25 25 75 75 

Grade Six Mathematics . '. ',: '.~ ~ ; , ' ':.:: " . 

Combined Population 95t 95+ 5.1 U 38 38 35 'as 21 21 5156 13 13 23 23 52 52 13 13 &5 . IS," ·:D.·, '11:~ Z7 Z7' 41 .'41 3Z 3273 73 

African-American RV RV RV RV AV RV RV RV RV RV IV . RV RV RVRY .. RV RV RV RV·.:tw.: "{.,, .. 
Hispanic RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV ·RV· RV MAY RV RV RV RV RV RVRY .. '" :... ,: ~.. : . 

Caucasian 95+ &.7 6.7 37 87 40 48 17 17 57 57 1414' 21 21 &2&2 14 14 .•':~ '·"'D . ."· '. 27 27 4' 41 3Z 32 73 73 

Economically Disadvantaged 95+ O' • 43 43 51 58 7.1 7.1' 57 57 13-13· 33 33 47 47 6.7 6.1 53, 53. :'0;' 0 23 23 54 54 23 23 7J 77 

Students with Disabilities RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV IV RV RV RV RV RV. RV RVRV, D, ::' ." 

Limited English Proficient 
'. 

Migrant 95+ RV IV RV RV RV RV RV RV RV 1W II\' : RV RV RV RY RV RV RV RV IW 
Male Students 95+ 5.8·5.8·28 28 44 44 22 22 &7 &7 '15 15' 25 25 40 40 2CI 20 80 .:A, ;:0"0 48 40 ao ao 31 3. 10 60 

Female Students 95+ 6.1 .&.7 53 53 f1 '0 13 13 40. 48 9.19.1 18 18 7373 0 0 73 73, ,··0· 0 17 17 50 50 33 33 B3 83 

9 

BookP, 

',:.'. ':,'". ,~.RV RV IIV ·RV .. RV IV RV :RV 'R¥ 

" . 
:'V/"":. RV RV RV' rw RV RV RV.:RV 
,;48.' ,.;48' 4& 48 a.a 8.3, 0 0 U 8,3 

.. '44:'''~, SO SOU U 0 0 U· e.a 

Source: National OHke for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient, 
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- G~ A"""mtdPllnc""ltc EllRlnatIIPI-A?:~~A" -  DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT
"'.._c.............. 'IBII..._'"'
 

.... AallNIlflIIIiIIl)' """"ID COMBINED POPULATION 
District Number: 56-07 
District Name: WEINERSD 
Total Number ofStudents Tested: 28 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 418 and below

LITERACY 
~ DlsII:id BacIiaD StB 

All Students 

Gender 
Female 

Male 

Not Indicated 

Ethnicity 
AsIanlPacific Islander 

African AmerIcan 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthmcity • Female 
AsianlPacl1lc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnlcity - Male 
AslanlPacific Islander 

AfrIcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

CaucasIan 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

2 501 2.684 

at. 7" 
0 0 
QIJ, two 
0 12 
01 101 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 417 - 840 

SCbggJ DiItrid .BegIgn StIlI 
7 1.835 8.932 

7" 

2 
11" 
0 
01 
0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
2 
8" 
0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
0'1 
0 
01 
2 

12\ 
0 
lW. 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 

n 

152 
4" 

349 
lOt. 
0 
01 

,
 
3" 

232 
14" 
19 

9t. 

,
2
5" 

247 
5" 
1 

50% 

0 
0'1 

73 
91 
6 
7",
 

201 
71 
3" 
1 

1nrnr. 

1 
8' 

159 
201 
12 
11" 

1 
13" 

176 

.8" 

870 
5" 

1.812 
101 
2 

14" 

39 
7" 

'.150 
15" 

294 
101 
19 

7" 
1.180 

5" 
2 

13" 

12 
4" 

366 
1Ot. 

109 
8" 
5 
4" 

377 
3" 
1 

:)l'lIl. 

27 
'01 

783 
201 

185 
12'1 
14 
11" 

802 

25" 

3 
17" 

4 
401 
0 
at. 

0 
at. 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
7 

27t. 
0 
01 

0 
0% 
0 
01 
0 
Ot. 
0 
01 
3 

18% 
0 
01 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 
4 

26" 

756 
22t. 

1.079 
301 
0 
at. 

3 
9t. 

663 
41" 
60 
31" 
2 

15" 
1,107 

21" 
0 
01 

2 
101 

309 
391 
19 
22t. . ,
 
201 

425 
16" 
0 
01 

1 
8" 

354 
44" 
41 
391 
1 

13" 
662 

28" 

3.634 
21" 

5.297 
301 
1 
7" 

'03 
1991 

3.226 
42" 

979 
33" 
58 
22" 

4.562 
191 
4 

25' 

45 
16" 

1.481 
3991 

401 
28" 
28 
2en! 

1.676 
15" 
3 

75'1(, 

58 
21" 

',745 
45" 

578 
391 
30 
24% 

2.885 
7'1 44" 25' 24" 
1 0 0 1 

SQIJ, 01 01 SO'll. 
54 0 39 122 
15" 01 32t. 34" 

- - - - - •
 
Date of Teat April 2008 

Number & Percentage of students
 
Proficient (PRO) 641 - B22
 

Number &Percentage of Students
 
Advancecl (AOII) 823 and above
 

SCbaaI DiIII:klt 
14 
501 

10 
561 
4 

401 
0 
at. 

0 
at. 
0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
01 

14 
54" 
0 
01 

0 
Ot. 
0 
01 
0 
Ot. 
0 
01 

10 
591 
0 
lW. 

0 
01 
0 
01 
0 
at. 
0 
01 
4 

44" 
0 
at. 
0 
01 

RIQkm 

2.874 
4Cl'1 

, .426 
41" 

1.448 
401 
0 
01 

13 
381 

555 
35" 
89 
41St. 
6 

46" 
2,211 

42" 
0 
at. 

7 
331 

319 
401 
45 
52', 
201 

1.054 
4'" 
0 
lW. 

6 
46" 

238 
291 
44 
42" 
5 

631 
1.157 

43" 
0 
01 

58 
481 

StIlI 
13.898 

401 

6.981 
41" 

6.909 
391 
8 

571 

191 
34" 

2.522 
33" 

1.163 
401 

111 
42" 

9.904 
42t. 
7 

44" 

90 
32" 

1.428 
3n5 

615 
42" 
53 
3991 

4.795 
42" 

0 
O'll. 

101 
37' 

1.094 
28" 

548 
37t. 
58 
46'1 

5.108 
43% 

0 
lW. 

144 
401 

~ CIaIdct 
5 

18"" 

3 
17' 
2 

201 
0 
01 

0 
01 
1 

1001 
1 

100t. 
0 
Ot. 
3 

12" 
0 
01 

0 
0% 
0 
01 
1 

10Ot. 
0 
01 
2 

'2' 
0 
O'll. 

0 
01 
1 

100!l 
0 
01 
0 
01 
1 

11" 
0 
01 
2 

1001 

BIgjQD Slate 
1.922 9.462 

27" 27 

1.166 5.703 
33" 33 

753 3.756 
21" 21 

1 3 
1001 21 

17 223 
501 40 

153 932 
101 l' 
26 498 
13" 11 
3 76 

23" 29 
1.722 7.830 

331 33 
1 3 

501 19 

12 133 
57" 48 

101 540 
13% 14 
17 328 
201 23 

2 S, 
40% 37 

1,036 4.651 
401 40 
0 0 
01 [] 

5 90 
3et. 33 
52 
6" 
9 

292 
7 

170 
8' 11 
1 2!i 

13" 2C 
686 3.17S 
25" 27 

0 c 
lW. c 

13 44 
1" 1~ 

Combhld FapUdlln 1l'I:*ldlIS'" ftldenlslelled maptlhose dessllleCl aa 111 Y_ LEP. 
General Poputllllon ~ nol include lIlIlderUwl10 ncl8lllllldalEP, LeP. or HIghly MOIlile. COpyrIghtC 2009bytlleArtcansas DepamlentofEducltlon. All ~ghts __. 062209 COMPLETE·2560700Q-0000OOO
PAGE: 10 
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-0-- - - ~radftlAUgmented_chnllPExallPatiO~A .·TAAP DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT - - - - - I 

"'....eo..,. I .. I .T~_at,..... ~,_. COMBINED POPULATION 
District Number: 51-07 
Distrlct Name: WElNERSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 28 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 568 and below

MATHEMATICS 
SCIXI01 ~ BIgkm SIata 

All Students 

~ 
Female
 

Male
 

Not Indicated
 

Ethnlctty 
AslanIPacitlc Islander 

AII1can American 

HispanIC 

NatMt American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnicit - Female 
AslanlPacitlc slander 

African American 

Hispanic 

NatlwJ American 

CaucasIan 

Not Indicated 

GenderlE1hnicity • Male 
AsianlPacific Islander 

AfrIcan American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

3 466 2.458 
111 7'1 71 

2 154 912 
1'" 4' 5" 
1 312 1.544 

101 9% g" 
0 0 2 
()'I(, 01 14" 

0 2 37 
01 6" 71 
0 195 1.091 
0% 12% '411 
0 18 217 
0% 9' 
0 1 14 '" 
0% 8' 5'l1 
3 249 1.097 

12" 5'" ~ 

0 1 2 
01 501 13% 

0 1 13 
01 591 5" 
0 66 387 
0% 8" 1()'l(, 
0 4 88 
0% 5" 61 
0 0 5 
01 01 4'16 
2 82 418 

12" 3' 4" 
1 I 

~ 100'lL '!i!t. 

0 1 24 
01 8" 9% 
0 129 703 
01 18" HI" 
0 14 129 
01 13" 9" 
0 1 9 
01 13" 7" 
1 167 678 

11'l 6" 611 
0 1 
IW. ~ 51W. 
0 17 49 
0% 14" 13" 

Comblned Po\lt.II8IlOn incfUll88 d Sludenls l8ItIld IllIl8lllIhllM cI8MIfied .. tilt Yw LEP. . 
Gen8nII PqIulIllO'l doet natlndude 1lIlderdsWI'ID lII8l:l881ll1eclaalEP. LEP. orHIItoIY Mollile. 
PAGE: 1 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 569 - 640 

SImn1 0Iattl.et Beglgn SlID 
2 1.036 4.938 

Date of Test AprfIZG08 

Number &Percentage of Students Number & Percentage Of Students 
Profidenl (PRO) 641 - 721 Advanced (AOV) 722 and above 

DiaII:Im BIgjgn Stall &:Imlll QIs.tdct .Btglan SIatfl 
14 2.284 10.985 9 3.346 16.595 

71 151 141 

~ 

50% 32% 3'1 

1 457 2.228 9 1.090 5.311 
M 13'l1 13" 50'1 311 311 
1 579 2.711 5 1.194 5.669 

1()'I(, 151 sO'll 33" 32%16' 
0 0 1 0 0 5 

0'lI ()'I(, 36"01 0% 71 

0 2 49 0 5 128 
()'I(, 6'l1 9'Jl 01 15" 23. 
0 403 1.922 0 569 2.749 
0% 25" 25'11 0% 35" 36" 
0 35 521 1 57 1.009 
01 1S1 1S1 100% 301 34" 
0 3 33 0 1 88 

0% 8" 3310'lI 23" 13" 
2 593 2.412 13 1.652 7.004 
81 101 50' 311 301 
0 ,0 '" 1 0 0 7 
01 01 8'lI 0% 0% 44" 

0 2 26 0 1 58 
01 101 9l' 0% 5" 2'" 
0 181 896 0 308 1.438 
()'l(, 231 231 01 38% 381 
0 15 218 1 26 503 
0'1 171 15" 1001 3091 35. 
0 2 14 0 0 44 
0'lI 4()'l(, 10% 01 0'lI 32'1 
1 257 1.071 8 755 3.266 
61 10'1l> 9% 47. 291 281 
0 0 1 

~ ~ !;~M M 2!i" 

0 0 23 0 4 70 
01 01 8% 01 311 251 
0 222 1.026 0 261 1.311 
01 28'J, 26" 0\ 33" 33" 
0 20 303 0 31 506 
01 19% 20\ 01 29" 34' 

0 1 440 1 19 
O'J' 13" 151 01 13" 351 
1 336 1.340 5 897 3.737 

111 121 11'l1 5a" 331 31" 
10 0 0 

~ ~ l'tw.M M M 

0 22 62 1 39 123 
()'l(, 19" 17'l1 SOlI 32" 34' 

32'6 471 471 

6 1.801 8.739 
33' 5'" 511 
3 1.544 7.850 

301 43' 44" 
0 1 6 
0'lI lOO'l 431 

0 25 342 
01 74" 62' 
1 436 , .968 

100% 271 25' 
0 83 1.187 
01 43'11 401 
0 8 129 
0% 82% 4910 
8 2.793 12.983 

311 5311 65' 
0 1 8 
0% 501 381 

0 17 183 
01 81" 65. 
0 247 1.094 
01 3'" 2910 
0 42 644 
()'l(, 481 44" 
0 3 74 
01 60% 54" 
6 1.492 8.744 

351 58" 59l' 

~ 0 0 
tw. rw 

0 8 159 
01 62" 58~ 

1 189 874 
l00'J, 24" 22' 

0 41 543 
01 39" 371 
0 5 55 
01 63" 43l 
2 1,301 6.219 

22" 48'J, 52\ 

~ ~ 0 
0' 

1 44 130 
501 36" 36 

Copyr\gI1t02<109 ~ the Afo\Ina8S Deplll1mlntof EcU:aIIcn. All righlal'88eMlCl. 062209 COMPLETE·25607000-0000000 
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••• 

.c~, 
=".·.·...,.,.."= ...·........~-:-..• , .• ·,C, .•H", SCHOOL NUMBER - 56-07-031
.. ·.h:"C"_=.~·~ ..· -- - - - ,,~------

SCHOOL NAME - WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL -
OlSTRlcr NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: AotlEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and Subgroup 

----
Grade seven literacy 

Percent 
Tested 

2007-08 

I ~ 
l:! 

i!5 

lI5+ 

lIIi+ 

BeIaW 
Basic 

! j ~ 
u'. 0 VI 

'5.•8 

RV' 

'.5.9 
RV 
RY 

RV· 

RV 

RV 

: 5.8 

RV 

5.t 
.. RV 

RV 
RV 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 95+ 

95+ 

95+ 

lIIi+ 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 
Limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 95+ 

95+ 

95+ 
lI5+ 

!15+ 

95+ 

Female Students 

Grade Seven Mathematics 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities !IS+ 

limited English Proficient 

Migrant 95+ 

9S+ 

95+ 

RV 

RV 

Male Students 

Female Students 

Grade Seven Science 

Combined Population 100 

100African-American 

Hispanic 

1t11 

100 

100 

IA 
NA 

NA 

Cauca$ian 

Economically Disadvantaged 
Students with Di$8bilitie$ 

limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 

Female Students 

Advanc:Icl' 

J"Jf'g 

. atIow·; 
·.Basic . 

' ·0· If> 

. 78· 

.M 
',82' 

.. RV 

'RV 

RV. 

. ltV 

RV 

'. 
6f 

'RV 

5& 
RV

RV 
RV 

RV 

RY 

'0' : 

'RV '. 
RY 

':0 

• 
RV 

RV 

o· 
0 

33" 
. ·.. RV, 

. .,v 
38 

' . . 41 

. IV.. ': 

IV' 
.22 

4t 

Pft7tICiiiiltBaslc 

j 1·1'0 

17 81 

RV RV 

12 1& 

RV RV 

RV RV 
RV RV 

RV RV 

RV RV 

33 50 

RV RV 

35 47 
RV ,RV 

RV IiV 
RV RV 

RV 'RV 

RV . RV 

Advanced Profideirt.& 

~ j
.c 
oX ~ 

17 

RV 
18 

RV 

RV 
RV 

RV 

RV 

11 

RV 

12 

RV 

RV 
RV 

RV 

RV 

. PlOfidetit Advanced Pil;!icfeDt' .:':~: Baslc ~. Advanced .PI'ofIdent a 
': "hle:' . . ' . ~ril:ed ' 

. - . . 

. AdvanCed 

1:·'1, 1 ~l j'l i 1'·.1:->1(;1': J r·J '1' 1 j' J'r.:.u ... : ..' " "6 .' .:"'..... :' ~ ... " " 

Basic: 

2.8 .... 38:'61 38 ·0: 
RV IN RV ~' ::<'. ···"IV·: 
RV' RV RV ",.; :..~.~ >\ ': " 

.. 33 '38:: ..' ...........
64 3 

T1 24 0 ' Z4~ .' ":' ..'.. 
RV 'RV RV . RV:· ,c: :,;',i.W 

.' ~ ~ .' 

RV RV RV ......ttY."" 
&7 ·33 . o ' , ..18 ·.D,· 

" 

'29 
..... ",42 

.. .RV 

..... RV 

.~ 

:20.. 

50 
RV: 

· .:,.47 

RV 

3.1 

RV 

'·10 . 

'RV 
, 

48 
ti3 . ' 

RV . . 

48 
'.:n.. 

'1lY 

U ··SZ 

0 .' .'37 

RV: . ,ilY 
... 

RV RV RV 'RV 

&4' 32 4.5 ·31 
" 

20 !!O 
· .......
 

88· ·22 
RV RV 

· . 

39 , ···.23' 

32 '8. 
RV':' ':'1N 

RV' 
23 : 

10 .. 

·RV 
23 

20 

58 

RV 

'18 

.RV 

58 

47 

RV 

13 

11 
'RV 

RV 

46 

80 

RV 

.18 

a 

0 

3.1, 

RV 

1.2" 
U 

M· 

RV 

4.5 

D 

, 
0 

RV 

0 

0 
RV 

RV 
0 

D 

".80 

.,' .' 
: '·28 

. ·'0 
. '. 

.21 
" ·RV 
... 

ltv 
.'.27 

20 

': .18' 

.RV 

13 

11 

RV 

RV 
18 

D 

58 

25 

RV
 
RV'
 
r1 

21 

RV 

RV 
22 

28 

..39 

83 

IV
 
RV
 
33' 

'21 

RV 

RV 

44 

22 

5.8 

8.a 
RV 
RV 

9.1 

0 

RV 

RV 

11 
5.6 

'..44' ·c··. ;'.::·0' 

" ........
 . . 

"·42: .:·~··:c··· 
···.··RV,. .;.·.·::·'.RV: 
' .. ·.:0: ',/:::'. 

... 42': ~'~.: ,ai 

" <'.. :41.:~ 
. :'RV ". ··,~·~tw 

,: ' .... " ,'.: 

RV .. ' Il)" 
' . " .. 5051 

. y. . ".. 10' 
.,' . 

31 
.. . :JIV 

10 Source: National Office for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, Univel'5ity of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 
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,v1lM.C__._1\:oII..."--aIo 

IUldA-.......... 

Dislrict Number: 58-47 
District Name: WElNERSD 
Tola/ Number orStudent8 Tested: 26 

Number & Percentage or Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 425 and below

LITERACY 
$CbagJ DiS1I:iJ:l B.egign S1atI 

All Students 

\38nder 
Female 

Male 

Not Indicated 

Eltw1lclty 
A8IanIPacific Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderJEttmidty • Female 
AsianIPacific Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Nallve American 

Caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnicity - Male 
Asian/Pacific Islander 

Afr1can American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

2 527 2.384 
81 71 71 

1 138 633 
71 4_ 41 
1 388 1.747 
91 '01 101 
0 1 4 
0'1 1001 311 

- - ~ra""Au.te_ch. Ex.aticJIIII - - - - - •
DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT
 

COMBINED POPULATION
 

Date atTest: Aprl12009 

Number & Percentage or students Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 426 - 672 Advanced (ADV) 867 and above 

~ CiItI:ict ~ DiI1Iim .Bagjgn SIaIa 
9 2.280 5 1.470 7.305 

35' 31% 191 201 211 

5 889 2 1.001 4,870 
33" 25" 13_ 28" 2911 
4 1.391 3 469 2.434 

36_ 37" 271 13_ 14" 
0 0 0 0 1 
01 0'1 01 01 8" 

0 6 0 15 173 
01 15l1i 38_ 
0 771 

01 35" 
0 113 652 

01 48" 01 7" 91 
0 77 0 25 394 
01 01 13" 14"4'",0 0 6 49 

91"" 01 55" 22" 
5 1,311 6,0359 1.418 

36" 26" 201 24" 26_ 
0 1 0 0 2 
01 501 0'1 0% 91 

0 ,,-2 0 7 101 
01 0% 391 4291 
0 347 0 90 463 
01 44" 01 11" 12' 
0 28 0 14 251 
O'JI, Oll 16" 191 
0 0 

33" 
0 5 n 

01 0% 01 63" 30% 
5 512 2 B85 4.021 

33'l& 19'1& 13'J1 33" 35" 
0 0 
0'11. 0'11. ~ ~ 't~~ 

0 4 0 8 72 
01 18" 01 36" 291 
0 430 0 23 189 
01 521 01 3" 5" 
0 49 0 11 143 
01 47" 0% 11" 10%,0 0 1 16 
01 33" 01 33" 14'1 
4 906 3 426 2.014 

401 331 301 '5" 171 
0 1 0 
01 lntW. ~ ~ nor. 

0 15 39 
501 37" 
1 43 

01 13" 1". 

CopyrlghtC 2009 bI' the Arka_ DepIIlment of EduclIlion. A1ll1g1llB IlI88IVed. 062209 COMPLETE-25607~OOOO 

Number & Percentage or Students
 
Proficient (PRO) 873 - 868
 

SCbQg)State &mgJ DIatl:im RIa/ml SlIIB 
10.526 10 3.038 14.397
 

30'1
 381 421 421 

4.108 7 1.573 7.437 
24_ 47" 44" 44'll
 

6,413
 3 1.465 6.957
 
37"
 271 391 40'1 

5 0 0 3
 
36
 0'1 01 23" 

104 0 19 189 
21_ 0'1 48" 381 

3.403 0 484 2.440
 
45"
 01 301 3l'6,
1,046 69 1,127
 
371
 1001 371 401
 
58
 0 3 106
 
26"
 01 27'll 4,", 

5.908 9 2.462 10.529
 
25'll
 39 45" 45" 
7 0 1 6
 

3l'6
 01 50'J1, 21" 

41 0 9 87
 
17"
 01 50'1 36" 

1.545 0 286 1,467 
01 361' 391 

431
4'" 

0 40 597
 
32"
 01 471 44"
 
22
 0 3 52
 
201
 O'JI, 381 48" 

7 1,234 5.2332.068 
181, 471 46" 45" 

~ 1~ 
1 

1 . 't't'l3311: 

63 0 10 102
 
25"
 0'1 45" 41"
 

1,B58
 0 198 973
 
49lt1
 01 24" 26"
 

615
 1 29 529
 
4l'6
 100'1 28" 36'1
 
36
 0 0 54
 
32"
 01 01 47' 

3.839 2 1.228 5.295
 
32'16
 201 44'11 441 

0?w. ~tW.;>~ 
142 1 41 122
 

42%
 501 36" 36" 

0 
0'1 
0 
Olli 
0 
01 
0 
01 
2 
81 
0 
01 

0 
0'1 

237 
15" 
1B 
10'1 
1 
911 

271 
5" 
0 
01 

25 
5" 

1,065 
14" 

Z3Z 
8" 

10 
4_ 

1,045 
4" 
7 

321 

0 0 13 
01 01 5" 
0 66 302 
01 8" 8" 
0 3 63 
01 4" 5% 
0 0 2 
01 01 2" 
1 69 253 
7" 3" 21 

0 0 
~ 0'11. 0'11. 

0 0 12 
01 0% 5" 
0 171 763 
0'1 2" 201 
0 15 169 
01 14" 121 
0 1 8 
01 33'll 7" 
1 201 791 

101 7" 7" 
0 0 4 
mr. 01 40'11. 
0 16 38 
01 14" 11" 

c:embnd PopuIalia1IncUiB6 all I\UdentS l8IIlMl llllllePlllloee d-.lftecl as 111 Veer LEP. 
~ra1 PopuI8lIcn dolls IICIllndudll RIdel'da 1¥\'Ill8lll clllll1l8d as IEP, LeP, or H~ Mobile. 
PAGE: 10 
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- - - - -- - - - - - ~rad~AU9=ted_Ch. ExMticMIIIAt~TAAP DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT 
",-~.........-"'"
 

-~",-". COMBINED POPULATION 
Distrid NUmber: 56-07 
Dlslrid Name: WEINER SD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 26 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 621 and below 

MATHEMATICS 
SmaaI DImk:l Beaim StIle 

PM students 5 1.305 5,972 
19fo 181 175 

Gender 
Female 2 507 2.438 

13' 14' 14\ 
Male 3 797 3.528 

27' 21' 201 
Not Indicated 0 1 6 

01 1001 461 
EthnicIty 

AslanIPadftc Islander 0 1 53 
01 3'1 1" 

African American 0 540 2,509 
01 34% 33'lL 

Hispanic a 
Oll 

42 
221 

555 
201 

Native American 0 4 28 
Oll 36' 121 

Caucasian 5 718 2.821 
201 13'!1i 12' 

Not Indicated 0 0 8 
all all 361 

GenderlEthnicily - Female 
AalanlPaciftc Islander 0 0 24 

Oll Oll 101' 
African American 0 212 1.030 

01' 27\ 271 
Hispanic 0 

all 
12 
141 

228 
171 

Native American 0 
Oll 

2 
25,. 

12,,,, 
Caucasian 2 281 1,144 

131 101 lOll 
Not Indicated 0 0 0 

ll'l ll'l ll'l 

GenderlEthnlcity • Male 
Asian/Pacific Islander 0 

01 
1 
5' 

29 
121 

African American 0 328 1.479 
()!(, 4()!(, 391 

Hispanic 0 
0% 

30 
291 

326 
221 

Native American 0 2 14 
0% 67'l1 12% 

Caucasian 3 436 1.675 
3aw. 16\ 14' 

Not Indicated 0 
()!(, 

0 
cw. 

5
"rw. 

Migrant 0 
Oll 

30 
26' 

83 
24' 

CorNIiI1lld PopuIaIicn 1nc1ude18U .......l8I18d -=ept ~~ 18 1IlY_LEP.
 

Number & percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 822 - 672 

SCbgQf C1&fljg BIgign Sta1tl 
4 1,156 5.221 

151 16" 15" 

2 568 2,599 
13' 16' 15' 

2 588 2.620 
181 16' 15'1' 
0 0 2 
01 01 15,.. 

0 1 45 
Oll 31 91 
0 326 1.533 
01 20ll. 20ll 
0 41 525 
01 221 19'1 
0 0 41 
0\ Oll 181 
4 787 3,071 

la, 14' 131 
0 1 a 
01 SOl 27% 

0 0 24 
01 01 ,mr. 
0 180 821 
01 231 22Y> 
0 18 250 
Oll 21' 191 
0 0 24 
01 Oll 28 
2 370 1,479 

13' 14' 13' 
0 1 

~ 0'1. 33ll. 

0 1 21 
O'li 51 8' 
0 146 712 
all 18% 191 
0 23 275 
()!(, 22% 191 
0 0 17 
0'1 01' IS' 
2 417 1,592 

201 15' '3" 
0 1 3 
lW. 1QO!. 30'1. 
0 24 71 
Oll 21% 2" 

Date of Teat: AprIl 2009 

Number & Percentage of students
 
Proficient (PRO) 673 - 763
 

SdlI::lm .DiIlrid Begign StIlI 
12 2,578 11,411 
46\ 351 3311 

8 
53' 

1.344 
37,. 

5,917 
35' 

4 1,234 5.490 
36'4 331 31% 
0 0 4 
all all 311 

0 15 140 
Oll 3S'r. 291 
0 550 2.388 
Oll 345 321 
1 6& 1,016 

100ll 351 361 
0 3 74 
01 271 33" 

11 1.943 7,788 
44' 36'4 33'1' 
0 1 7 
all SOl 32% 

0 7 74 
Oll 3~ 311 
0 287 1.308 
01 36,. 35% 
0 34 523 
01 401 39'1 
0 2 40 
01 25' 371 
8 1,013 3.971 

531 
0 

3811 
1 

341, 
0'1. 101W. 31¥. 

0 8 66 
01 36'4 271 
0 283 1,080 
01 32' 2~ 

1 32 493 
lOOll 311 34" 

0 1 34 
Oll 331 301 
3 930 3.815 

301' 34" 32% 
0 0 2 
O'JI. Q'Il, 20'J1. 
2 38 1'9 

100'J1j 331 35' 

Number & Petcentage of Students
 
Advanced (AD\') 764 and abo\le
 

&:mlo.I DiaIdl3 .BIgiQn S!ItI 
5 2.276 12.008 

1111 311 35' 

3 1.182 6,094 
201 33,. 36' 

2 
18,.. 

1,094 
29% 

5.913 
34' 

0 0 1 
01 Oll 8l 

0 23 253 
Oll 581 52' 
0 195 1,130 
Oll 12\ 15! 
0 40 703 
01 211 25' 
0 4 82 
01 36,. 371 
5 2,014 9.839 

20ll 371 42' 
0 0 1 
01 01 5' 
0 11 120 
01 &1" SOl 
0 '10 618 
01 141 16' 
0 21 341 
01' 251' 2S~ 

0 4 33 
01 501 30' 
3 1.036 4.981 

20ll 3811 43 
0 0 1 
O'JI. 0'1. 33 

0 12 133 
O'li 55' 53 
0 85 512 
Oll 101 1~ 

0 19 36. 
O'A ' 1ll'A 2! 
0 0 41 
O'li O'li 4; 
2 978 4.85: 

201 35% 4' 
0 0 , 
()!(, 0'1. I 

0 23 6 
01 201 2 

Groenll PllpuI8IICln doItIl"d lncIucle IIuderU who -.cla&IIIed uiEP. lEP. or HlQIIIY MolIile. Ccpyrilttl0 200ll by lIleArk8n8U Dep8l\'Ml'ltOf EdUClltion. All" reeerve<l. 062209 COMPLETE-25607000-o000000 
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Case 3:10-cv-00138-JMM   Document 3-3    Filed 06/30/10   Page 58 of 91



I - - - - - J-=OOLmBER .7~P - ..- - - - - SCHOOL NAME - WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL - 
DISTRICT NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and SUbgroup 

. IleIaw '., .~. '.BItIi:iW'.. Bas~Bask Ptoficient Advanced ~.,Proficient AdIIanced Proficient ~ Proficitnt Advanced :FioIicient & 

Grade Eight Literacy 

Percent 
Tested Below 

2007·08 . Basic 

J 12 l·)~ 

Basic 

j ~ 
~u 

VI 

Combined Population 95f. U 10 . 

10 

&.7 

RV 

19 

D 

33 

35 

27 

RV 

38 

29 

45 

46 

RV 
RV 

44 

4& 

African-American 

Hispanic !15+ 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 

!15+ U 

U+ 8.7 
95+ RY 
95f. 

95f. 

Limited Eng/ish Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students lI5+ 0 

95f. . 7.1 

95+ 23 

Female Students 

Grade Eight Mathematics 

Combined F'opulation 

Afrkan--Amerlcan 

95+ 

95+ 24 

95f. n 
15+ . .AV 

lI5+ 

15+ 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 

Limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 95+ . 31 

Female Students 95f. 14 

95+ 10 

95+ 
95f. 
95+ ' 7.1 

95+ RY 
95+ RY 
!15+ 

95+ 

95+ 11 

!15+ 0 

Grade Eleven Literacy 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 

Limited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 

Female Students 

U'··73 13 10 10 41.. ' 40 ' ..18... l":::.:.:~ ..: 33 '44 o .• "44 
RV RV' RV M. RV' 'RV RV IN ." .}Ry' RV .RV, RV·· . :.,RV 

'RV RV RV RV RJ' '.': ·..·'.RV RV . RVRY .IW, 
AV, RV .~ RV .... ··RV ", ...:.IW' RV .: 'RV RV . .. RV. 

'81 0 81 10 20 ' 50 zo· M : ':' ·.~7 . 17' 55 11 8l 
...84 29 ~ 1,1 0 31 55 91 :~; :1~ 25 51 13 :13.' 

~,:. '.. ' ', .. ,... ,'. 
" 

....... :':,47.'
43 0 43 21 38 Z9 4.1 ·....·33 12 32: 8.8 41

'.~: 8liisic' .Advailcid' . Basic . ~. 

:w),1 J .11 1.1· ~ ! II ] j·.l.:·f:.~ 1,,1 ;~'lll ~ .l'I'. l .i! 
'~" c. ..,' oXVIC VI . :~.'..<.. ~ 

73 13 f1 .' 9.5 9.5 43 38 :Bf _., .•1. 21 53' 12 

",:'. ", 

." .c::.R\t,RV:' RV RV RV '.' ,.RV RV RV RV.- ......,. 
72 14 ' .. to, 10 .40 40 81 :::<':.'::;~- Z2 .' . ' 51 13 

.. 
' .. :. 

RV RV RV RV ':0 .,0.: "'.:.IW'. 
41 0 ; 41 .'" . 44'30 35' 30 5 '~, 

',- I 

30 . . '.. 58o . If1 If1 20 '58 0 :.:',':; ...;~' 

RV' RV RV RV 'R.Y:'RV RV RV· :',": ,'"
.::.:;..RV': 

RV' AV' RV RV' . JW' 
'BV RV RV' RV .. "Rv 

, . i ,:·AV 

81 0 '31 ...... ~"38" 30 ao 11 . ··40' 

tJ: '.' .,: :83·57 0 57 '0 41 13 0 

. ,.. 
45 D .45 " . ,(11'4.Z 33 83 0 83 

.. .. : ..<AV., . 
.' :'. :.flY: 

4.2 33 13 0 . G,. :' ""j~ 

RV RV RV 

4& 0 46 

RV RV RV RV '. RV'. '."',"15 ' 
':"R¥.RV RV Rv RV .RV 

'RV 
RV RV RV 

. ···.RvRV RV RV RV .·M 
7.1 36 57 0 . 57, ",1738 G 38 

·'8.7'0 30 7tI 0 7tI54 0 54 

ACMncId 

1::W
·.l...•
 
:.n· 

RV 
13 . 

11 

RV 
RV 
RV· 

17 

U 

19 

RV 
RV 

17 
23 

RV 
RV 

RV' 

42 

0 

.' 

RV' RV .... ~. 

1.4 .. "44"'.,28 

RV
 

RV
 
:RY 
38 

2S 

111 

AV 

. RV. 

13 
12. 

'RV 
., RV 

.RV 
83 

.87 

0 ':-0 
RV RV 

RV .RV 

AV. RV 
11 '50 
B.3 . 31 

7.4 .. 70 

RV .RV 

RV ltV 
8.3 . " ,71 

• 12 
RV ,AV 

RV RV 
BV . RV 

U 42 

6.7 93 

Source: National Office for Research. Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 

Book PI 

.68 

11 
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- - ~raoWAU.ted'IRCh~Ex"tio_A~AAIP DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT
"'..._ea...........T.......A-,O 

- - - - 
-~-,.,... .. COMBINED POPULATION 

DlstIlct Number: 58-07 
District Name: WEINERSD 
Total Number of Students Tested: 33 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Below Basic (BEL) 508 and below

LITERACY 
Sd3Cal CIstEk:t B8Qi«1 Slate 

All Students 

Gender 
Female 

Male 

Not Indicated 

Et/YIlcity 
Asia~PacI!lc Islander 

Alifcan American 

HIspanic 

NalNe American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Genderl£thniCl~ • Female 
Asia~P8Clfic slander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

GenderlEthnicity - Male 
Asian/PaCifIc Islander 

African American 

Hispanic 

Native American 

caucasian 

Not Indicated 

Migrant 

0 505 2.283 
0\ 7' 71 

0 135 611 
0\ 4'14" 
0 366 1.661 
0\ 101 lOll 
0 4 11 
01 67' 61" 

0 1 32 
0\ ~ 6'" 
0 223 982 
0'1 14% 13'" 
0 17 233 
O'I! 9'11 9'lo 
0 2 11 
O'l 8", 4'" 
0 262 1.016 
0'1 5" 4'" 
0 0 9 
O'l 451""
 
0 0 11 
O'I! 0% 4'" 
0 66 283 
0\ 8" 7'" 
0 4 72 
0\ 511 6'"
0 0 3 
0'1 0lI 3'" 
0 65 241 
0\ 21 2% 

0 1 
~ CllI ~~.. 

0 1 21 
0\ 6' ll'lf> 
0 153 695 
0lI 19" 19'1 
0 13 161 
0\ 11'1 11' 
0 2 8 
0\ 13'l1o 6' 
0 197 775 
0lI 11 6' 

~ 
0 
0'4 

1 
25'" 

0 14 44 
01 16" 15" 

Cantined Papulation Inc:IUdIs IIIIl1ld81U lMllId ellIl8Pt'- d8SBllied lIS 11tV_LEP. 
GennI PopJlIlIon dallll nat Include stueIenII who - dlllli1leclaa IEP. LEP, or H~ MoIlIle. 
PAGE: 10 

SCbaaI 

Copyrlgl'lt 0 2009 by lhe AtkoInI8& Oepartmenl d EcIuc8lion. All tilt4S 18Sl!rV8d. 

Number & Percentage of Students 
Basic (BAS) 507 - 699 

SdJggI Qimiel .BegimJ State 
10 1.633 7.503 
30\ 23" 22'1 

1 637 2.837 
10'1 1III 17' 
9 996 4.664 

39tl 27'l6 27" 
0 0 2 
all 01 111 

0 1 92 
0'1 31 1III 
0 597 2.678 
0'1 37' 38% 
0 46 714 
0\ 23'" 28% 
0 5 53 
0\ 21" 22% 

10 984 3.964 
32'" 181 17'l6 

0 0 2 
O'I! 0% 101 

0 0 38 
0'1 0% 15" 
0 284 1.205 
0'1 361 321 
0 '1 282 
0'1 13" 22% 
0 2 18 
0\ 22' 15" 
1 

11' 
340 
13" 

1.294,," 
0 0 0 
rnr. rnr. O'lr. 

0 1 54 
O'I! 6% 21" 
0 313 1.473 
0'1 391 4011 
0 35 432 
0lI 301 3011 
0 3 35 
01 20'1 28'1 
9 644 2.670 

411 24'5 22'l1o 
0 0 0 
0'1 rnr. O'lr. 

0 26 82 
01 291 28" 

DateofTesl: April 2001 

Number & Percentage of students Number & Percentage of Students
 
Proficient (PRO) 700·913
 Advanced (ADV) 914 and aboVe 

DlatticI BagiQIl S1IItB SJmgI DIliIltt BIgim1 .SIiU 
19 3.454 16.485 4 1.662 7.923 
sa", 48'JL 48'" 12% 231' 23' 

7 1.713 8,208 2 1.090 5.069 
701 481 49tl 20\ 301 3011 
12 1.740 8.274 2 571 2.652 
52% 47' 47'l6 9'1 16" 16~ 

0 1 3 0 1 2 
all 01 17'l6 11~17' 17' 

0 15 204 0 Hi 174 
0\ 47'l6 411 0'1 471 35~ 
1 633 3,196 0 147 640 

100'l6 40!f, 43'11 O'I! 9\ M 
0 98 1.315 1 37 448 
0\ 491 491 100'l6 19'16 17' 
0 12 127 0 5 55 
0\ 5Ql1, 52'11 0'1' 211 22~ 

18 2.695 3 1.458 6.605" .635
58% 501 50\ 10\ 27" 2M 
0 1 6 

"" 
0 0 1 

100'!! 401 0% O'I! 5~ 

0 7 110 
0'1' 5091 36' 
0 7 86 

0'1' 50'1' 45~ 

0 344 1.849 0 94 444 
0'11 44'" 49'1 0\ 12" 1211 
0 49 660 1 18 276 
0'1 601 51'" 1001 22% 21" 
0 3 59 0 4 40 
0\ 33'l1o 491 01 44. 3311 
7 1.310 5.550 1 967 4.199 

78' 49\ 491 11' 3~ 3711 
0 0

~ ~ R~" ~ rnr. M 

0 8 116 0 6 64 
0'1 44'" 45' 0lI 44'16 25' 
1 289 1.347 0 53 196 

1001 36" 36' 0'11 7% 5' 
0 49 655 0 19 172 
01 421 4~ 0lI 16% 12' 
0 9 68 0 1 15 
0\ 601 54% 0lI 7% 12\ 

11 1,385 6.085 2 490 2.405 
501 

~ 
2 

67" 

51'5 51'11 9'J(, 1ll'lf> 20\ 
0 

~ O'lr. ~ 
46 155 
~ 7~" 

1 4 15 
51' 52'1 33' 4' 5 

062209 COMPLETE·256070D0-000OOOO 
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A~AAfP
 - - -era~ugfllled ~hrrIM:x~tio" 
Ar"'_~T"""_IDI.l, 

-~,,,,,,,. 

DlItrIct Number: 58.07 
District Name: WEINERSD 
Total Number or Students Tesled: 33 

Number & Percentage of Studerrts Number & Percentage of Students Number & Percentage ofStudents 
Below Basic (BEL) 654 and below

MATHEMATICS 
SdJggI DiIIrict BIgi,QD state 

All Stuclents 7 1,773 7.922 
211 241 23\ 

GenCler 
Female 1 797 3.598 

10% 22% 221 
Male 6 972 4.309 

261 261 251 
Not Indicated 0 4 15 

01 87% 831 
Ethnlcity 

AsianIPacillc Islander 0 2 97 
01 61 191 

Aft1can American 1 745 3.389 
100% 47' 451 

Hispanic 0 48 764 
01 241 281 

Native American a 6 49 
os 251 201 

Caucasian 6 972 3.609 
191 11111 161 

Not Indicated 0 0 14 
0'lI 0% 70% 

GenderlEthnlCi~ - Female 
AslanlPacific slander a a 43 

O'JI O'JI 171 
African American 0 349 1.592 

0% 44" 42'l 
Hispanic a 18 348 

0% 2211 271 
Native American 0 2 20 

01 221 171 
caucasian 1 428 1.593 

11 " 16' 14% 
Not Indicated 0 2 

~ cw. 87'1. 

GenderlEthnicily. Male 
AsianlPacitic Islander a 2 54 

O'JI 11' 211 
African American 1 392 1.793 

1QOlf, 4~ 4811 
Hispanic 0 30 416 

O'JI 26' 29\l1 
Native American 0 .. 29 

O'JI 2n 23' 
Caucasian 5 544 2.016 

23" 20% 171 
Not IndicatecI 0 1 

~ O¥. 25'1 
Migrant 1 31 105 

33'1 341 35" 

Di&lIk:I B8gign 

9 1.172 
271 181 

3 580 
301 161 
e 591 

261 161 
0 1 
01 171 

a 4 
01 131 
a 308 
0% 191 
0 43 
0% 22% 
0 4 
O'JI 171 
9 812 

291 lSI 
a 1 
01 1001 

0 4 
01 291 
0 156 
0% 20" 
0 19 
011 23,. 
0 1 
O'JI 111 
3 400 

331 15' 
a a 
0'Jl, 0'Jl, 

0 0 
01 01 
0 152 
01 19% 
0 24 
01 211 
a 3 
0" 201 
6 412 

27" 15" 

~ ~ 
0 22 
01 24\ 

Ccmb/necI PopuIlltiOllInclUdllll au eIUdenl8lNtee18lCC1Pllllose CIaMlfted as 1.Y_U!'P. 

G8rI8l1lI PopuIalIon CICleS not includIIl1UdeIlts who - c:lIssiIIecIu IEP. lEP. or HigNy Mabile. 
PAGe: 1 

DISTRICT SUMMARY REPORT - - - - - I 

COMBINED POPULATION 

Date of Test: AprIl 2009 

State SCI::ImlI 
5,251 

15" 

2.583 
151 

2.667 
151 
1 
61 

56 
'11 

1.433 
191 

482 
18'11 
40 
1611 

3.237 
141 
3 

15" 

29 
12' 

752 
20% 

244 
19% 
21 
1st 

1,537 
14" 
0 
O¥. 

27 
111 

681 
1st 

238 
17' 
19 
15" 

1.700 
14" 

2 
.liM 

63 
211 

Number & percentage Of Students
 
Advancec:l (ADV) 802 and above
 

~ DiIIlicl BI\Ji.QD Stall 
3 1.497 7.802 
91 2'1 23" 

1 782 3.889 
10% 22'11 231 
2 715 3.913 
III 191 221 
a a a 
01 01 01 

0 15 180 
01 471 361 
a 103 508 
Olf, 61 71 
a 28 380 
0'lI 141 141 
0 3 48 
0% 131 201 
3 1,348 6.686 

10'1 251 291 
a a 0 
0% 01 01 

a 7 90 
0% 501 361 
0 65 282 
Oli 8" 71 
a 7 169 
Oli 91 13' 
0 1 25 
0" 11\ 21% 
1 702 3.323 

1'" 261 291 

~ ~ 
a 
lW. 

a 8 90 
O'JI 44\ 35\ 
0 38 226 
01 5'11 61 
a 21 211 
0% 18" 15. 
a 2 23 
0'lI 13\ 1811 
2 646 3.363 
91 24' 2811 

~ a a 
tW. tl'I 

a 6 28 
011 7' 9'1 

SCI:Ulm 

Basic (BAS) 655 - 699 PfolIcient (PRO) 700 - 801 

DiIIri.cl RIgiQD StalB 
14 2.812 13.219 
421 391 391 

5 1.416 &.855 
50% 401 401 
9 1.395 6.562 

391 38% 381 
a 1 2 
O'JI 1'" "" 
0 11 169 
0% 341 341 
0 444 2,16& 
0' 281 291 
1 79 1,084 

1QOlf, 
0 
0' 

401

l'461 

401 
109 
441 

13 2.267 9.688 
421 421 421 
a 0 3 
01 01 15' 

a 3 85 
01 2'1 341 
0 218 1.155 
0" 21111 311 
1 38 529 

1001 481 411 
a 5 54 
01 581 45\ 
4 1.152 4.831 

44" 431 43'.11 

~ ~ 1 
.1.1~ 

0 8 84 
01 441 33'1 
a 226 1.011 
0" 28'1 271 
a 41 555 
01 351 391 
0 e 55 
0" 40" 44' 
9 1.114 4.856 

41" 4'" 4196 

?w. ~ 1 
'5~ 

2 31 100 
671 34% 341 

COpyrt~ 02009 by the AtlcanSes Deparlmentof EducalIan. All rI!IIlI reseMd. 062209 COMPLETE·25607QOO.OOOOOOO 
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...- - - - - .'1ii\IM." '. ,,;, 'r.i:t~~' ""'::,;c·:."~;;~':·M~ SCHOOL NUMBER - 56-07-031 ---------- -.'. . ~',",,;;',~;c:~:i;' {~(I. ~~ci~~~ :~~I~~~ ~~~~~T~~iRfgt°OL 
INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT Criterion Referenced Achievement by Grade and SUbgroup 

End-of-<:ourse Algebra I 

Percent 
Tested 

2007·08 

I .g 
~ 

Bebv 
' BlSie 

JI 
3.1 

3.2 

0 

.RV 

RV 
U 

0 

8 

D 

RY 

a 
8 

Combined Population 95+ 

African-American 
!15+ 

lI5+ 

95+ 

95+ 

95+ 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economi<:ally Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 
Limited English Proficient 

Migrant 95+ 

95+ 

95+ 

Male Students 

Female Students 

End-of·Course Geometry 

Combined Population 95+ 

African-Americ:an 

Hispanic 95+ 

95+ 

lI5+ 

·95+ 

95+ 

95+ 

95+ 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 

Umited Engli$h Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 
Female Students lI5+ 

100 

100 
108 
180 

NA 

End-of-Course Biology 

Combined Population 

African-American 

Hispanic 

Caucasian 

Economically Disadvantaged 

Students with Disabilities 
Umited English Proficient 

Migrant 

Male Students 

Female Students NA 

or1 

SetOw . SlSie Proficient Advanced PiOiidiirt'fj :.' 'Bilow\ ' Bask ' .ProficIint Advancecl ~&9asic Profic:iint Advanced ~'a 
.. 'BasiCMiwed
 , .'. AMnc:td'·>:eIsic'. AdvlirIad .
 

~ ... 1:~1 j ~ ,',',:f J'I I i'I"I'~ 0
j ) j 'oX1 a

tl ,I I', 'J-i'l i5
j .I " ,1' J ·i ~ l'r ;,':':, : ,)I is .' 1:5: 

, 

. . " 

28 &3 16 69 8.3 50. aa 4.2 . ',,,.: ':""" ,.7...., 30 ':48 15 
RV, . ,.RV RV RV . , ,!"I ... "".

:RV RV RY RV RV . :.;,',
" 

'RV' RY RV RV "R¥ 
; .... .. 

~.1 4& ' 41 4.5 •• ;.. .: ,·,t.: 32, .52 18 ,,28 .55 1& '71 
" .,
 

31 82 7.7 88
 '. ,,:4tr. ;' ::,;:,13' o : ',' &30 60 ·aa 10 
" ", -, 33 53 

RV .RY RV AV "'" .,·:~V· RV RV' RY .:~' 

·RV RV ·M RV· .' R~ 

AV RY RV BY '.' RY.: 
··:.·i·:~RY. RY RV RY 'RV 

RV RY RV RV' RV RV RV RV , ,BY" ' ',:"'8¥' BV RV RY RV 
21 41 24 as 75 IS 8 ',' 

, 
25'

" ',,1.1, 43 ~ 14 &0' 
".:.; :1.7.rr 67 6.7 73. 17 25 ,Ill U H.' 15 &2 15 tt . , 

• 
, .' : . " . " 

'.: ,; 822 50 21 11 44 3& 12 ·4818 35 21 511: 
.:.' '.,.. ' :,' 

."".$1: BY, KY RV " ," KY.,. ;23 48 29 77 . 35 3Ii Z1 " 'iii': "", i.a 4& 81 u '48 
AV AV RV IV '·.AV· RY AV' BY ".: .~:~. 40:'·:38 13 ' '.47,flY" 

. AV, ",.;'.:.' RY "RV RV' ·RVM RV RV ".: ltV 
' ' ;';',)lV, RV 'RY RV 'R¥ . .' . 

" . " ·'·".:RV, BY 'RY RV ' AV, 

15 ,39 4& .. :':,,;~ 42 . "42 I.a':1.1 38 2S 31 '51 

'. 
.',15 31 4& 7.7 . 54 " ,7;7 48 

"

"31 15 ' -41,26 58 1. 74' 

45 1. 18 21 
" '.

' ,. 

';, ·.as 45 10 10 " .. 21 
. :'. '44, 38 &.3 13, ,.19 

.' 'IV RV RV RV .. IV 
. 

25 66 0 19 11.. 31 23 0 23 

12 Source: National Office for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville, The standard for achievement in ManSlls is Proficient. 
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----- -' ~" .~, .....~ "G8:~I~lt)'i":"·'~£;)'>i.C'::; SCHOOL.BER.7-0P - 
~~::::.~;:'WP.4ti.~~ SCHOOL NAME - WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL - - I 

.. .... ...." ~::":':'~!lof,~".\ DISTRICT NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 
INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT
 

School 'Dlstrid State School ·Oistitd' Stste School .... ~.. State 

Norm-Referenced Test" .. ..;.. 
" ", 

Grade One Reading Comprehension 
,', 

49 .49 41. , .. 
Grade One Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation 42 " a 48 

Grade Two Reading Comprehension ' . 34 34 41' .. . ": 

Grade Two Math Problem Solving and Data Interpre1ation ~ , " 32 .' 32:'. 4' 
Grade Three Reading Comprehension 59 59 &1 62 "'~" &t 57 .. 57::' . 48 

Grade Three Math Probl8n SoNing and Data Interpretation 6S 65 14 114 , :' '114. 61 13 ' " , 83' . 58 
Grade Four Reading Comprehension 73 73 1I8 68 " '''&8 " ; &2 71 '71 64 

Grade Four Math Problem Solvino and Data Interpretation 74 74 67 71 .; J2 65 &1 " ~ &5 
Grade rrve Reading Comprehension 67 17 59 75 .'1& 10 52 52' . 5& 

Grade Five Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation &4 64 63 73 73 62 33 .33 &1 

Grade Five Science 37 
. '. 

.' f1 .'. 52 

Grade Silt Reading Comprehension 52 52, 52 6G 
.. eo 51 53 ' 53; 46 

Grade Six Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation 59 59' &9 63 .53.', 57 73 ,'.',73. &4 

Grade Seven Reading Comprehension 83 51 :47 52 . :ft . 53 

~rade Seven Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation B7 56 :::a '; 17 31 5& 

Grade Seven Science ·48 54 
Grade Eight Reading Comprehension 5& 51 " : 57" 58 43' 53 

Grade Eight Math Problem Solving and Data Interpretation 49 51 ,'59 51 :54 .'. ' 64 

Grade Nine Reading Comprehension ,42 48 J2 47 .....','. 41 
Grade Nine Math Concepts and Problem Solving 41 53 18 53 .. ~ 

83 

American College Test " '. 

Mathematics 22.2 28.3 .20.& 20.4 '18;9 28.71 

English 24 21.1 .. 22.2:: ; 21 .19.8 21.25 

Reading , .~... 21.8 ·~.B' 22.03 

Science '22.'1"'· 21.1 .. '1.9.7. 21.25 
Composite 23.1 20.8 ,·.21'.1.... 20.8 ·'11.1· 28.91 

Number of Students Taking p.JJ Courses Zf1 16,. 411: " 23,471 •• 16,• 
Number of Advanced Placement (AP) Exams Taken 32 24,887 '45: 25,7&3 •• 28,142 

Number of p.JJ Exams with Scores of 3, 4, or 5 2 &,762 0 0 7,83. J' 7,967 
No Child Left Behind Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 

Year One of School Improvement iii II 107 N Ii . 114 iii '.0 . 104 
Year mo of School Improvement N D 80 N ii, . 63 N I 88 

Corrective Action N 0 9lI N 0 73 N D 58 

Restructur;n~ N 0 32 N 0 79 N 0 124 

')ource: National Office for Research. Measuremcntand Evaluation Systems, Univerliity of Arkansas at fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas Is Proficient. 
*Note: Norm-Referenced test used for 2005·2006 and 2006-2007 was the ITBS. SAT-l0 was used for 2007-2008. 19 

BookPl 
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.ACCREDITATION HISTORY
•
 

I Weiner School District 
AndI 

Delight School District 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Weiner Sehool District 06-07 07-88 08-09 
District Office 
Weiner Elementary School C C P 
Weiner High School P C P 

Delieht School District 06-07 07-08 08-D9 
District Office 
Delight Elementary School A C A 
Delight High School C C A 
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--------------------------------------------------------------------------------

- - ---

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008) 

)1 Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 1 
: 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

::ifnty: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY 
=Ir===========c================================================================= 

!~7-2008 Status:
 
~~iew Date: Comments:
 

"It----------------------------------------------------------------------------

"~------------~----------------------------------------------------------------
!1b6-2007 Status:
 
teview Date: Comments:
 

~IF:=:=:::=::::=:=====:===:::=:=:::::::::::::::::::::::=====:===:::::======::::: 

-1----------------------------------------------------------------------------
! 05-2006 Status:
 
~IView Date: Comments:
 

: ==:::====:==::==========::====================:::===:::::::::=::::===:::::::::
 

I	 Enrollment- K 20 
1 20
 
2 25
 
3 28
 
4 20
I 
5 28
 

I 
6 25
 
7 34
 
8 38
 
9 23
 

10 27


I 11 30
 

I 
12 22 
EE 0 
8M 

0

0 
55 0 
13 

Ital enrollment for 56-07-000: 340 

FTE Totals-

Counselor 1. 00
 
Principal 1.00
I	 Asst. Principal 0.00 
Library/Media 1.00 

I Staff Development Hours: 
Total Book Volume: 

I
 
I
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-

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

- - ---

I 

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS· REPORT (2007-2008)

·1 Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 2

: 56-07-031 School: WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
==~===============================~=============================~============ 

,	 7-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED
 
iew Date: Comments:
 

11----------------------------------------------------------------------------

3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
 
..... TERESA E COUNTRYMAN
 
130 Reading Grade 5
 

1_---------------------------------------------------------------------------
6-2007 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED
 

eview Date: Comments: J WILLETT WRONG SSN/CITE ALP SP ED
 

11::::=:====::=:=::=:::::==::=::==:=:=:::=::=::=::::=:==:::=:=:::=:=::=:=:::===
 

JI----------------------------------------------------------------------------
005-2006	 Status: ACCREDITED 

Il·~~~=~~~~~:::==~::::=:~~~~~~~~=::=:====:===:=::::::==:::=:=:::::::=::=:=::===:
 
1	 Enrollment- K 20 

1 20 

1	 
2 25 
3 28 
4 20 
5 28 

1	 6 25 
7 0 
8 0 

1	 
9 0 

10 0 
11 0 
12 0 

1	 
EE 0 
SM 0 
SS 0 

Ital	 
13 0 

enrollment for 56-07-031: 166 

FTE Totals-

Counselor 0.50
1	 Principal 0.50 
Asst. Principal 0.00 
Library/Media 0.50

1	 Staff Development Hours: 60 
Total Book Volume: 5324 

1 
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------------------------------------------------------------------------------

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)


I Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 3
 

11-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 
:view Date: Comments: 

It---------------------------------------------------------------------------

. • JOB"'TiOT CERT 
•••• MARY
 E


09/01/2009
PHILPOT 

• 

: 

I,I

40 Instrumental Music Grade 7
 

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
MARY E PHILPOT 

40 Instrumental Music Grade 8 

I
 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009 
~Y E PHILPOT 

il000 Instrumental Music I 

.1 ---------------------------------------------
106-2007 Status: ACCREDITED - PROBATIONARY
"r'ew Date: 10/15/2007 Comments: 

._--------------------------------------------------------------------------

10 SECONDARY COURSES 

10 SECONDARY COURSES 

I
 
E

313 JOB NOT CERTr · 
100 Career Orientation 

09/01/2008
 
MORGAN
 RUFF
 

ACCREDITED-CITED
 
---------------------1 Status:5-2006 

-.- -
eview Date: Comments: 

11:=::==::====::===:=========:==:=::=:=:::::::::=::===::=::=::=::::=:::=:=::::=
 

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2007 
I • JAROD L WRIGHTI )00 Algebra ]: 

_
 

I
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I

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

,1 Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 4 

:56-07-032 . School: WEINER HIGH SCHOOL 
=======-=====.==~=====================.=============== ======================= 

Enrollment- K o1 
1 
1 
I 
1'fal enrollment for 

FTE Totals

1 

1 o 
2 o 
3 o 
4 o 
5 o 
6 o 
7 34 
8 38 
9 23 

10 27 
11 30 
12 22 
EE o 
SM o 
SS o 
13 o 

56-07-032: 174 

Counselor 
Principa.l 
As~t. Principal
Library/Media 

I
 Staff Development Hours:
 
Total Book Volume: 

I 
I 
1 
1 
I 
1
 
1
 
1
 

0.50 
0.50 
0.00 
0.50 

60 
5720 
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----------------------------------------------------------------------------

CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

I Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 1
 
. 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
'Ity: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY 
================:======z========================~===== ====================== 

NO SCHOOL NURSE 
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

I 
;=======2=====~==================================================;=:=;z===~==== 

~l 56-07-031 School: WEINER ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
: ========~==========================~============~=~=== ====================== 

107-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED!I'ew Date: Comments: 

, JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010.1 BELINDA D GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION;120 

~ 16 GRADE LEVEL
 
, ££ I I BELINDA D GREGORY WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 
; 30 

l17 NOT HOT . 
BELINDA D GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

~ 10

, I. 
117 NOT HOT 

BELINDA D GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
.... 20
 

I 

17 NOT HQT
E BELINDA 0 GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

710 

17 NOT HOT 
• BELINDA D GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

110 

NOT HOT 
L BELINDA D GREGORY CORRECTED EXCEPTION~710.7 NOT HOT 

_ WILMA B GREENO CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
33110
 

.~ NOT HQT 

.. WILMA B GREENO CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
33120

17 NOT HQT
F WILMA B GREENO CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
:Jr210 

i&7 NOT HQT 
........ WILMA B GREENO CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
• 710 

:!lJ.6 GRADE LEVEL 
•••,.... CHRISTOPHER B VANAMBURG WRONG GRADE LEVEL 
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- CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

·1 Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 2 
56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
 

)Ity: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY
 
~ ======~==============:=============_=========c============================== 
~ . NOT CERTIFIED 
• t JABETH WILLETT INVALID DATA 

~l N~T HQT 
• I TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION2f10 
~17 NOT HQT
 

TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
2 20
 

~17 NOT HQT
 
TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
' 

~ 10 

117 NOT HQT
 
' E TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
~ 10
I 
11 NOT HQT 

2 TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
~ 10 

--7 NOT HOT
 
.. 2 TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
~110.7 NOT HQT 
• TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
33120
 

17. NOT HQT 
TARA L HARRELSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

33710
 

NOT HOT17 
JACKIE M WEEKS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

00110
 

17 NOT HOT 
r I JACKIE M WEEKS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1120 

7 NOT HOT 
• • JACKIE M WEEKS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1310 

6 GRADE LEVEL 
• MARY E PHILPOT WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

1520 

- .. 7 NOT HQT 
I MARY E PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

,. 520 

317 NOT HOT 
MARY E PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

520 

'
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CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)


II Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 3
 

I 
; 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
 
ty: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY
 
===========~==============================:=========== ======================= 
7 NOT HOT 

_ ••• MARY E PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

J520 

7 NOT HOT 
..._. MARY E PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
.520
 

l!7 NOT HOT 

I MARY E PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
560 

317 NOT HOT 

I I MARY B PHILPOT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
560 

317 NOT HOT 
1 CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

~ .. 7 NOT HOT

I. I. FELICIA PIERCY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1
210
 

7 NOT HOT
 
FELICIA PIERCY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1
310
 

7 NOT HQT
 
FELICIA PIERCY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

22710
 

GRADE LEVEL
16 
7 DEANNE E NEELY WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 

00110
 

16 GRADE LEVEL
• DEANNE E NEELY WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

~)l20 

:1l6 GRADE LEVEL 
____ DEANNE E NEELY WRONG GRADE LEVEL 
~1l310 

II..7 NOT HQT 
DEANNE E NEELY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

~fl10 

. 1.7 NOT HQT 
• DEANNE E NEELY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

,~ 120 

3317 NOT HQT 
DEANNE E NEELY CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

210
 

'
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- CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

··1 Date: 05/07/2008 page #: 4 
: 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

}l;:~;~;~;~::=======================~~~~:~~=~:~=~~=~~~:==================a=
 
•• I DEANNE E NEELY CORRECTED EXCEPTION:1310 

, 7 NOT HQT 
• DEANNE E NEELY CORRECTED EXCEPTION:1710 

F 
: 6 GRADE LEVEL
 

I HEATHER M GIBBS WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 
, 110 

:317 NOT HQT
 
HEATHER M GIBBS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

, 210 

1317 NOT HQT• HEA.THER M GIBBS CORRECTED EXCEPTION' 
I

Ir
310I 

GRADE LEVELE MARY J DAVIS WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 
:
 510 

NOT HQT17 
......... MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

! :&.510 

NOT HQT
•__••.- MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

! 510
17 

NOT HQT1 7 
___.., MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

!33510
 

)1, 7 NOT HQT
iii , MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
244510
 

117 NOT HQT 
16YI ~Y J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

15510 

17 NOT HQT 
2 J. MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

16510 

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
$ E CHARLES J HANSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

~10 Survey of Fine Arts 

~13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010 

I I TERESA E COUNTRYMAN CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
. :i110 

1 
8313 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010

TERESA E COUNTRYMAN CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
5710 
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------------------------------------------------------------------------------

CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

·1 Date: OS/07/2008 Page #: 5
 
~ 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
 

~:!;~~;;i~=:=::::::::::==-=====~~~~:~~~;7~~~~::::=:::::;:::===-=== 

1820 

7 NOT HOT
 
F BEVERLY A CAMPBELL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

W110 

I 
317 NOT HOT
 

BEVERLY A CAMPBELL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
120
 

,317 NOT HOT
 
-... BEVERLY A CAMPBELL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
:.210
 

I 
:317 NOT HOT
 

BEVERLY A CAMPBELL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
: 310


17 NOT HOT 
d2 BEVERLY A CAMPBELL CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

! 710"6 GRADE LEVELI SUSANNE M MICHAEL WRONG GRADE LEVEL 
I· 110 

NOT HOT1 7 
• SUSANNE M MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

~44110

117 NOT HQT• a SUSANNE M MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
~44210 

-:.7 NOT HOT1IIi SUSANNE M MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
244310
 

117 NOT HOT 

1
1 '. SUSANNE M MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
6210
 

17 NOT HOT _ ..IiI.a SUSANNE M MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

16310 

====~=================================================;=====================~=== 

l a: 56-07- 032 School: WEINER HIGH SCHOOL 
========;=============================================~=============~========= 

~ '~7-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 

I 
riew Date: Comments: 

00 SECONDARY COURSES 
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

I 
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CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-200B)

,I Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 6
 
; 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
JEty: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY 

: ==========~======~========~===============================~====:======:===== 
J NOT HQT
 
.......... KRISTEN TURNER CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
11020 

~'3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010 
~......... LESLIE WARR CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

1860 

31.3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2008· LESLIE WARR CORRECTED EXCEPTIONI 300 

31.3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010

I & LESLIE WARR CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
310 

313 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010

I
 & • LESLIE WARR CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
250 

17 NOT HOT 
JAROD L WRIGHT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

130 

N HOT 
JAROD L WRIGHT CORRECTED EXCEPTION~310 

17 NOT HOT
 
T d F JAROD L WRIGHT CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

. 0000 

1~7 NOT HOT
fi JAROD L WRIGHT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
~39030 

117 NOT HOT 
JAROD L WRIGHT CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

;30100

116 GRADE LEVEL 
GARRETT D EOFF CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

18810 

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/0'1/2010 

I1
CHRISTOPHER B VANAMBURG CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

7310 

16 GRADE LEVEL
 
WRONG GRADE LEVEL
WENDY KEMP

3900 

P"".7 NOT HOT 
I • AMBER N JONES CORRECTED EXCEPTIONI 

.3000 

831.7 NOT HOT 
CORRECTED EXCEPTIONI AMBER N JONES 

7020 
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••

CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

I Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 7 

I 
56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

ty: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY 
= ==========================~==;====.==~==================~======~=========e:= 

NOT HOT 
____ AMBER N JONES 
.303" NOT HOT 
•••_.AMBER N JONES 
1'40 
31.00 NOT AP APPROVED 

• AMBER N JONES 
, 030 

3100 NOT AP APPROVED• AMBER N JONES 
040I 

I 
317 NOT HQT 

FRANK B HARDWICK 
000 

17 NOT HOT 
E FRANK B HARDWICK 

000 

~ ~ C) GRADE LEVEL 
I MARY J SITZERfn10 

. 7 NOT HQT
 
, MARY J SITZER
 
; 110 

~ JOB NOT CERTI• KELLY MACK 
111500 

1.6.G.RADE LEVEL
• KELLY MACK
 

192150
 

3 JOB NOT CERT 
• CANDICE S HEMBREY 
~7110 

.17 NOT HQT 
••••• CANDICE S HEMBREY 

18720 

1.3 JOB NOT CERT 

1
___... MARY E PHILPOT 

1020 

P "7 NOT HQT 
~g I MARY E PHILPOT 
.'530 

8317 NOT HQTIPr MARY E PHILPOT 
.8530 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

09/01/2010
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

09/01/2010
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

09/01/2010
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

09/01/2010
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

09/01/2010
CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
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CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (200~-2008)


-I Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 8
 
. 56-07-000 District: WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 

'jf;:;~~~.====.======.==========~~~;~~=~~~=~~=~=.===.= ••=••,•••••== 
• I FRANCES TERRY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1000 

7 NOT HQT
 
••••• J. A BROWN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

r OOO 

317 NOT HQT
 
A BROWN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
1 J.000 

317 NOT HQT
 
A BROWN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

'070 J. 

:317 NOT HQT
 
A BROWN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
11 

17 

I J. 
j 200

NOT HQ:i. A BROWN CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
; 040 

.',-tRADE LEVEL
MARY J DAVIS WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 

I 1510
 

116 GRADE LEVEL 
• MARY J DAVIS WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

~ 8510
 

.17 NOT HOT
 
••••• MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
150000
-3]iIIiIi._NOT..HQT 

MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
il50010
 

1 17 NOT HOTIi • MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

li9040 

.100 NOT AP APPROVED 09/01/2010
••••• MARY J DAVIS CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

19040 

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
...... CHARLES J HANSON CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
.50 General Music 

"".7 NOT HOT 

I 2 JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
d210
 

8317 NOT HQT 
~ I JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

WOOOO 
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CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008) 

• Date: 05/07/2008 Page #: 9 

I
56-07-000 District: WBINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
 

nty: POINSETT Supervisor: E. HARVEY
 

I 
===================~===================c============== ===============::====== 
7 NOT HOT
 

••••• JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION


1°00 

I 
317 NOT HOT
 

JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
000
 

,317 NOT HOT
 
JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

. 020
 

:33.' NOT HOT
 
' • JEREMY R BOLING CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
; 030
I 
13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009

•__•• DON WOODY WRONG JOB CODE 
, 810

I' NOT HQT
• DON WOODY CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

~ 100
 

• '._NOIiT.HOT• . 7 DON WOODY CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
l',~200 

117 NOT HQT 
••••• DON WOODY CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

:;70020
 

117 NOT HQT 
2 STEPHEN K MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

377210
 

el17 NOT HQT
 
__. STBPHEN K MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

17710 

17 NOT HQT 
.......... STEPHEN K MICHAEL CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

18210 

--==========-===:==~=================:=========~-=====:====~==================== 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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-- ---

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

·1 Date: 05/09/2008 Page #; 1 
: 55-01-000 District: DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 

)f-ty: PIKE Supervisor: R. CAUSBIE 
1Ir===~================2===============;====~=========================:======== 

"'-2008	 Status:
~iew Date:	 Comments:

1- -"--------------------------------------------------------------------------
,_---------------------------------------------------------------------~------

6-2007 Status:
 
eview Date: Comments:
 

11==========================================::===:::=:==:::==:==:========:=====
 

JI----------------------------------------~------------------------------------
005-2006	 Status: 

l iew Date:	 Comments: 

:=======:====:====::=:::::=====:::==================::=====::====:=========== 

I 

Enrollment- K 21
I 1 23
 

I 
2 24
 
3 34
 
4 23
 
5 25
 

I 
6 26
 
7 26
 
8 25
 
9 19
 

10 33
 
11 24
 
12 32 

I	 
EE 0
 
8M 0
 
55 0
 
13 0
 

tal enrollment for 55-01-000: 335 

FTE Totals-

Counselor 1.00
I	 principal 1. 00 
Asst. Principal 0.00 
Library/Media 1. 00 

I Staff Development Hours: 
Total Book Volume: 

I
 
I
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-------------------------------------------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------
------------------------------------------------------------------------------

• ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008) 

~ Date: 05/09/2008 page #: 2 

;J; 55-01-001 School: DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
11=============================================================================
 

)t-2008	 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 
~ . ew Date:	 Comments: 

"Ir----------------------------------------------------------~-----------------

11.3	 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009 
RHONDA HOUSEI; 20 Reading Developmental Skills Grade 6 

I JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
 
DON~A ALEXANDER
 

, 20 Reading Developmental Skills Grade 5 

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009 
DONNA ALEXANDER~20 Reading Developmental Skills Grade 6 

I JOB NOT CERT	 09/01/2009 
JOYCE VITZTHUM
 

5120 Reading Developmental Skills Grade 5
 . .I . _--------------------------~------------------------- -----------------------
06-2007 Status: ACCREDITED
 

ew Date: Comments:
 

--=:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::: 

"I 
1-2006 Status: ACCREDITED 

ew Date: Comments: O'NEAL REPLACED BY 627-01~0642 

I NOT CERTI FIED 
•••_._	 ELIZABETH S O'NEAL 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
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------------------------------------------------------

ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008) 

~Date: 05/09/2008 page #: 4 

~: 55-01-002 School: DELIGHT HIGH SCHOOL 
11============================================================================ 

1-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 
ew Date: Comments: 

----._-----------------------------------------------------------------------
11-------------------------------------------------------.-------------------

I 
13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2008


TERRIE SLATTON
 
10 Social Studies Grade 7 

I JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2008

TERRIE SLATTON
 

20 Arkansas History 7-8 

I JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2009
• CECIL K BELT 
00 Physics 

IJ---------------------------------------------------------------------------
06-2007 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 
if:~_~~::: ~~~~~~~~: _ 
IL---------.------------------- -----------------------

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2008 
.. TERRIE SLATTON 
'7710 Social Studies Grade 7 

I
 

----~--------------------

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2007 
~ AMANDA G LAMB 
1000 Journalism 

I 
I 
I 
I 
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- ANNUAL ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

IIDate: 05/09/2008 Page #: 5 

~~: 55-01-002 School: DELIGHT HIGH SCHOOL 
'It===============================z============================================ 

Enrollment- K
 o
 
1 o
I
 

I
I
 

2
 
3
 
4
 

o
o
o 

5 o 
6 o 
7 26 
8
9
 

25
 
19
 

I
 

)tal
I
I
 

10 33 
11 24 
12 32 
EE 
8M 
SS 

o
o
o 

13 o 

enrollment for 55-01-002: 159 

FTE Totals-
Counselor 0.50 
Principal 0.50 
Asst. Principal 0.00 
Library/Media 0.50 

Staff Development Hours: 60 
Total Book Volume: 3324 

I
I
I
I 
I
I
I
I
I
I 
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- CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008)

·1 Date: 05/09/2008 Page #: 1 

I 
: 55-01-000 District: DELIGHT SCHOOL DJ:STRICT 
ty : PIKE Supervisor: R. CAUSBIE 

= ~========~====================================;======= ====::=============:== 
l NO SCHOOL NURSE
 

INVALID DATA
 

I 
;==============================================~=;============================~ 

t ' 55-01-001 School: DELIGHT ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 
- =====================================================-====================== 
)07-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED . 

~~~N~:~~T-----------~~~~~:-----------------------------------------------
• CARLINE PALMER CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
~1120 

~ 6 GRADE LEVEL 
~ LAURA HUGHES WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

'1120 

~~3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
RHONDA HOUSE CORRECTED EXCEPTIONI 

- 120 

~~3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
RHONDA HOUSE CORRECTED EXCEPTION11 

)20 

~13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010

~ SHERYL L HILL CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

1.20 

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
...._•• SHERYL L HILL CORRECTED EXCEPTION1.3 

120 

OB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
TERRY M REED CORRECTED EXCEPTION~120 

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/201013 - sa TERRY M REED CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
14120
 

JOB NOT CERT 09/01/201013 
& TERRY M REED CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

55120
 

13 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
SZ TERRY M REED CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

li100 

:1.3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
••••• TERRY M REED CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

1
300 

6 GRADE LEVEL 
~~_•• KATHY HARRISON WRONG GRADE LEVEL 

1120 
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CORRECTED EXCEPTIONS ACCREDITATION STATUS REPORT (2007-2008) 

~~ Date: 05/09/2008 . Page #: 2 
.: 55-01-000 . District: DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT:rnty : PIKE Supervisor: R. CAUSBIE 

= ============:=========~============:=====~=======~==========================~ 
~ 6 GRADE LEVEL . 
• KATHY HARRISON WRONG GRADE LEVEL
 

lr120
 

JfI3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
 
~ JOYCE VITZTHUM CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
~ 820 

1313 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
 
, JOYCE VITZTHUM CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
~ 120
 

========================================================================;;==~=== 

.: 55-01-002 . School: DELIGHT HIGH SCHOOL 
:=~================================================================~============ 
!007-2008 Status: ACCREDITED-CITED 

~1r~~~_~~:~2 --_-----_:~~~~:~:_----------------------------------------------
l3100 NOT AP APPROVED
 
, CYNDI MOORMAN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
) 040
 

3 00 T AP APPROVED 09/01/2010
 
CYNDI MOORMAN CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

170
~ 
J313 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010 

TERRIE SLATTON CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 
l 000

I 

APPROVED 09/01/2010
 
CECIL K BELT CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

- 030
 

100 NOT AP 

113 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010

7 GAYLA 0 MCWHORTER CORRECTED EXCEPTION
 

8710 

113 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010
•__•• GAYLA D MCWHORTER CORRECTED EXCEPTION 

!l72100 

.}3 JOB NOT CERT 09/01/2010iIi....iIII.. RACHEL M MOORMAN CORRECTED EXCEPTION 
493880 

16 GRADE LEVEL 
• NANCY C ALSABROOK WRONG GRADE LEVELIII.....

9,,1530.16 GRADE LEVEL
.iII.... NANCY C ALSABROOK WRONG GRADE LEVEL 
: 900 

JI=~==========~=================================================================
 
·1 
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I
 
I
 
I· FISCAL 
I
 

INFORMATIONI
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
 
I
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-

__ __ _ __ __

I 
I 
I 
I 

Am.....""""""tofEducation
 

F"nd ""'ance Data
 
lor Deligltt and Wei..... Schoo'DlllftIcU
 

District LEA 
District DescrtDtfon 
FY-07 Legal Balance 
FY.()7 Restricted SOF 
FY-07 Deposits with Paying Agents 
FY-07 Cur..nt Loans 
FY-87 Unrestricted Leaai Balance 

I FY-08 Legal Balance 
FY-os Restricted SOF 
FY-08 Deooslts with Pavlna Aaents 
FY-os Current Loans

I FY-08 Un....trIcted Leaal Balance 

I 
FY-09 Leaal Balance 
FY-G9 Restricted SOF 
FY·09 Deposits with Paying Agents 
FY-09 Current Loans 

I
 FY-09 Unrestricted Legal Balance 

... '--- .. ----- .... '-"'
•..... ._-•.- .. ' .•... ..•.. , .._-_. 0_.'.__

.. -..- _ "" _.. ' ..
... ...-- .......__.._. ".. 

. ' 

f----------+- -..-.--
I E:':~~~~---------!r-

I '-=--=-.....:.:....=.:.:;===--~O==":=='-=-------I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I
 Fiscal and AdministratiVe 5efviceS
 

- ... ..._ "'--"-'.. ' .. . . '- -____ ~ ~~~~::~~~~:~~~~~_=~~100!l.~~
~ ••0. 

DELIGHT SCHOOL DISTRICT 
..  .~.-:. :··_·~ ..~---·~~-·~~~:-:·=:-:-~:-:-=·~-~::~~;:J~i;;.~r.~
 

. - _ _.- _.. ' ..__.._..--.._.,~ .. __·_~.. .... .._. ._.__ _~!~~.OOI 
WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT' 

.. -::::.:._:~-~:.-_~ ..:-::::--.~~.~~--.- ...:::-~~~~~.:;~~t;
 
__.. __ .. .. . -----.---- ..---..----Q:QQL- _.__ .____ .___ ___.___. .._9.:00) 

0.001 O.OO!...
:::-.-:~_~::~~~_:.·: __-=--~_~~--~:.:.=jjo~1_~~il.=·-~~~:-.:_-=~_:::~ __::.-:=_:·:-~·_:.-I~339~~~ 

;
 
.... ......_.. .. _. - ........_-_.... ----.._..._-.... j......_-- .. , ... - -.... ..--........._... .. ........_.-...---_._-.._- ._.. --,
 

. 
..... ----- .. 

... 
'" .. 

.._ ._._.._.. __.. 

658,340.081 
---"-I4~'~-~:~6j--·--.--" 

. -_... .- ..--_._. ·__·_·----QOO{-.- .---._

----....··----..·..---···----- ..26:123:95;

"'-
___ :_~ :::~~_: -'-.~'.~.._..~.'~~ .. ~'-: '~~ __-..- ~ :~.:~:=[ol)I.-

0.00!..........- - -. '."---" _~6s3:iir'
 

-.- --- · ---..-t 
616,235.771....._~.. • ..... 

525.6n.8f 

-
._...... 

911,678.27: .. --- .----- "'--'- .-. ...-·---230.63S-jfi 
....____." .'~~~. '--_'.~~ ...~....-'::'_'~~.'~: _~;QQ: 

846,595.92:.-.. --... "-- ----.. ---: '-:--?~3J~~~~~; 

..----.- -.-._-. '" ..- - .-- -- .-.--- .-- '--o~ OO~ 

-- --- ---.-..-- ----..; 
. .....__...... "_"_" .. .. ...... &92798.12__11
 

.... 1. ....

--........_-_..__ . _.. _._-- .._----_..---_._..._---_..-- ._---',---_..-.---' ._~-_.,...~._--- ..__.__.. ',--_
 

.. - .._-_.. .._._ - . . ._... . _..__ . ..--- __ _._- -~.. - .. '-_.' _._.... ..._ .._..__ ._-_.~ -~ 

500.329.42~ 

.. ----- ---' -.._
 O_OOi 
-i81~04i2ol 

"~----'" ._--~ ..._---_._~--

.._-._ ..-,.. . _--_._- .. 

810,991.56' 
·----(36~41i.38),·---- .....-..-·---- .-.. -:.-.Iii..rQ~Ei.t 

.·_.. ·~·~~~ __·:1fo~f,,:: .-- ..::·__.._ _ .. ,,,,,_,, _Q:.Q_q; 
__ ,." __.... ...Q:O_O~_ ._......._ . __ . _.... O.Q.O; 

..._~~~1!:~L_____ _..__._ .. __._ ..__. ~~~~~~~!~j 

February 8. 2010 
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-
I 
I ArluI".". ""PII"""'" 0'Edut:stitm 

Fund"1lilii:ii Datil 
'or Delight lind """.r 81:/1001 Dlstrlt:ts 

I
 
I *ADM (3QTR) 

"Total Assessment 

I 
Total Expenditures
 
Per PUpil Expenditures
 
Total Mills
 

*Total Debt
 
"Certified FTE's
 

I Free & Reduced Lunch 

MReage ht to Weiner 

I 
·Actualli8ca1 year three quarter average. 

I 
Total Debt Include. Bonded and Non-bonded tiled wllh ADE. 
Certifted FTE's is the Total Non-FecIeraJ certifl8d FTE'I. 
Average Salary include. Non-Federal Certilled Classroom FTE'•. 

Data Source: Annual Stalletieal Reports (ASR) • ADM, Total As8esament. Total Expenditures, Total MIlls, 

I Total Debt, C8ftitled FTFs. & Average Salary 
08-09 Data ill prior to ASR publication 

ChiIQ Nutrition CVCIe 2 Verifred Data - Free & Reduced Lunch 
Mileage· Google Maps

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Fiscal and Administrative services 

*Average Teacher Salary t----=:=.:..:...:...:.t:....--....;;;=~--w~ir 

203 Miles 

February 8, 2010 
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-----------------
AduI"... llepsl"lment tdeduc8tion
 

Fllnd .'anceDaI.
 
fo, DelIght .nd wei"., tk:lIoo1l1iBtI1cts
 

ESDMAN tpr fyncbp Cl!I!IIW!Mn • BefortCWq!k!I!!anlAmtgtl9n lIIId A!IK C9oIpI!dIlIooIAnnt"ttpn 
WwlMr .... Wght 8c/loQI DI...... - "-"-Y 14,1010 

c"....." .""••,........"'fundtM.........
 
CM:uIdIcIlMIlIQ FY10.....anfundlna fII .-os and FY11 amount of..:s. 80th caIcuIall_ with FYDI 3Qtr ADM
__ !
 

LEA
 , py IFYOt) 

- I

S.Qlr ADM fl..V.., SeconcI Y..,
i 

'lMllId FY10/ I.lOUD 1.rr X.1Il 
328.85 1,771,500,00 885,150.00

342.11 0.00 0.00 
611.Sl8 1,771 ,500.00 885,750.00

2.667.250.00

N10 FY11 

NO, C-.tv Dl.trlct 

5501 IplI<E DELIGHT
 
!lElO7 I POINSETT WEINER
 

TcQ/s
TOIIII bCICIl __ 

FY10 FY11 
FnIV_ 8econdY.., 
lOADO 1.",X.SO 
1.806,900.00 903.450.00 

0.00 0.00 
1.806 900,00 903450.00 
2,710.350.00 

.... . --- _
LEA 
NO. e-tv 

5601 I Pll<E 
5607 I POINSETT 

........ --- ... _- -'ulalI' _
2ClOI 
~ 

19.107,261

37301681
56._942
564081142

-----_..... ... -- ._. .. ..-- ..... ._- -- _.._- .......-
,,_DO 36.DO 4U2 FY10 NfO 

PV(FYOI) IVrAvg URT at In. URT at In. FY10 .... FYfO EnIIMClId F'lO"'...olNll GtnFcI.....~ ."
:s.orADM Mise fYN..CII col.......... ...... SY'A"IJ Founda1Ian EducatIoMl Development llUeyrleu IlUerrl_ 

atURT ralIt Ml.catURT FllndI FlIlIdIlIQ FY10Ed... 4MO""r 4I1DIlUe"r 
DELIGHT 32985 0,00 4ell,I27 .88 _,127.88 1,47e,838.38 11.!U7S lU29.4Q 5,139.00 18,089.04 
WEIN£R 342.11 309.82 913.891.18 914.201.00 1105958.55 11,973.66 14,13$.99 1,8811.20 0.00 
ITClI8I before 611.11& 309.82 1.382.019.08 1.382,328.90 2,S8S.594.90 23,518.l!O 27,76U9 7,027.20 18,0119.04 
TotM .......
 611.96 309.82 1,382,019.08 1 382.321.90 2,585.594.90 23518.80 27765.39 7.027.20 18,089.04 

._. - - ........ ...-...-- .....-- 
LEA 

NO. County 

5501 I PIKE 

5llO7 I POINSETT 

I*lIfct 

DELIGHT 
WEINER 
TOlIIIIltIcre 

TCUlaIler 

--- .. _. DecIInlIlQ Enrol ..n_··.. 
LEA 
NO. Countv I*lIfct 

5501 
5/307 

I PIKE 
I POINSETT 

DELIGHT 
WEINER 
TCUlahr 
TOIIlI Hfore 

~- ....
1,105.00 From 111105 Kh 

~ PClUrlCIaUon w.aIth FYfO FY10 
R_ fundingI*' Indea Debt %dlIIltpmt 
DerADIl ADIIa- aWl PlIV'men! 

1,419.21 4.486.79 0.8Il382 27,785.00 l00.~ 

2,672.24 3,232.76 0.17339 97,922.50 90.00% 

125,707.50 

2057.16 3,847.84 0.46537 125.707.50 92.43% 

From 1/f1llS lICII From 1111llS .ch 18.01 
FY10 FY10 FY10 

Adjusted ~ulncl Bonded DellI 
DeIlIP_ Debt Svc MIl. AMllICalICe 

27,785.00 1.46418 5,912.08 
88.130.25 2.36263 2,52UO 

115915.25 8,438.116 
116191,44 2.05981 11,813.59 

PY (FYlII) DecMMln FY10 

:s.orADM :SQlrADM _,105.00 
fromFYDI Declining 

to FYD9 Enroll..... 
329.16 0.00 0.00 

342.12 0.01 29.52 
671.28 0.00 000 
671.28 001 29.52 

Fiscal and Administrative SeMces February 8, 2010 
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------------------
--. .. _.- .... -.-.. -- .... ~- _.. 

LEA 
NO. ColllllV DI*Ict 

6'01 1PIKE DELIGHT 
!e07 I POINSETT WEINER 

ToIII before & IIfIer 

LEA 
NO. CountY DielrlCt 

5501 
5607 

I PIKE (DELIGHT 
I POINSETT IWEfHf!R 

ITotel befOre &.. 

CelendU'Y.., ZOO8 ....RlIlW 

..._--- ..... .. ---.. 
LEA 
NO. c_ DIsIrIct 

S601 
5607 

I PIKE 
I POINSETT 

DELIGHT 
WEINER 
ToIIIlIfIer 
Toteillefore 

N-.J SChool Lunch Act Growth 
LEA 
NO. C-.tY Di*lct 

DELIGHT5501 I PIKE 
5607 I POINSETT WEINER 

Total ...... 
Total before 

IIIld ftIIm8llId 
r 

ArkanS116 ".""rl",."t ofEduClllion
 
Fund"lance ".",
 

10,Delight and WellltW SdIt:HJI IH6ldt:ts
 

ADM, 

5,106.00 ESTIMATED ADII Jncraae 5,1DI.OO ADM 1_ 5,101,00 

FY10 FYOI fr SQIr FY09 Sstimated FY10 "3 QlrFYOl btl...... FYOI fr 3Q1rFYOl I!sIlmatMI 
Qlr1 ADM 3-QlrADM to FY10 so Funding Qtr2ADil til FY10Qlr2 SG'lInd1l111 QIr 3ADII to FY10Qlr 2 so 'unding 

Qtr1ADil far QIr 1 FY10 .........AD.. for Qtr J FY10 EsIl..... ADIl for Qtr S FY10 
294.26 32985 000 0.00 295.05 0.00 0.00 290.30 0.00 
325.02 342.11 0.00 0.00 328.84 0.00 0.00 335.03 0.00 
619.28 671.96 O.DD 0.00 128,88 0.00 D.DO 625.33 0.00 

ESnMATED ADII~ 1,101.00 ',101.00 
FYtO ft3Q1rFYOl ~mMlId SOFQ1 FY10a 

Q1r4ADM to FYtOQlr4 so FuncIIng btlll18t8d SOF 
blImatMI ADM farQlr4 FYtO Qtnl2-4 FY10 

287.73 0.00 0.00 0.00 
332.20 0.00 0.00 0.00' 

619.98· 0.00 0.00 0.00 

LEA 
NO. D~ M&O 011&0 D8Ilt8vc Toea! Toc.lURT'J' 

5501 DELIGHT 32.10 0.00 7.90 40.00 0.6250 
5607 WEINER 36.olO 0.00 3.60 39.90 0.6266 

Qct.08 Oct.08 Oct.08 FYl0 
I!!nrollment T.... F&R Adjusted NaLA 

HSLA FlR 'J' Peratudent 
332.00 225.00 58'll 488.00 

336.00 187.00 56'l1o 496.00 

668.00 412.00 62'lIo 496.00 
668.00 412.00 

0Ct-0I Oct-G7 oct.. OctoGS 
EnrollllMt Enrallment EIw'oIlment Enrollment 

NSLA MSLA NaLA NSLA 
332.00 35500 383.00 386.00 
336.00 340.00 358.00 351.00 
ese.DO 675.00 721.00 737.00 
•.00 675.00 721.00 737.00 

0.00 
0,00 
0.00 

FIlCiIItlel WlIIItIllndU 

FY10
 
NSLA
 

F' 
111,800.00 
92.752.00 

204,352.00 
204,352.00 

FYOI 
DltIIrlet-' 

0.4097 
0.6317 

PKFlntChi_ In IgroM!IWIt 

P'ftII...... FY10 
o;llrIet .,..,. 

FY10.....,. 
0.5903 0.4C9S7 0.59043 
0.1603 o.7eeee 0.21411 

:I 'I, Avg GflIWlh 
Odo05 0Ct-GI OaHI7 Ifi'tllor.. 

toOCtoOl tIIOCt.at lDOd.. In eacII on VI'S 

-6.96% -7.71'l1o -0.90'16 0.00' 
, .99'lIo -6.~ .1.1M. 0.00 

·2.1716 -8.38" ·1.04% 0.00 
0.00 

Fiscal and Administrative ServIces February 8,2010 
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- I LEA: 5501	 - ~"'8"umdl - - - - - - - - - ~l~ 
County: PIKE	 State Aid NOtice 2009-10 FlN.1Q.OO5 for additional information. 
District: DEUGHT	 July 31. 2009 

-
DATA 
1. 2008 Real Assessment $ 13,183,476 15. Local Rwenl:Je Per Student (for SFF)1a $ 1,419.21 
2- 2008 PenonaJ A,aessment $ 4.773,140 16. l.ocaJ Revenue Per Student (for BDA)'bl 1,419.58 
3. 2008 UCilIty Assessment S 1.150,645 17. Foundation Funding Amount Per Student $ 5,905.00 
4. 2008 Total Astlessment $ 19.107.261 18. State Foundation Funding Aid Per Student1~ $ 4.485.79 
5. 98% of URT X Assessment	 $ 468.128 19. Enhanced Educational Funding Rate $ 35.00 e. Actual URT Collections $ 20. PyALE FTEs (Quarters 1-4)	 .44 
7. F~ar Avg. Mise. Funds (for SFF)1 $	 21. C'f EngIlsh Language Learner Students 
8. Flve-yearAvg. MIse. Funds (Estimate for BOAt $ 119 22. Py NSLA Students (FAle or Reduced)	 225 
9. 2007.Q8ADM (Quarter81-3) 329.16 23. Pl'OIes$ionei Development Fundlrv Rate $ 41.32 

1Q. 2Q08.()9 ADM (Quarters 1.-3) 329.85 24. Adjusted Sctledulecl Debt Payment $ 27,785.00 
11. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 1)	 25. Bonded Debt Assls18nce Fu~ Factor $ 18,03 
12. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 2)	 26. Slate wealth Index (for BOA'- .68351 
13. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 3)	 27. ADM of Isoilled School Anla 
14. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter4)	 28. Isolated Funding Amount $ 

FUNDING 
Fundina Cllteaorv &mwD.1 Statutory CodelAcl Restricted Rev. Code .SOE..Code 

29. S1ate Foundation Funding PIid	 1,479,636 6-20-2303 & 2305, Ad1I1489 &1474 of2009 No 31101 000•30. Educational Excellence TJ- R $ 185.512 6-5-301 et seq.• Aa 1450of2009 Vee 
31. Enhanced Eduea1ion81 FUnding	 $ 11.545 6-20-2305. Ad. 1474 of2009 No 31102 000 
32. Alllemative learning environment· R $	 1,788 6-20-2305. /td. 1450 012009 Ves 32370 275 
33. english langL18Q8 I.e8melS - R $	 ~5 Ves 32371 276 
34. National ScMoI Lunch Aa· R	 $ 111,600 6-~2305. Jd 1469 of 2009 Ves 32381 281 
35. NSLA TnmsftionaJ Funding - R $	 6-20-2305, Ad 1469 of2009 Yes 32381 281 
36. NSLA Growth Funding. R $	 6-20-2305 Vee 32381 281 
37. Pmfesslonaf Development - R	 $ 13,829 6-20-2305. Ad. 1421 of 2009 Yes 32256 223 
38. Bonded Debt Assistance - R	 $ 5,911 6-20-2503, Ad 1479 of2009 Yes 32915 001 
39. Slat. Financial Assistance - GFF - R $ 5.139	 6-20-2503 No 32912 392 
40. State Financial AssisIance - SMIF - R $ 18,089	 6-20-2503 No 31620 001 
41. Isollad Funding $	 6-20.601 et seq., AcIs 811 & 1421 of2009 Ves 31500 212 
42. lsollted Special Needs Fundfng· - R $	 e.:»eo1 etseq.• Ads 811 & 1421 of2009 Yes 31500 212 
43. lsolatBct SpecIal Needs TJ'8nspartation $	 6-2O-e01 etseq..Ads811 &1421 of2009 Ves 32248 228 
44. Isolated Special Needs Adequacy $	 6-20-2305 No 31500 212 
45. Declining Enrolment Funding~ - R $	 6-20-2305 No 31~ 218 
48. Dedlnlng Enrolment Adequacy • R $	 6-~ No 31460 218 
47. student Growth-Qtra.1,2, 3 & 4 (Est.)' - R $	 . 6-20-2303 & 2305. Ad 1501 of 2009 No 31450 217 
48. 98% of URT less Actual URT Coledions - R $	 6-20-2303 & 2305. AcIs 1186 & 1397 of2009 No 31103 000 

ADMoeverate daily memberstllp. Avg.-lIVIQ,ge, AL.E-ahematiYe leaming environment, BDA-bor\(Ied debt as&iaWlce. CY<Unent,... Est.-estimated. F'1'&fid-IIrne equlvaJenl. GFF-general fac:iIIties 
1l.lnd~. LEMoc:II education agency. M~maInteP1811C8 & operatIan, Mi8c.-miscell8neoua. NStA-nriti0l1ll1 school t&nch ad, py~ year. a..~ RoG1e bo8rd rule. R8v.~. SFF-stalle 
tbundelkm funding, SMIF-eupplementat milage incIrlli¥efundlng. SOF-sow'ce offund, URT-unIform rate of tax 

.	 1) MIscl. fwldsperAct 1.vf2009 (FY04- FY08~XURTldilfricttQtII mIIa;e rate): 18) c:onwsponding Local Revenue PWstudent; 1b) correspondirVSIalB FoundatIon AId FerSiudent 
2) Misc.lIndS perA.CA I &-2O-25Qa (8) (3) (FY04 - FY08 eva. used to est. FY05 - FY09 ~); 28) aon-espondlng Local Rewnue Per Student; 2b) c:otnISt'OncIing State'Mlalth Index 
3) Edueatlonll ElaIIenc:e TfUSI F\8IdS lire inclIded In State Foundalon F\ndIng Ald. and are restItc:ted purwant to ACA §~. 
4) Elgible school dIslricIs shaI NICeive Isolated Spec:i81 Needs FII'ldIng underA.CA § ~ tit Dec:IInfng EMlIIment Funding underA.CA f e-2~ (e) (3) CA) (i). Funds received d~ to ellQlbiIlty 
underA.CA § 6-2CHi04 (I) ...UMlSIrided. 
6) No tldlool CIIatrfGl &hal recelwJ bCIIh Deelnlng Enrollment Funding under A.CA § 6-20-2305 (a> (3) (A) 0) and student GlVW1h Fund"rng under A.C.A.. § .2002305 (e) or IIGIaIecI SpedaI Needls Funding 
underA.CA 56-20-604. 
8) The fNI delemIilation of Sludent Growth Funllng is not avaIable un1iI after June 30, 2010 pursuant to ACA § 6-20-2305 • amended by Ad 1501 of2008. 
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I - - LEA: 5607 - - -- PREL1MlNARY Referto Commissioner's Mem-----oNumbef - - - County: POINSETT State Aiel Notice 2009-10 -----FIN-1().(l051or Iddi!fonal infonnation. 
District: weiNER July 31, 2009 

-
DATA 

1. 2008 Rell Assessment $ 25,33$,450 15. Local Revenue Per Student (for SFF)'· $ 2,672.24 
2. 
3. 
4. 
5. 
6. 

2008 Personal Aasessment 
2008 Utilty Assessment 
2008 Total Assessment 
98% ofURTXAssessment 
Actual URT CoI1ectioIl$ 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

7,164,535 
4,800,698 

37,301,681 
913,891 

16. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 

Local Revenue Per Student (Jbr BOAr
Foundation Funding Amount Per Student 
State Foundation Funding AId PerStudent111 

Enhanced EdUcationaf Funding Ra1e 
P'( ALE FTE8 (Quarters 1-4) 

$ 
$ 
$ 

2,672.78 
5,905.00 
3,232.76 

35.00 

7. Five-year Avg. Mise. Funds (for SFFf $ 310 21. CY Englieh Langtl8ge Leamer Students 
8. FIve-year Avg. Mise. Funds. (Estimate for BCAf $ 494 22. Py NSLA studentl (Free or Reduced) 187 
9. 20074 ADM (Ouartem 1-3) 342.12 23. Prores8IcnIl Development Funding Rate $ 41.32 

10. 2008-09 ADM (Quarters 1-3} 342.11 24. AdJuated Schedulec:l Debt Payment $ 88,130.25 
11. 
12. 

2009-10 ADM (Quarter 1) 
2009-10 ADM (Quar1er 2) 

25. 
26. 

Bonded Debt AssI8tance FU'11ng FactDr 
Slate V\feallh Inclex (for SOA) 

S 18.03 
.17308 

13. 2009-10 ADM (Quarter 3) 27. ADM of 180Iated Sdlool Area 
14. 2009-1 oADM (Quarter4) 28. Isolated fUnding Amount $ 

FUNDJNG 
funding Category &!l9YD! Stab.!tpryCodetAd Rtstricted Rev, Cac!e SOF Code 

29. 
30. 
31. 

Sta1e Foundation Funding AId 
Educational Excellence Trust-R 
Enhanced Educational Funding 

$ 
$ 
$ 

1,105,959 
123,713 
1-1,974 

6-2D-2303 & 2305, AD1I1~ & 1474 of2009 
&06-a01 et seq., Ad 1450 of 2009 

6-20-2305, Ad. 1474 of 2009 

No 
Yes 
No 

31101 

31102 

000 

000 
32. Attemative Leamlng Environment - R $ 6-20-2305, Ad. 1450 of 2009 Yes 32370 275 
33. English language Learners - R $ e-2~230S Yes 32371 278 
34. Nation81 School lunch Ad - R $ 92.752 6-2~2305, Ad. 1469 of 2009 Yes 32381 281 
35. NSlA Transitional Funding - R $ 8-20-2305, ~ 1469 of2009 Yes 32381 281 
36. NSlA Gfvwlh Funding - R $ e-2~2305 . Yes 32381 281 
"ST. Pro1'esslonal Development - R $ 14,136 6-20-2305, Ad. 1421 of 2009 Yes ~5e 223 
38. 
39. 

Bonded Debt Assistance - R 
State Flnanciai Assis1ance - GFF - R 

$ 
$ 

2,522 
1,888 

6-20-2503, Ad. 1479 of2009 
8-20-2503 

Yes 
No 

32915 
32912 

001 
392 

-40. State Financia' Assistance - SMIF - R $ 6-20-2503 No 31620 001 
-41. bo'*d Funding $ 6-20-801 etseq., Ads 811 & 1421 012009 Yes 31500 212 
42. 
43. 

Isolated Specfal Needs Funding" - R 
IsoIatIed Speciel Need8 Transportation 

$ 
$ 

6-2O-e01 eheq., Acts 811 & 1421 of 2009 
6-20-601 et seq., Ads 811 & 1421 of2009 

Yes 
Yes 

31500 
32248 

212 
228 

44. Isolated Special Neede Adeqqacy $ 6-2G-2305 No 31500 212 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 

Declining Enrollment Funding! - R 
DeclIning Enrolment Adequacy  R 
Student GrowIh-Qtrs.1, 2, 3 & 4 (Est,)'  R 
98% of URT less Actual URT CoIIedions - R 

$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 

30 6-20-2305 
6-2~2305 

~~2303 & 2305, AQ 1501 of2009 
6-20-2303 &2305, h;ts 1186 & 1397 of 2009 

No 
No 
No 
No 

31-460 
31460 
31450 
31103 

218 
218 
217 
000 

ADM...... dally membership, Avg.~, ~aIve IeIming environment. BOA-bonded debt assillanClll, CY.-eurrenl year. Eat.-ecIlrnallect, FTE-fl&.t1me equhtatent. GFF-general fadities 
funding,lJEA.foc:aI eclucallan 8Qency,M&O-maintenlInc:e & opera1ion, Misc.-misceIIaneous. NSLA-nalonal 8Choollunch act. PVilri« year, QtIs..quemn, R-etafe boIrd Me, Rev.-reve..... SFF«ate 
foundation funding, SMlF-euppiemental m1I8ge incentive funding, S()F.soUrl:e offund, URT-unIfOrm rate oftax 

1) Mise. funds perAI:.t 1468 of2009 (FY04 - N08 avg. X URTldis11fcttDlal mm.ge !'lite): 18) c:Df'I'apondklg1.ocll Revenue PerStudent 1b) corresponding stale Foundation Aiel Per SlUdent
 
2) Mile. funds per ACA § 6020-2503 (a) (3) (FY04 • NOB 1Ng. used to est. FY05· FY09 8119.); 28) corresponding Lacaf Revenue Per S*Ident; 2b) oolnlSpond!ng State WeaIlh Index
 
3) EclucatIcnal Exeellenc:e TNIt Funds &Ie Included in State Founda1ion Funcrll'lg Aid. and are restrlcted pursuant tID ACA. § 6-5-307.
 
4) Eligible sc:hod cIlslric:a stla/IlftlIM Isolated Spec:iIl Needs Fund~ under ACA § 6-20-604 or Declnlng Enro1Iment Funding underA.£.A § 6-2Q1.2305 (a) (3) (A) (I). Furda l'lICleilled due tID e1iglbi1lty
 
under A.CA § 6-200604 (1) are ulnllrie:teel.
 
5) No sdtod cflllrlct$haD mceive both DeclIning ErroIImenC Funding underACA § 6-20.2305 <a> (3) (A) (i) and Student Growth Funding under ACA § 8-2~ (c> or Isolated SpeclaI Needa Funding
 
underACA § 6-200«)4.
 
6) The final determlll8ltlon ofStudentGnlwlh Funding is nol avaiIabJe until after June 30, 2010 putSuanttID ACA §6-20-2305 as amendecl by Ad 1501012009.
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•
 
I
 
I Action Agenda 

I Consideration for Final Approval: Proposed Revision of Rules Governing the Requirements 
and Procedures for Renewing a Standard Arkansas Teaching License 

I Beverly Williams was recognized to present this item. Ms. Williams stated that public comment 
was received regarding this item and revisions were made based on those comments. Ms. 
Mahony asked about qualifications for teaching concurrent credit courses. Ms. Williams stated 

I
 that those requirements were based on the college or university that is granting the credit:
 
generally those teachers must have at least a Master's Degree in the discipline and be approved 
by the college or university. 

I Ms. Burrow moved approval as submitted. Mr. Cooper seconded the motion. The motion was 
adopted unanimously. 

I 
(A transcript of the deliberations for the following items was submitted by the court reporter. 
That transcript is available in the State Board Office at the Department of Education.)

I 
I 

Consideration of Petition for Voluntary Administrative Consolidation of the Delight School 
District with the Weiner School District (to be called the Arcadia School District). 

I 
Jeremy Lassiter was recognized to present this item. Mr. Lassiter stated that legal requirements 
for notification and submission of petitions were met. He also summarized the process for 
deliberation on this item. 

I Mr. Lassiter recognized attorney Cale Block representing the Weiner School District to present 

I 
the proposal. Others participating in the presentation and questioning included Lavon Flaherty, 
superintendent of Delight School District; Charles Hanson, superintendent of Weiner School 
District; Patricia Hesse, representing the Weiner School District; and Jay Beckett attorney for 
Delight School District. 

I Following the presentation, the Chair asked if anyone in the audience wished to speak in 
opposition to the proposed merger; there was no response. 

I Mr. Beckett stated that the outcome of this deliberation will be important to the future of 

I 
annexation or consolidation in that these districts are not in close proximity and that distance 
learning is playing such a major role in the provision of curriculum for students in both of these 
schools. 

I Ms. Burrow asked about potential cost savings to the operation of the new district as compared 
to operation of two independent districts. Mr. Block responded that the major cost saving 

I 21Page 

I
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I 
•
 

I 
would be one administrative position and support staff. Additionally, he noted that the districts 
would receive approximately $2.7 million in consolidation incentive money, which is one-time 
money for the new district's operation. Mr. Block also noted that with distance learning other 
instructional positions might be reduced at the high school campuses. 

I 
I Mr. Cooper observed that the application was well drafted and met the intent of the school 

consolidation requirements. However, he inquired as to the issue of these two districts and the 
lack of a merger consideration with a contiguous district, or at least one in the proximity. 
Radius Baker, superintendent of Valley View District, stated that the Valley View District Board 
met with representatives from Weiner on more than one occasion and it became apparent that 

I a consolidation would not be in the best interest financially for the Valley View District 
especially when future construction funds might be requested. Danny Samples, superintendent 
of the Harrisburg School District reported that a meeting between the two boards (Weiner and 

I Harrisburg) was not productive. Curtis Turner, Superintendent of the Murfreesboro School 
District stated that the Murfreesboro board was open to annexation with Delight and there had 
been conversations between the two boards. He did note disagreements over finances and 

I relative wealth of districts. 

I Dr. Williams asked about the proximity of the Delight and Murfreesboro districts. Mr. Flaherty 
stated that there was about 14 miles between the schools; however, he noted that travel 
distance for students from the edge of the district would be significant. 

I Ms. Mahony asked if either of the districts were declared isolated. The superintendents 
responded that Weiner was isolated and Delight was not. 

I Ms. Gullett asked about the remediation rate of the two districts. Mr. Flaherty stated that in 
Delight the past year's remediation rate was high, but that was a result of a few students not 

I making above 19 on the ACT and the fact that most of the Delight graduating students took the 
ACT. At Weiner it was reported that the remediation ration was about 50%. Mr. Flaherty 
stated that the Delight teachers do work very hard and are aware ofthe need for students to 

I improve on the ACT exam. 

I 
Dr. Mays asked about the board configuration under the proposed new organization. Mr. Block 
stated that the Argenta District would have seven elected board members: four from Delight 
attendance zone and three from Weiner. This distribution is based on relative size of the 

I student population and size of the districts. Representatives from the Weiner District 
confirmed this proposed organization would be agreeable to that community if the proposal 
were approved. 

I Ms. Burrow asked if either district had contacted other non-contiguous districts regarding 
consolidation. Only Weiner responded that it had - Weiner reported conversations with 

I
 Turrell, but determined quickly that that would not work for financial reasons.
 

I 31Page 
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I 
Dr. Mays noted that both of these campuses would have to retain a high school with low 
enrollments. He questioned where the cost savings would be seen. Mr. Block responded that 
there could be some sharing of teachers via distance learning as well as cooperative purchasing 
and the savings of one administrative unit. 

I Mr. Cooper moved denial of the proposal. Ms. Mahony and Mr. Ledbetter seconded the 
motion. The motion was adopted unanimously on a roll-call vote. 

I The following reasons were cited for voting to deny the proposed consolidation: 

• Cooper: believes there are better options for students under a different organizational

I structure. 

•	 Burrow: expressed concern about the administrative structure and the relative distance 
between the campuses.

I • Gullett: agrees with colleagues and believes there are more practical options. 

I 
• Ledbetter: does not believe the proposal shows an improved learning environment for 

students and there is no apparent cost savings under this arrangement. 

•	 Mahony: does not believe that this arrangement will enhance student learning 
environment. 

I
 • Mays: is not convinced that there is any monetary efficiency in this proposed
 
arrangement. 

I 
• Saviers: does not believe there is any academic advantage for students under this 

proposal. 

Jim Cooper left the meeting.

I Consideration of Accreditation Status of Twin Rivers School District 

I Dr. Charity Smith was recognized to present this item. Dr. Smith summarized the actions of 
ADE and staff members in collecting information about the status of management and 

I 
accreditation standing of the schools in the Twin Rivers District. Dr. Smith's report noted 
continued probationary status in the areas of curriculum, students meeting graduation 
requirements, teacher qualifications, and issues with the school calendar. 

I
 
I Carl Gilliland, superintendent of the Twin Rivers School District, requested to make a statement.
 

Mr. Gilliland stated that the issues and problems with the accreditation status of the district
 
were directly related to his administration and lack of attention to detail as required. Mr.
 

I
 
Gilliland indicated that he had submitted his resignation to the local board effectively. He
 
suggested that there are some things on the list that can be fixed immediately, some that
 
cannot, he asked that his resignation be considered as a first step in correcting the issues at the
 
schools. He affirmed that in his position working with a consolidated district with two 
communities competing has been most difficult. 

I 
I	 41Page 
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HO~MB_6-0" _ _ - -, -  SCHOOL NAME -:WEII'J'EffR'GH~OOL 
DISTRICT NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICf - 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT 

2006-2007 
SchoolState I 

60 
61 
62 
65 
60 
62 

51 
57 
52 44 
57 36 

49 
50 43 
51 54 
47 49 
53 60 

20.4 19.9 
21 19.8 

21.8 20.6 
21.1 19.7 
20.8 19.6 

23,471 40 
25,763 52 
7,339 3 

School
 

Norm-Referenced Test*
 
Grade One Readinq Comprehension
 

Grade One Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation
 
Grade Two Readinq Comprehension
 " 

Grade Two Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 
Grade Three Reading Comprehension 

Grade Three Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 
Grade Four Reading Comprehension 

Grade Four Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 
Grade Five Reading Comprehension 

Grade Five Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 
Grade Five Science 

Grade Six Reading Comprehension 
Grade Six Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 

Grade Seven Reading Comprehension 47 
63Grade Seven Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation
 

Grade Seven Science
 
Grade Eight Reading Comprehension
 

',__ 
:eJ 

'ill" 

;41 
;; ,63' 

57 i', ,1 
g> 

Gr~de Nine Reading Comprehension 

",' "59Grade Eight Math Problem Solving & Data Interpretation 
52 ';"'"
 

Grade Nine Math Concepts & Problem Solving
 59 ;. ii'.'"",,' 
,20.6American College Test Mathematics ; 

,22.2English 

2" ;'23.3Reading 
22.1 ""', '",; :·i' 

Composite 
Science 

;,ifl21.8 ""re 
,;;, ,';','i,';>'40Number of Students Taking Advanced Placement Courses 

45 ('Number of Advanced Placement (AP) Exams Taken J'
 
Number of AP Exams with Scores of 3, 4, or 5
 0 <;:,;" ,''>'' 

No Child Left BehindAdequate Yearly Progress (AYP) 
First Vear Not to Meet Standards (Alert)
 

Year One of Targeted School Improvement
 
Vear Two of Targeted School Improvement
 

Targeted Corrective Action
 
TargeteaTntensive School Improvement
 

Year Two of Whole School Improvement
Year One ofWhole Sclloo/lmprovement 

Targeted Resfructuring
 

N 114 N 
N 63 N 

Whole School Corrective Action N 73 N 
Whole School Intensive Improvement 

WOOe School Restructuring N o 79 N 
State Directed 

• 
State 

19 - 3678 

2 

60 

43 

55 

57 
58 

49 

59 

21 

27 
22 

School 

20.1 
20.8 
21.1 

20.3 

61 

64 

49 

52 

65 

46 

56 

54 

64 

48 

64 

41 

49 

48 

63 

56 

41 

53 

State 

53 

56 

88 
58 

104 

124 

20.71 

21.25 
22.03 

20.99 

21.25 

7,967 
28,142 
16,980 

Source: National Office for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville, The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient, 
*Note: Norm-Referenced test used for 2006-2007 was the ITBS, SAT-l0 was used for 2007-2008 and 2008-2009, 
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20-367862 

ill III:>L JIIIR -""-Q~ - - - - _d'" - WEINER HIGH SCHOOL SCHOOL NAME - - - - • 
- WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT
 

INDICATOR 1: ACHIEVEMENT /2: ACCESS /3: RETENTION /4: DISCIPLINE
 
DISTRICT NAME 

mn'..It1r' 41 ....111 gU*..Ifij 
School .District State School State School State 

1m rovement (Gain) School Ratin 
Schools in Need of Immediate 1m rovement 1 

, 111 75 

Schools A roachin Standards (alert) 2 191 193 

Schools Meetin 1m rovement Standards 3 264 Y 315 

Schools Exceedin 1m rovement Standards 4 214 209 

Schools of Excellence for 1m rovement 5 84 67 

District Provides Textbooks for All Pu i1s 100% 100% 

Annual Accreditation Status Accredited N 0 779 N 752 Y 720 

Accredited-Cited N d 1 226 Y 276 N 278 

Accredited-Probationa y 1 47 N 37 N 76 

Attendance Rate 92.1 91.9 94.3 91.3 94.3 92.2 94.5 
:el Dro out Rate 3.6 1.1 3.3 8 3 

Graduation Rate 100 96.4 85.4 88.6 68.2 96.2 68 
'oil Grade Inflation Rate 36 36 27 12.5 11.3 16.7 9.6 

Colle e Remediation Rate 42.9 ;" . ~.9 48.1 50 46.3 54.5 48.1 

October 1 Enrollment 182 i)La$8 465,615 174 466,391 175 465,801 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 1 0 0 1,833 0 1,747 1,656 

Percent of Students Retained at Grade 1 0 0 4.9 0 4.6 4.4 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 2 0 0 740 0 829 715 

Percent of Students Retained at Grade 2 0 ·0 2 0 2.3 1.9 
,. Number of Students Retained at Grade 3 .·.·2 460 0 486 372 

Percent of Students Retained at Grade 3 8 1.3 0 1.3 1 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 4 .,0 311 0 331 195 

Percent of Students Retained at Grade 4 ... 0 0.9 0 0.9 0.5 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 5 0 236 0 263 150 ,. 
Percent of Students Retained at Grade 5 -0 0.7 0 0.7 0.4 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 6 0 279 0 314 164 .... 
Percent of Students Retained at Grade 6 II 0.8 0 0.9 0.5 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 7 0 680 0 600 431 

Percent of Students Retained at Grade 7 0 1.9 0 1.7 1.2 

Number of Students Retained at Grade 8 0 723 0 562 1 425 
Percent of Students Retained at Grade 8 0 2 0 1.6 2.9 1.2 

Disci line Policies Distributed to Parents Y y Y Y Y Y Y 
Discipline Training Provided to Staff y y y y y y y 

Parental Involvement Plan Adopted y y y y y y y 

District Alternative Learnin Environment Compliance y 100% 99% 
," Expulsions 0 0 0.6 0 0.1 1.7 0.1.. 

Weapons Incidents 0 
"I" 

0 0.3 0 0.2 0 0.1 

.. Staff Assa uIts 0 0 0.4 0 0.1 0 0.1 

Student Assaults 4.4 5 2.8 0 0.6 0 0.5 

20 Source: National Office for Research, Measurement and Evaluation Systems, University of Arkansas at Fayetteville. The standard for achievement in Arkansas is Proficient. 
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----- O~BE~07 _ 

SCHOOL NAME """':"'WEINE1nfJGH '5Lffi)OL - DISTRICT NAME - WEINER SCHOOL DISTRICT 
INDICATOR 5: DEMOGRAPHICS I 6: CHOICE I 7: ECONOMIC 

• 
21 - 36788 

o 
98 

38 

State 

0.8 

2.4 

3.6 

1.5 

60.4 

mn 

8 

o 

I" 

t;6 

65i8' 
3U 

% Students School Choice 0 0 0.6 0 0.6 6.9 "~;$ 2.6 
Mills Voted 39.9 35.87 36.27 al,l; 35.81 

Expenditure Per Student 8; 6 $7,992 $8,362 $9;. $8,308 
Average Teacher Salary $35,950 $44,493 $45,393 ".. :.3.:~"$a, $45,862 

Total Expenditures $3,093,967 $4,544,022,019 $4,675,508,642 '~i.~.~ $4,712,965,626 
Instructional Expenditures $1,185,672 $2,307,668,510 $2,356,108,193 .~~~~t.~r $2,371,355,396 

Administrative Expenditures $339,724 $299,323,098 $302,736,869 $ol1.¥~' $302,869,927 
Extracurricular Expenditures $57,21'· $127,772,092 $154,208,848 tJ"~!:i2&1t!; $132,971,947 

"C"'•. _::,•. ,"·,.'" ,"::.. ,,:_:;".,. 

Capital Expenditures $143,011 $509,419,747 $502,736,782 ~!~~" $466,158,460 
Debt Service Expenditures $110,261 $200,691,185 $209,936,923 $1.ttf••. $235,246,569 

% Students Eligible for Free and Reduced Meals 42.3 ·50.3 55.7 49.4 55.5 53.1 ·55.7 56.7 
State Free and Reduced-Price Meal Rate*** 54.2 55.32 55.9 

National Free and Reduced-Price Meal Rate** 45.3 46.62 49.2 

District State School State School 
% Teachers Completely Certified (Licensed) 97 98.9 97 98.4 100 

% Teaching with Emergency/Provisional Credentials 0 0 0 0 
% Teachers with Bachelor's Degree 65.2 66.7 62.4 71.4 

% Teachers with Master's Degree 33.8 33.4 35.2 23.8 
% Teachers with Advanced Degree 0.56 0 0.6 4.8 
Highly Qualified (HQ) Teachers 

HQ Teachers in High Poverty Schools 
% Core Academic Classes Not Taught by HQ Teachers I 0 0 2.58 I NA 0!{~~g~~~.-(;:J.~~;t~~~~~t} 9.6 I NA 

HQ Teachers in Low Poverty Schools 
•• % Core Academic Classes Not Taught by HQ Teachers I 0 0 0.75 I NA ~e';i2lJ1l,.$;i::'i\;";;;ffil' 2.7 I NA 

HQ Teachers Aggregate of All Economic Levels 
~ % Core Academic Classes not Taught by HQ Teachers I 9.68 4.23 1.56 I 5.6 fi~"li~!l5~~lIk'\l!if"E~i~\;: 6.3 I 0

.' School Board Member Names* 
I
M 

I
il 

**Source: FNS National databank for federal fiscal year 2009 ***State Free and Reduced-Price Meal Rate includes preschool and adult education students. 
*Note: School Board members who were recently elected may not have completed all of their training prior to the printing of this School Performance Report. 2 
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I SJR9 

I 
will be known as 

Amendment #3 on Ballot for 2000 

I 
82nd General Assembly
 
Regular Session, 1999 SJR 9
 

I 
By: Senators Beebe, Harriman, Brown, Webb, Everett, D. Malone, Mahony, Kennedy 
By: Representatives T. Thomas, Vess, Hale, Lynn, Napper, Hunt, Carson 

SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION 

I "PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE ARKANSAS CONSTITUTION TO REVISE THE 
JUDICIAL ARTICLE." 

I Subtitle 

"PROPOSING AN AMENDMENT TO THE ARKANSAS CONSTITUTION TO REVISE THE


I JUDICIAL ARTICLE."
 

BE IT RESOLVED BY THE SENATE OF THE EIGHTY-SECOND GENERAL ASSEMBLY
 

I OF THE STATE OF ARKANSAS AND BY THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, A
 
MAJORITY OF ALL MEMBERS ELECTED TO EACH HOUSE AGREEING THERETO:
 
That the following is hereby proposed as an amendment to the Constitution of the State of
 

I Arkansas, and upon being submitted to the electors of the state for approval or rejection at the next
 

I
 
general election for Senators and Representatives, if a majority of the electors voting thereon at
 
such election, adopt such amendment, the same shall become a part of the Constitution of the State
 
of Arkansas, to wit:
 

I
 
SECTION 1. JUDICIAL POWER.
 
The judicial power is vested in the Judicial Department of state government, consisting ofa
 
Supreme Court and other courts established by this Constitution.
 
SECTION 2. SUPREME COURT. 
(A) The Supreme Court shall be composed of seven Justices. one ofwhom shall serve as Chief 
Justice. The Justices of the Supreme Court shall be selected from the State at large. 

I 
I an The Chief Justice shall be selected for that position in the same manner as the other Justices are 

selected. During any temporary period ofabsence or incapacity of the Chief Justice, an acting 
ChiefJustice shall be selected by the Court from among the remaining justices. 
(£) The concurrence ofat least four justices shall be reguired for a decision in all cases. 
ill) The Supreme Court shall have:
 
ill Statewide appellate jurisdiction:
 

I ill Original jurisdiction to issue writs of guo warranto to all persons holding judicial office, and to
 
officers ofpolitical corporations when the question involved is the legal existence of such
 
corporations:


I ill Original jurisdiction to answer questions of state law certified by a court of the United States,
 
which may be exercised pursuant to Supreme Court rule:
 
.H) Original jurisdiction to determine sufficiency of state initiative and referendum petitions and
 

I proposed constitutional amendments: and (5) Only such other original jurisdiction as provided by
 
this Constitution.
 

I 
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I 
@) The Supreme Court shall have power to issue and determine any and all writs necessary in aid 
of its jurisdiction and to delegate to its several justices the power to issue such writs. 
(E) The Supreme Court shall appoint its clerk and reporter. 

I 
(ill The sessions of the Supreme Court shall be held at such times and places as may be adopted 
by Supreme Court rule. 
SECTION 3. RULES OF PLEADING, PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE. The Supreme Court 
shall prescribe the rules ofpleading, practice and procedure for all courts; provided these rules 
shall not abridge, enlarge or modify any substantive right and shall preserve the right of trial by 

I jury as declared in this Constitution. 

I 
SECTION 4. SUPERINTENDING CONTROL. The Supreme Court shall exercise general 
superintending control over all courts of the state and may temporarily assign judges, with their 
consent, to courts or divisions other than that for which they were elected or appointed. These 

I 
functions shall be administered by the Chief Justice. 
SECTION 5. COURT OF APPEALS. There shall be a Court of Appeals which may have 
divisions thereof as established by Supreme Court rule. The Court of Appeals shall have such 

I 
appellate jurisdiction as the Supreme Court shall by rule determine and shall be subject to the 
general superintending control of the Supreme Court. Judges of the Court of Appeals shall have the 
same qualifications as Justices of the Supreme Court. 

I 
SECTION 6. CIRCUIT COURTS. 
® Circuit Courts are established as the trial courts of original jurisdiction of all justiciable 

matters not otherwise assigned pursuant to this Constitution. 
ill) Subject to the superintending control of the Supreme Court, the Judges of a Circuit Court may 

I 
divide that Circuit Court into subject matter divisions, and any Circuit Judge within the Circuit 
may sit in any division. 
(g Circuit Judges may temporarily exchange circuits by joint order. Any Circuit Judge who 
consents may be assigned to another circuit for temporary service under rules adopted by the 
Supreme Court. 

I ill) The Circuit Courts shall hold their sessions in each county at such times and places as are, or 

I
 
may be, prescribed by law.
 
SECTION 7. DISTRICT COURTS.
 
® District Courts are established as the trial courts oflimited jurisdiction as to amount and
 

I
 
subject matter, subject to the right of appeal to Circuit Courts for a trial de novo.
 
ill) The jurisdictional amount and the subject matter ofcivil cases that may be heard in the
 
District Courts shall be established by Supreme Court rule. District Courts shall have original
 

I
 
jurisdiction, concurrent with Circuit Courts, of misdemeanors, and shall also have such other
 
criminal jurisdiction as may be provided pursuant to Section 10 of this Amendment.
 
ill There shall be at least one District Court in each county. If there is only one District Court in
 
a county, it shall have county-wide jurisdiction. Fines and penalties received by the district court 
shall continue to be distributed in the manner provided by current law, unless and until the General 
Assembly shall establish a new method of distribution. 

I 
I Jill A District Judge may serve in one or more counties. Subject to the superintending control of 

the Supreme Court. the Judges of a District Court may divide that District Court into subject 
matter divisions, and any District Judge within the district may sit in any division. 
@) District Judges may temporarily exchange districts by joint order. Any District Judge who 

I
 
consents may be assigned to another district for temporary service under rules adopted by the
 
Supreme Court.
 
SECTION 8. REFEREES, MASTERS AND MAGISTRATES.
 
® A Circuit Court Judge may appoint referees or masters, who shall have power to perform such 
duties of the Circuit Court as may be prescribed by Supreme Court rule. 

I
 
I
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I
 
an With the concurrence ofa majority of the Circuit Court Judges of the Circuit. a District Court
 
Judge may aJWOint magistrates. who shall be subject to the superintending control of the District
 
Court and shall have power to perform such duties of the District Court as may be prescribed by
 

I
 
Supreme Court rule.
 
SECTION 9. ANNULMENT OR AMENDMENT OF RULES.
 
Any rules promulgated by the Supreme Court pursuant to Sections 5, 6m), 7m), 7m), or 8 of this
 
Amendment may be annulled or amended. in whole or in part. by a two-thirds (2/3) vote of the
 
membership ofeach house ofthe General Assembly.
 

I SECTION 10. JURISDICTION, VENUE. CIRCUITS, DISTRICTS AND NUMBER OF
 
JUDGES. The General Assembly shall have the power to establish jurisdiction ofall courts and
 
venue ofall actions therein, unless otherwise provided in this Constitution. and the power to
 

I establish judicial circuits and districts and the number of judges for Circuit Courts and District
 

I
 
Courts, provided such circuits or districts are comprised ofcontiguous territories.
 
35 SECTION 11. RIGHT OF APPEAL. There shall be a right of appeal to an appellate court
 
from the Circuit Courts and other rights ofappeal as may be provided by Supreme Court rule or
 

I
 
by law.
 
SECTION 12. TEMPORARY DISOUALIFICATION OF JUSTICES OR JUDGES. No Justice
 
or Judge shall preside or participate in any case in which he or she might be interested in the
 

I
 
outcome, in which any party is related to him or her by consanguinity or affinity within such degree
 
as prescribed by law, or in which he or she may have been counselor have presided in any inferior
 
court.
 
SECTION 13. ASSIGNMENT OF SPECIAL AND RETIRED JUDGES.
 

I
 
fA) If a Supreme Court Justice is disqualified or temporarily unable to serve, the Chief Justice
 
shall certify the fact to the Governor, who within thirty (30) days thereafter shall commission a
 
Special Justice, unless the time is extended by the Chief Justice upon a showing by the Governor
 
that. in spite of the exercise ofdiligence. additional time is needed. If the Governor fails to
 
commission a Special Justice within thirty (0) days, or within any extended period granted by the


I Chief Justice, the Lieutenant Governor shall commission a Special Justice.
 
an If a Judge of the Court ofAppeals is disqualified or temporarily unable to serve. the Chief
 
Judge shall certify the fact to the Chief Justice who shall commission a Special Judge.
 

I (g If a Circuit or District Judge is disqualified or temporarily unable to serve. or if the Chief
 

I
 
Justice shall determine there is other need for a Special Judge to be temporarily appointed, a
 
Special Judge may be assigned by the Chief Justice or elected by the bar of that Court. under rules
 
prescribed by the Supreme Court. to serve during the period of temporary disqualification. absence
 

I
 
or need.
 
ill} In naming Special Justices and Judges, the Governor or the Chief Justice may commission.
 
with their consent, retired Justices or Judges. active Circuit or District Judges, or licensed
 

I
 
attorneys.
 
ill) Special and retired Justices and Judges selected and assigned for temporary judicial service
 
shall meet the qualifications of Justices or Judges ofthe Court to which selected and assigned.
 

I
 
fr) Special and retired judges shall be compensated as provided by law.
 
SECTION 14. PROHIBITION OF PRACTICE OF LAW. Justices and Judges, except District
 
Judges. shall not practice law during their respective terms ofoffice. The General Assembly may,
 
by classification. prohibit District Judges from practicing law.
 

I
 
SECTION 15. PROHIBITION OF CANDIDACY FOR NON-JUDICIAL OFFICE. Ira Judge or
 
Justice files as a candidate for non-judicial governmental office, that candidate's judicial office
 
shall immediately become vacant.
 
SECTION 16. QUALIFICATIONS AND TERMS OF JUSTICES AND JUDGES.
 
CA) Justices of the Supreme Court and Judges of the Court ofAppeals shall have been licensed


I attorneys ofthis state for at least eight years immediately preceding the date of assuming office.
 
They shall serve eight year tenns.
 

I 
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I 
ill) Circuit Judges shall have been licensed attorneys of this state for at least six years immediately 
preceding the date of assuming office. They shall serve six-year terms. 
(C) District Judges shall have been licensed attorneys of this state for at least four years 

I 
immediately preceding the date of assuming office. They shall serve fom-year terms. 
(I)) All Justices and Judges shall be qualified electors within the geographical area from which they 
are chosen, and Circuit and District Judges shall reside within that geographical area at the time of 
election and during their period of service. A geographical area may include any county contiguous 
to the county to be served when there are no qualified candidates available in the county to be 

I served. 
(E) The General Assembly shall by law determine the amount and method ofpayment of Justices 
and Judges. Such salaries and expenses may be increased, but not diminished, during the term for 

I which such Justices or Judges are selected or elected. Salaries of Circuit Judges shall be uniform 
throughout the state. 

I 
(F) Circuit District and Appellate Court Judges and Justices shall not be allowed any fees or 
perquisites of office, nor hold any other office of trust or profit under this state or the United 
States, except as authorized by law.
 
SECTION 17. ELECTION OF CIRCUIT AND DISTRICT JUDGES.
 

I (A) Circuit Judges and District Judges shall be elected on a nonpartisan basis by a majority of 
qualified electors voting for such office within the circuit or district which they serve. 

I
 
(B) Vacancies in these offices shall be filled as provided by this Constitution.
 
SECTION 18. ELECTION OF SUPREME COURT JUSTICES AND COURT OF APPEALS
 
JUDGES.
 

I
 
(A) Supreme Court Justices and Court of Appeals Judges shall be elected on a nonpartisan basis
 
by a majority ofqualified electors voting for such office. Provided. however, the General Assembly
 
may refer the issue of merit selection ofmembers of the Supreme Court and the Court ofAppeals
 
to a vote of the people at any general election. If the voters approve a merit selection system, the 
General Assembly shall enact laws to create a judicial nominating commission for the purpose of

I nominating candidates for merit selection to the Supreme Court and Court of Appeals.
 
(B) Vacancies in these offices shall be filled by appointment of the Governor, unless the voters
 
provide otherwise in a system of merit selection.
 

I SECTION 19. TRANSITION PROVISIONS, TENURE OF PRESENT JUSTICES AND
 
JUDGES, AND JURISDICTION OF PRESENT COURTS.
 
(A) Tenure ofPresent Justices and Judges.
 

I (1) Justices of the Supreme Court and Judges of the Court of Appeals in office at the time this 
Amendment takes effect shall continue in office until the end of the terms for which they were 
elected or appointed. 

I (2) All Circuit Chancery, and Circuit-Chancery Judges in office at the time this Amendment takes 
effect shall continue in office as Circuit Judges until the end of the terms for which they were 
elected or appointed: provided further, the respective jurisdictional responsibilities for matters 

I legal, equitable or juvenile in nature as presently exercised by such Judges shall continue until 
changed pursuant to law. 

I 
(3) Municipal Court Judges in office at the time this Amendment takes effect shall continue in 

office through December 31, 2004; provided. if a vacancy occurs in an office of a Municipal 
Judge, that vacancy shall be filled for a term which shall end December 31, 2004. 
(B) Jurisdiction of Present Courts. 

I 
(1) The Jurisdiction conferred on Circuit Courts established by this Amendment includes all 

matters previously cognizable by Circuit, ChanceI)', Probate and Juvenile Courts including those 
matters repealed by Section 22 of this Amendment. The geographic circuits and subject matter 
divisions of these courts existing at the time this Amendment takes effect shall become circuits and 

I divisions of the Circuit Court as herein established until changed pursuant to this Amendment. 
CircuitCourts.shall assume the .. iurisdiction of Circuit Chancery, Probate andJuvenile Courts. 

I 
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I 
(2) District Courts shall have the jurisdiction vested in Municipal Courts. Corporation Courts. 
Police Courts. Justice ofthe Peace Courts. and Courts ofCommon Pleas at the time this 
Amendment takes effect. District Courts shall assume the jurisdiction of these courts of limited 
jurisdiction and other jurisdiction conferred in this Amendment on January 1, 2005. City Courts 
shall continue in existence after the effective date ofthis amendment unless such City Court is

I abolished by the governing body ofthe city or by appropriate action ofthe General Assembly. 
Immediately upon abolition ofsuch City Court. the jurisdiction ofthe City Court shall vest in 
the nearest District Court in the county where the city is located. 

I (C) Continuation ofCourts. The Supreme Court provided for in this Amendment shall be a 

I 
continuation of the Supreme Court now existing. The Court ofAppeals shall be regarded as 
a continuation ofthe Court ofAppeals now existing. All laws and parts oflaws relating to the 
Supreme Court and to the Court of Appeals which are not in conflict or inconsistent with this 

I 
Amendment shall remain in full force and effect and shall apply to the Supreme Court and Court of 
Appeals. respectively. established by this Amendment until amended. rnpea.led or superseded by 
appropriate action ofthe General Assembly or the Supreme Court pursuant to this Amendment. 

I 
The Circuit Courts shall be regarded as a continuation of the Circuit Chancery. Probate and 
Juvenile Courts now existing. Effective Janumy 1. 2005. the District Courts shall be regarded as 
a continuation of the Municipal Courts. Corporation Courts. Police Courts. Justice of the Peace 
Courts and Courts ofCommon Pleas now existing. All the papers and records pertaining to these 

I 
courts shall be transferred accordingly. and no suit or prosecution of any kind or nature shall abate 
because ofany change made by this Amendment. All writs. actions. suits. proceedings. civil or 
criminal liabilities. prosecutions. judgments. decrees. orders. sentences. regulations. causes of 

I 
action and appeals existing on the effective date ofthis Amendment shall continue unaffected 
except as modified in accordance with this Amendment. 
SECTION 20. PROSECUTING ATTORNEYS. A Prosecuting Attorney shall be elected by the 
qualified electors of each judicial circuit. Prosecuting Attorneys shall have been licensed attorneys 
ofthis state for at least four years immediately preceding the date ofassuming office. They shall be 

I qyalified electors within the judicial circuit from which they are elected and shall reside within that 
geographical area at the time ofthe election and during their period ofservice. They shall serve 
four-year terms. 

I SECTION 21. EFFECTIVE DATE. This Amendment shall become effective on July. 2001. 
SECTION 22. REPEALER. 

I 
(A) The following sections ofArticle 7 of the Constitution ofthe State ofArkansas are hereby 
repealed effective July 1, 2001; 1 through 18; 20 through 22; 24; 25; 32; 34; 35; 39; 40; 42; 44; 

I 
45 and 50. 
§ 1. J.HtJieiat pawer 'jested iB eeurts. The jH6ieial pe'lleF ef the State shall be 'jested iB eBe Supreme 
GeUlt, iB eil'euit Geurts, iB eeURty aBd prebate eeurts, llR8 injustiees efthe peaee. The Gefteral 
Assembly ma)' alse "lest sueJ:i jurisdietiea as may be deemed Beeessary ia HRmieiJml eer,eFatiea 
Gew1s, eeurts efeemmeR pleas, '+'litera establislie8, aa8; 'Nheft 8eefBe8 eKpe8ieftt, may establish 

I
 sepamte eeurts ef ehaaeery.
 
§ 2. Supreme Gewt. The Supreme Gem shall be eempese8 efthFeejooges, eae efwltem shall be 
styles ekiefjustiee, ana eleeted as sueh; aBy tv.'e efwhem shell eeflStitute a l¥lefI:HB, llR8 the 

I
 GeReUfFeftGe eftv.'8 judges shall, in ~ery ease, be aeGessary te a seeisiea.
 
§ 3.lBefease efaember efjutiges. WBeft the pepulatieR eftlie State shalllHBeURt te eRe milliea; 
the Gefteral Assembly ma)" ifaeemes Reeessary, iB6fea5e the flUIBber efjueges ef the Supreme 
Geurt te five; aBEl; ea sueh mGFeaSe, a majerity efjooges shall be aeeessary te make a quemm er a

I aeeisieR. 
§ 4. Jurisdietiea llR8 p8WeFS efSupreme Geurt The Supreme Geurt; ~Ee. in eases ethenvise 
pl'8'A8ed by this Genstitutiea; sba.J.I BaV@ appellme jurisdietiea aBly, ,,,,bieh shall be eeeKtensi..16

I with the State, UR8er sueR FeSt:rietieflS as may fi:em time te time be preseribe8 by Ill'N. It shall have 
a geaeral superiRteftEling e8RtFe1 ever all warier Geurts ef law BB8 .ty; aBEl; ia aid ef its 

I 
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&Jll"ellate and SliflePt'ise" , , ,eertiemri, haeeas ee f) jHft~~~1:6Il; it shalllia'Je e"'et' , , 

I 

§ 6 . .	 • ~"" ... '8l''OlI' '" 
:. QueItlieetie"" .£judges ofg	 • • 

I	 
.. -1egeI- .f 

liflFeffte GeHrt, /'Ljtuige efthe 8HFefRetlufty }'eafS efage, ef geea meFiHI	 llfll! _ yeBI'8 • _ oftlr g aINueeteF, llfll!1_ ift 1he I..!. .C_ - be ell.... 
"""'.. Ujl8fl1he _ f • -.llfll! wile """ b.... 8 ~ f1he \hlite<l . ri, : 
bel B- llBl'..... f - ,. ..... ..I be BEjll8! Ie • yeBI'8 _ ~ 'H......I, wbeo ed<Ie<Ile1he ( yeBI'8, .f .iIte",I __ of 1he lltetellfll! ~ :k"Z:' oftile &Ipreote C__"':.":Hl8j' beve pmeti.e<! 18w, 

thew_i...; bel eI tile I'ifs "': - <It<riog tbe ...... ofei ':""'" by tile qeelifie<!C_"" tbejudges _;; JB<JetiBg .flhe ..... _Ihe I'ifsI f ~ !rom "'..... of 
.!flee feF fa'" .... Ii-' t" dwal. them",h. iBle II- I·--- "'is
f' ' llf .m llfll! tile eII<' ' .... ...... "" f"
 

I	 .f. riEll ......of. . - - - eight y.... ell "'b" ~ 0-_""- beld b' 
- ISTh bel OF W"'''''-' . be .1§ 1. C_llfll! """"'"')<lOIS.gA """"" ~I be - ift ' tile • It f J_dI	 tbeir _ feF,;" .• ' • .-.C_ - _iftt i ..... "'IS ....,;fieetieR. 

I 
:"',;:"""'" wile _ ~. -u: '" Ihe tH"",,"ifie<l jll<lge sbell -.<i£. • -..aIifie<! ffelBI	 .. ]fl. lrialllfll!__;; tile f<lIjQisile""""';; e8->j1he ...... Ie "'. 

§ 10, Geml"eBsatie f 2 '"""	 .... - .. tile "".. Ie s't 
n It' d	 • ID. """""""C 

I stated times FeSefv-e a sam ' ew jti~es Dt:J:al amee heM' 

I
 
~. ...of_Hl8j'''' be veste<l.' J""_.... a11_llfll! 0fimifl1 
§ 12 ,......_. It' 8._ ofeiFeuit.- _. .	 .... f'Rl'ffl!e<l feF by Ibi.I 
aBa I"laees as are, er mad ' e e~tilt eet:J:Fts shallhela their ' 
§ 13. Ju<lieiRI'	 . l be, """BAbe<! by law. -.. .. - """"'Y .. '""" .. 

I """'.Thelltetesb lib .. ....s 
til" e~ eootigt:J:etlS eel:lRties fer e Ire ~l'JlaeEl iBte sewleBieBt eir~' . 

I
 
""""'Y, flRlbere, ._of...:........•8 5<Jj>8I'iBIeR<I._::...... Wflls - Ie 
bey. _IeI'1e i..... _ d~"" plees llfll! ...,.BRlIi"" ....... ,j~IoteJ-"".·'OF 

d' ' .... -' U SD-JU5lieesofth'I	 SD- "I"""fie _ llBl' ofwb'4 ,.. '."" IF tile """"""'"Y wFi.. Ie """y:--- """ .-.. 'i8S8li"" •• .-Hl8j' be _ "1''''' d - - thew g.,,,••l 
§ I. Il' . ..... .ftbejll<lge f'" 

. -<jlfllyj_.UnIilIheG'·- ~...I	 ,elitlfleery the eiFel:lit eew OOeRH 1 LSSembly shall de' 
g_C-. ill '"""='bevej.....ilieIi"" ift _ .~~~ Ie _ ....... of 
§ Hi. Qt:J:alifieatieBs ef el""" 't ~::s may be f)Feseribea b1' lam EI ty, St:1bjeet te ~eal te the 
8	 rvtipjtiugeS A • d J d.I	 tates, at least twooty eight yellfS ef' 1 L jti~e efthe eiret:J:it eeW't shall be . , 

, eameElm the lav/, twe yellfS a 

I 
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I § 35. AW S feB'le Ceart; 8fF HIprebate te the up 

I 
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I 
takeR ill the same fBftftflef as a~eals Hem eew1s ofehaneety 8:Bd subjeet to the same Fegulaaens 
anti restFietiens. [As amemlea by Ganst. Ameaa. 24, § 2.] 
§ 39. N1:ll1lher ift eaeh tevlflSftip. Per e\rety tv.'i') J:u.m8Fea eleetefs there shall he eleeteEl 9fte jl:lStiee of 
the pease, 9ut e>..ety te'lYlftsBip, fte',.,llWer SfBftll, skall ha';e RYO justiees af the peaee. 
§ 40. eliell:lSWe afl:a eeHel:Il'feBtjl:lfisElietiaft ofjl:lStiees ofthe peaee Crimiftal jurisElietioo

I Preeess POVIef te issue. They skaU ha';e oFigiflal jurisElietioft ill the fellewiftg matteFs: Pirst; 
eliGll:l5i';e ofthe eitel:lit eewt; ill all matteFs ofeeBtFaet •....flere the aHlel:lftt ill eeo1ffi>.'efSy Elees ftat 
~ the StlHl ef eRe J:u.m8Fe8 EleUars, ~g interest, afI:8 eeflElt:lffeBt jurisElietioft in matters of

I eeotmet where the amel:lBt ifI: eefl:tfevefSY Elees net elieeea the 5l:IffI: efthree ~ Elellars, 

I 
eliell:lSive of interest; seeeoa, eeBel:lFfeftt jl:lFisElietioft in suits fer the reeo...rety of PefSOftal pFepeFty 
·nfteFe the value ofthe flFepeFty aoes ftat elieeea the Sl:lffl: ef thfee hl:lfl:E:irea EleUars, afl:a in all 
matters of 8amage te PefSeoal pFefleRy •.vhere the amal:lBt in eeotlwlefSY aoes Ret elieeea the sum 
of9fte hl:lfl:E:irea aellars; tftffEl; sueh jl:lFisElietieo ofmisElemeaBefS as is ft&.,.,.., or may he, presefil:Jea 
by law; fal:Irtl1; ta sit as eliaHliftiftg eal:lfts aoe eammit; aisehaFge er reea~ affea8eFs te the 

I em:H't having jl:lfisElietieB; fer fur..her tFial, ana te biBEl peFSoos te keep the pease er fer gaoa 

I 
hehavier; fift.':, fer the feregeiog p8l'flases they shall have pe·....eF te issue all fl:eeessaty pFeeess; 
sHah, they shall Be eeB5efViltefS afthe pease within their respeeti·ve eel:lfl:ties, pFe'..iElea ajl:lStiee af 
the peaee shall net have juri5Elieti6fl: •••..here a liea eo 18:Bd er title ar pessessiaft therete is in·.'a....ea. 
§ 42. Appeals Hem justiees efpeaee. A~eals may Be takea frem the final joogmefl:ts afthe 
jl:lStiees afthe pease te the eireuit eel::l:Ft5l:1B8er sueh regulaHeos as are fl:eW, ar may be, pFeviaea 

I
 bylaw.
 
§ 44. Pulaski GhafI:eefy Gal:lfl:. The Pulaski GhaneeFy Gol:lfl: shall eaRtim:le in eliisteaee l:Ifttil 

I 
aholishea by law, ar the busiBess peaEliHg at the a8eptl6fl: afthis G6fl:Stituti6fl: shall he Elispesea af, 
ar the pea8ing busilless be transferreEl te ether eatHts. The jU8ge aBEl elerk af saia e9l:ll't shall hola 
affiee fer the teFm ofRve yeafS, anti shall be eleeteEl by the EIualifiea'ffltefS afthe State. AU suits 
ana pFeeeeElings •...rftieh relate te SHtteeatR seetieH laH8s er te money aue fer saia lafI:8s shall he 
tl'ansfefFea te the respeeti-..'e eel:lBties where sueh laH8s are loeatea in sueR manHef as skallhe

I pFe·/iEleEi by the GeBemI Assem1:lly at the Belit sassioft. 
§ 45. Separate eFimifI:aI eeurts &1:lo1iskea. The sepamte erimiftal e9l:ll'ts estahlishe8 ill this State are 
here1:ly ahalishe8, 8:Bd all the juri5E1ieti6fl: elief6isea By said eriminal e9l:ll'ts is ...'esteS in the eirel:lit 

I eourts afthe respeetive eOl:lfl:ties; afI:8 all eal:lSes ftOW pemliftg therein are here1:ly tFaflsferre8 te saia 
eireuit eal:lfts respeeti-..rely. It shall be the 8l:Ity efthe eleFI:ffi ofsaia eriminal eal:lfts te tFaflsfer all 
the reeerEls, beaks afI:8 p8f3efS pertaining te saia eriminal eourts to the eirel:lit eol:lfl:s oftheir 

I
 respeetl'..e eal:lBties.
 
§ 50. Vaeafl:eies. t\.-ll '''aeaHeies oeel:lfFifl:g ill any affiee pFe'/iEle8 fer iH this Miele shall be fiUea By 
speeial eleetieB; sa\'e that in ease ofYaeaHeies oeeurrifl:g iB e&l:lftty afl:a te·....ftskip ofiiees sHe 

I meftths afI:8 iH etheF &ffiees fI:ifI:e meotbs, llefere the Bent geaeml eleetiafl; sueh vaeaneies shall be 
fiUea By appaintment By the GW;eFBer. (B) Sections 34 and 35 ofArticle 7 ofthe Constitution of 
the State ofArkansas, as amended by Sections 1 and 2 ofAmendment 24, are hereby repealed 

I
 effective July 1,2001.
 

I 
§ 34. Pi'aBate eel:lrts JurisElietieft Trial of issues Terms. In eaeh eel:lJlty the JuElge ef the eowt 
haviftgjuFisElieti6fl: in matters of eEIuity shall beju8ge ofthe eel:lfl: afpfObate, afl:a have sueR 
eliGll:ISi'..e aFigiftal jl:lfisElietieo ill matters relati·.re te the f'F9llate afwills, the estates ofEleeeasea 
pefS6fI:S, elieel:lteFS, aElministratafS, gt:J8:F<!iaos, ana parsOftS of l:IIlSol:lfl:a miBtl aBEl their estates, as is 
ftOW ...<este8 in eel:lJ'ts efprobate, or may be hereafter preserlbea by law. The judge ofthe flFObate 
eawt shall try all issues ofthe la'll afI:6 ef filets a:FisiHg in eauses er pFeeee8iftg5 '+'lithia the

I jl:ll'i5Elietieft efsaKl eeur.. and thereill pea8ifl:g. The regular terms efthe eel:ll1s ofpre1:late shall be 
hela at Sl:Ieh times as is ftOVl ar may fterea.fter be preseriBeEI by law; anti the Geaefal Assembly 
may pFe'+'iEle far the eeHSeliElati6fl: ofehaReeIy afI:8 pFe1:late eetHts. [l\S 8fRefl:8e8 By GeRSt. Ameaa.

I 24, § 1.] 

I
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§ 35. l'".:flfleals ffem flffibate eol:H't. AWeals may be takeH Wemjeagmems ana OF6efS ofeotH'ts of 

I flffibate to the Sl:If'lFefBe Cot:lfl:; ana, l:Hltil ethervt'ise flF9¥iaea by the GeBeralAssembly, shall Be 
taken iH the same HlftIlIler as 8:flfleals ffem eaw1s ofeRaneery aDd sebjeet to the same regelatioftS 
ana restrietioBs. [>\s ameBdea by COBst. AmeBa. 24, § 2.](C) Section 43 of Article 7 of the 

I
 
Constitution of the State of Arkansas is hereby repealed effective January 1,2005.
 
§ 43. COFfJOratioB eotH'ts htrisaietioB. COFfJOratiOB eotH'ts fer teWBS aBa eit:ies may be in'/estea 
.....itBjt:HiSaietiOB eOBe1:Jf'f'eHt w-ithjl:lstiees of the flease in eMl ana eriminal mat:ters, ana the 
GeHeral Assembly lBfty invest st:teh ofthefB as it may deem eKfle6iem with jt:HisaietioB ofaBY

I erifBiHal s:f'feBses Bet fltmisftaBle by 6eath er imprisolHBem in the fleniteBtiary, with or withom 
iooietmeBt; as may be flFe"iiaea by la-N, anEl; \:Hitil the GeBeral Assembly shall etherwise flreviae, 
they shall have the jW'isaietiOB BOW flF9¥iaea by law. (D) Section 1 of Amendment 58 of the 

I Constitution of the State of Arkansas is hereby repealed effective July 1,2001. 

I 
§ 1. CoW't of l'".:weals. The GeBeral,'\ssemely is hereby emflowerea to ereate aB6 establish a Coert 
of Aflfleals ana aivisioftS thereof. The Col:H't ofAWeals shall ha'ie seeR 8:flflellate jt:HisaietioB as 
the SeflFefBe CoHrt shall by rele aetermiHe, ana shall be seBjeet te the geHeral Sl:lf'leriBteBaiBg 

I 
e8Btffil of the SeflFefBe CsW't: Jti6ges sf the CoW't ofAweals shall have the same Eteali!ieatioBs 
as jl:lstiees sfthe Sl:If'lFelBe Cot:lfl: aB6 shall be seleetea iH the HlftflBer flFOviaea by la'N.(E) Section 1 
ofAmendment 64 ofthe Constitution of the State ofArkansas is hereby repealed effective January 
1,2005. 
§ 1. COB6t:J:TFeH:t jwisaietioo JwisaietioBal amO\:Hit. ~lotwithstaBtliftg aBY flFOYisisB ofthis 

I
 COBstiMioB te the eoBtrafy aBa iB aaaitisB to jt:HisaietioB BOW eomerrea OB fftliflieiflal eo\ifts,
 
mlffiieipal eottrts shall have jerisaietioB eSBeWTem '+'lith eireeit eottrts (a) iB matters of eoBtraet 

I 
where the lHflO\:l:flt iB eOBtroversy aoes Bet e~feeea three thoesana aollB:fS ($3,(:)(:)(:)) eueffi6iBg 
iBterest, (l» ill seits fer the reeovery of flersoBal flFOflelty where the 'lame ofthe flFOflerty aoes oot 
eKeeea three thoesana aollaFS ($3,(:)(:)(:)), ana (e) iH all matters of6Bffiage te flerseBal flffiflerty where 
the lHflO\:Hit in eo8tre'iersy aoes Bet eKeeea fr.fee tho\lSana aollaFS ($3,00(:)); flFO't'iaea that the 
GeBeral Assembly may by law iHerease or aeerease the jerisaietioBallimit by a twa thiras vete of

I eash hoese ofthe GeHeral Assembly.(F) Section I ofAmendment 77 of the Constitution of the 
State of Arkansas is hereby repealed effective July 1,2001. 
SECTION I. fA) If a Sl:If'lFeme Coert jestiee is aisEJ:Wllifiea or teIBflorarily lHlaBle to serve, the 

I ChiefJestiee shall eertify"the faet to the GO'/emor, '....41:0 withiB thHty (3(:)) aays thereafter, shall 
eommissioB a Sfleeial jestiee, l:Hlless the time is eKteH6ea by the ChiefJl:Istiee eflOB a SRewiBg by 
the GO'/emor that in Sflite of the eKereise ofailigeB6e, aaaitioBaI time is Beeaea. If the GO'/emer 

I fails to eommissioB a Sfleeialjestiee withiH thHty (3(:)) days, or at the eBa ofan eKteH6ea flerioa 
grantea by the Chief lestiee, the Lie\IteHant Govemer shall eommissioB a sfleeial jestiee. 

I 
(B) If a je6ge ofthe Cst:lfl: ofApfleals is aisEJ:Wllifiea Sf tetBflafftfily l::lflftl:lle te serve, the Chief 
JI:lElge shall eertify the faet te the Chief Jl:Istiee '....rfie shall 60fHfBissisB a sfleeial jl:lElge. 

I 
(C) Ifa eiremt, ehaneery, er flffieate jeage is aisEJ:l:lalffiea or teHlflorarily \maBIe te serve, or if the 
ChiefJestiee shall6etenBine there is ether Bee6 fer a Sfleeial jttElge te be teffif)OFafily aflf)ointeEl, a 
sf)eeial jl:lElge may be assigBe6 by the Chief Jl:Istiee Of eleetea by the Bar of that Com+., lffiaer roles 
flreseribea by the Sef'FefBe CoeFt; to SeF\'e aw'iBg the f)erioa of temfleFary aisEtealifieatioB, 
aeseBee er Reea. 

I (0) 1ft Baming Sfleeial jestiees ana j1:1dges, the GOYerBOr or the Chief lestiee may eolt'lffiissioB, with 
their eOBseBt, retireajestiees ofjeages, aetP.'e eireeit, ehaneery, or flFebatejl:ldges, or lieeBsea 

I 
attorneys. 
€E) Sf)eeial aBa retiFea jestiees ana j1:1dges seleetea aBd assigBea fer tefHfl0FarY jeaieial serviee 
shall meet the EJ:ealiHeatiens ofjl:lstiees Sfjl:lElgeS ofthe Cewt te ....rfiieR seleetea aBa assigBea. 
(F) Sf)eeial ana retireaje6ges shall be eOBlflensate6 as flFe'liaea by law. 

I 
(G) No other provision of the Constitution of theState of Arkansas shall be repealed by this 
Amendment unless the provision is in irreconcilable conflict with the provisions of this 
Amendment. 

I 
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