COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
OFFICE OF THI SECRETARY OF I EDUCATION

IN RE: Porter Townshlp In1t1at1ve
Petition for Formation of Independent School District _
Seeking Transfer from East Stroudsburg Area School District to
" Wallenpaupack Area School Dlstrlct

BACKGROUND

The Public Sohooi Code provides a mechanism for the majority of the taxable inhabi{ants
wfchm a geographw temtory to transfel from one school district to another adjacent ochool
district Whl()h is oontiguous thereto. 24 P.S. § 2-242.1; In Re: Application of Woodward
Township Indopénden'f School District to Transfer from Williamsport Area School District to the

-Jersey Shore Area School District, 1SD-01-01 (Pa. State Board of Education 2002) at"pp;l—’/; In |
Re: Applzcanon of the East Brady Independent School District to Transfer Sfrom Armstrong
School District to Karns Czty Area School District, 1SD-92-1 (Pa. State Board of Educatlon
1993) at pp 2- 4. Here, a gmup of citizens organized under the name Porter Townshxp Initiative
(“the Township Initiative”) secks to transfer the Township of Porter, Pike County, from the East
Stroudsburg Area School District (“East Stroudsburg ASD™) to the Wallenpaupack Area School
Dlstnct (“Wallenpaupack ASD”™). As reouired by section 242.1 of the Public Sohool Code of
1949, 24 P.S.§ 2- 242 1, the Towﬂshlp Initiative ﬁled a petmon for transfer with the E;lke County
Court of Common Pielas. Pursuant to the same statute, the Court of Common Pleas referred the
potition for transfer to the Secretary of Education (“Secretary”) fora deter’mmatlon as to' whether
‘the proposed ’transfm had merit from an educanonal standpoint. -

This matter is before the Sec1etary on the single issue — educatlonal merit. For the

Feasons described below, T find the petition has merit from an educational standpoint.




FINDINGS OF FACT

‘Procedural History

1. I September 2009, the Township Tnitiative filed a Petiﬁon for Formation of an
Independent School District with the Court of Common Pleas of Pike County (“Pike
County Court™), docket number 1895-2009. (Sec Rec: 1; Ct Rec: 1)1 '

2. On October 15, 200-9, the Township Initiative filed an Amended Petition for Formation of -
an Tndependent School District. (Sec Rec: 2; Ct Rec: 3)2

3, | The Petition seeks to transfer the entire Township of Porter, located in Pike County, '
- Pennsylvania, from the East Stroudsburg ASD to the Wallenpaupack ASD, (Sec Reci 1 &
2; CtRec: 1 & 3) : :

4, On Ianﬁary 26, 2010, the Pike County Court held a hearing and issued an order finding that
the Petition met the requirements of section 242.1 of the Public School Code. (Sec Rec: 3,
'4,5&7;CtRec:4,5,6&7) :

5. The Pike County Court’s January‘26,-2010 order also referred the Petition to the Secretary-
to determine whether the proposed transfer has merit from an education standpoint. (Sec
Rec:4 & 5;CtRec: 6 & 7)

6. By letter dated February 18, 2010, the Secretary forwarded a questionnaire to the Township
Initiative, the Ehsi Stroudsburg ASD, and the Wallenpaupack ASD (referred to collectively
as “the parties™) secking information related to the educational merit of the proposed
transfer. (Sec Rec: 6) ' : -

7. Tn regard to the Township Initiative’s role in responding to the questionnaire, the
Yecretary’s February 18, 2010, letier explained: : :

While I am not requiring petitioners to submit written responses, petitioners

are invited to submit written responses if they have access to the information

. H
4

1 «Gec Rec:  ” refers to the indexed documents consisting of the record before the Secretary.

“Ct Ré.c: __”sefers to the indexed documents consisting of those portions of the record before
the Pike County Court of Common Pleas which were forwarded to the Secretary.

2 The original Petition and the Amended Petition are collectively referred to throughout as
“Petitiori.” The Amended Petition for Formation of an Independent School District differs from
the original Petition in one respect — the relief sought. Originaily, the Township Initiative sought
the Court’s approval of the proposed transfer subject to approval of the Departinent. The o
Amended Petition seeks an order approving the petition as propetly filed, (Sec Rec: 1 & 2; Ct
Rec: 1&3) ' _




10.

11.

requested in the quéstionnai're. Generally, petitioners submit written
information after reviewing the districts’ responses to the questionnaire.

(Sec Rec: 6)

The Secretary’s February 18, 2010, letter set a timeline for the parties to submit answers to
the questionnaite stating: ... written responses should be submitted within 60.days of the
date of this letter. ...” and “within 30 days thereafter, the districts and petitioners may .

submit ... written rebuttal.” (Sec Rec: 6)

The school district’s answers to the questionnaite were veceived in Aptil 2010. (Sec Ree: 7
& 8) - | -

Tn May 2010, the Township Initiative submittéd a response to the school districts’ answers.
(Sec Rec: 9) ' :

Other than the Township Initiative’s response to the school districts’ answers, no other
responses or rebuttals challenged the written information submitted by the school districts.
(Sec Rec) ; ' ' '

The Porter Township Initiative’s Reasons for Seeking Transfer

12. The Petition filed with the Pike County Court on October 15, 2009 states:

t
L Thaft Petitioner believes and therefore avers that the transfer from Fast
Stroudsburg ASD to Wallenpaupack ASD will provide the students of Porter
. Township with: ' ' . '
i, asuperior education,
ii. a safer environment,
iil. S}Jperior special needs and yocational education,
iv. better transportation relating to weather,

v, closer proximity to schools, and

vi. similar rural characteristics of the Township to that of Wallenpaupack rather
than East Stroudsburg. :

(Sec Rec: 1; Ct Rec: 1 at 99,3 at19)




713. The Petition{also states:

The transfer of students from Porter Township .. wﬂl be in the best interest of
the present and future school age children which resude in Porter Townshlp

(SecRec 1; CtRec: 1at‘|]10 3atq10)

14. The petition s1gned by the taxable inhabitants of Porter Township, whlch was a‘ftached to
the Petition, identifies the following reasons for Seekmg transfer:

Lo children are not getting the quality education they deserve from our tax
dotlars ' '

ii. Waﬂenpaupack offers a superior education for 47% less tax
{ii, Wallenpaupack offers the following:

- A superior education;

- A safer environment; _ .

- ‘Transportation, relating to weather, is closer to that of Wallenpaupack;
and :

- Therural characteristics of Portex Townsmp are closer to that of -

Wallenpaupack
}

iv. ... Porter Township is classified a Low Tacome/Poverty Level township, ] in
Wthh the majority are retired or without cl’nldlen

v. Better schools encourage higher re-sale values
vi. ... otiginally Porter Township was in the Wallenpaupack School District
(Sec Rec: 1; CtRec: 1 Ex A, 3Ex A)
15 Tn regard to the issue of transportatlon Petitioners explain:
We have never said “better transportation”, but safer transportation 1elat1ng fo
. weather. Wallenpaupack is 1190 fect above sea tevel, Porter Township 1700,
and the town of East Stroudsburg is 450. The temperature change from East
Stroudsburg to Porters can be as much as § degrees. That simply means that

many times there is snow and ice in Porters and Wallenpaupack, but rain in East
Stroudsburg. o .

(SecRec: 9atp 1)




_Porter Township — Badkground

16. The East Stroﬁdsburg ASD is located iﬁ Pike and Monroe counties and is assigned to
U 19. (Sec Rec: 9 Ex B; Public Rec: 15) 3

17. The Wallenpaupack ASD is located in Pike and Wayné counties and is assigned to TU 20.
(Sec Rec: 9 Ex B; Public Rec: 16) '

18. Porter Township is located in Pike County, Pennsflvania, between the East Stroudsburg
ASD and the Wallenpaupack ASD. (Sec Ree: 1;CtRec: 1at{8,3at8§; Public Rec: 17
& 18) ‘ ' . .

19. The parties indicate that 39 to 48 school aged children reside within Porter Township. (Sec
Rec: 1,7,Sa‘gp_7,8ExA,&9) ‘ :

20. The East Stroudsburg ASD indicates that Porter Township is 60.4 square mﬂes and, based
on the 2000 census, there are 385 residents. (Sec Rec: 8p9) -

- General Viewpoints and Opinions of the Districts and Citizens

21, Parents of children residing in Porter Township point to the following additional reasons in
support of the proposed transfer: ' .

i. The vocational education program’is part of the Wallenpaupack High School; and -

ii. Wallenpaupack students achieve higher scores on the SAT than East Stroudsburg
stadents. ' o : ‘ |

(Sec Rec: 9 Ex A)

22, Some patents support and others oppose the proposed transfer. (Sec Rec: 8p3,8ExB)

3 “pyublic Rec: _ "refersto information avai,léble to the public, as identified via the attached
index entitled “Public Record.” ' :

The Secretary takes official notice of the public information. This is so even though the public -
information was not introduced into evidence at a hearing or submitted by the parlies. See
Commonwealth, Department of State v. Stecher, 484 A.2d 755, 757 (Pa. 1984) (taking official
notice of enactment of legislation providing for supplemental appropriation); Taylor v.
Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole, 569 A.2d 368,371 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1989) (taking
official notice of an official form prepared by a board employee contained in petitioner’s case
file); Falasco v. Pennsylvania Board of Probation and Parole, 521 A.2d 991,995 n.6 (Pa.
Crwith. 1987) (taking official notice of information in the board’s files). An agency may take
official notice “of facts which are obvious and notorious to an expert in the agency’s field and
those facts contained in reports and records in the agency’s files in addition to those facts which -
are obvious and notorious to the average person.” Falasco, 521 A.2d at 995, n. 6.

5.




23,
24,

25.

26.

The East Stroudsburg ASD and the Wallenpaupack ASD do not express an opinion

(positive or negative) related to the proposed transfer of territory. (Sec Rec: 7 & 8)

The East Siroudsburg ASD indicates that the transfer of students will not sign_iﬁcantly
impact the racial composition of the District. (Sec Rec: 8 at p 8)

'Tn response to the Secretary’s questionnaire seeking a list of “the major educational impact
statements (positive or negative) ... to either support or reject the proposed change,” the
Bast Stroudsbuig ASD states, in part: : ' '

i. “Regarding major educational impacts to East Stroudsburg, a number of
transportation positions would be eliminated.” ‘

i, ... the district anticipates that no professional employee or support staff positions
would be eliminated, although it is difficult to project what effect the projected
revenue loss would have in terms of continued staffing, curticulum, etc. at current,
levels.” ' '

i, “Anticipated relief from debt service attributable to Porter Township, as well as
reduction in transportation costs, should mitigate loss of revenue from local taxes,
federal sources, and Commonwealth sources, somewhat.”

iv. “Other than the obvious negative effects of transferring schools, the District sees no
major educational impact.” | . -

v. “Bach respective district offers a similar course of study.”
(Sec Rec: 8 atpp 1-2)

In responsé to the Secreiary’s questionnaire seeking a Hst of “the major educational impact

statements (positive or negative) ... to either support or reject the proposed change,” the
‘Wallenpaupack ASD states, in part: . ‘ _

i. “The addition of 39 .studenté to our district will have no major impact to the
operation of the school district.” : S

ii. “The39 studenté are equitably distributed throughout the gréde levels.”

iii. “[TThere will be no impact on facilities, staffing, supplies and educational program
offerings.”

iv, “The Wa}lenpaupack Area School District has experienced an enrollment decline in
the past 2 years.” ' '

(SccRec: Tatp 1)




The Schdol Districfs’ Educational ?rograms )

27. . Rased upon information submitted byvthé parties, the following simiarities betieen the
districts’ educational programs were identified: '

"3 Both.school districts provide special education ser\_/ices.‘
ii. Both school districts have dual enrollment opportunities.
iii. Both school districts have full time kiqdergarténs. _
' iv.. ‘The school districts Vha‘v-e simﬂar courses of studiési.' ,
(SecRec: 7atp 2, 8 at pp 1‘-6, 9atp 1)

28. Based upon information submitted by the parties, the following differences between the
districts’ educational programs were identified:

i, Graduation Requirements

s The Bast Stroudsburg ASD requires 28 credits to graduation;
= The Wallenpaupack ASD requires 27 credits,

ii. Vocational Education ' _ )

s Tast Stroudsburg ASD students participating in vocational programs attend
Monroe Career and Technical Institute whetre they may choose from one of 25
programs. o ' : | ,

»  Wallenpaupack ASD provides 5 yocational programs in its comprehensive
high school. '

(Sec Rec: 7atp 2, 8 al pp 2—3)

Student Performance }

29, The Adequate Yearly Progress (AYP) of school districts and schools, as part of the federal
No Child Left Behind Act (NCLB), measures three student indicators: Academic
Performance; Test Participation; and Attendance (for schools without a High S.chool
graduating class) or Graduation Rate (for schools with a High School graduating class).
(Pub Rec: 3) |

10. The 2010 academic performance targets were as follows:

- 56% of students scor'ing‘at Proficient o highet on the mathematics assessment; and
" . 63% of students scoring Proficient or higher on the reading assessment.




31.

32.

33.

34.

35,

36.

(PubRec: 3)

Th_e 2011 academic performance targe_:fs are as follows:

. - 67% of students scoring Proficient or higher on the mathematics assessment, and
- 72% of students scoring Proficient or higher on the reading assessment.

(Pub Rec: 3)

The East Stréudsburg ASD and the W;xllenpaup
targets and achieved Adequate Yearly Progress
‘through 2010. (Pub Rec: 1)

ack ASD have met the school district
(AYP) for the past three years — 2008

Both school districts are on track to meet the NCLB goal of all students attaining
proficiency in Reading and Math by the year 2014, (Pub Rec: 10 & 13)

Since 2005, both the East Stroudsburg A
district targets and achieved AYP 5 outo

Over the past 5 years, the Wallenpéupack ASD met thé scho

AYD cach year (2006-2010)." (Pub Rec: 1)

When comparing’the percentage of stude
Mathematics in 2010 for all students and
and 9-12) to those achieving proficiency or

SD and the Wallenpaup_éck ASD met the school
£ 6 times (2005 —2010). (Pub Rec: [} '

ol district targets and achieved
uts achieving proficiency or above in Reading and

at the three reported grade ispans (grades 3-5, 6-8,
above in 2009, the data reflects the following:

I_Grades 9-12

- East % Achieving Increase/ % Achieving Increase/ )1
Stroudsburg | proficiency in Decrease in proficiency in Decrease in
ASD 2010 percentage points 2010 - percentage points
' from Last Year from Last Year
Reading Mathematics
All Students | | 75.1 3.4 73.6 3.9
Grades3-5 ~ 1732 3.4 81.3 & 6.3
Grades 6-8 74.4 N 70.9 2
Grades 9-12 68 I 56.3 2.6
Wallenpaupack | % Achieving Increase/ % Achieving Increase/
' ASD proficiency in Decrease in proficiency in Decrease in
2010 percentage points, 2010 percentage points
: from Last Year from Last Year
Reading Mathematics
All Students 83.9 5.2 80 -2
Grades 3-5 78.9 -1.4 87.4 3.6
Grades 6-8 82 1.8 86.2 1.6 -
74.5 7.2 1669 9.7
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iv.

There is a performance gap between the Hast Stroudsburg ASD and the Wallenpaupack

ASD. Specifically, the percentage of students achieving proficiency or above inthe
Wallenpaupack ASD exceeds the percentage of students achieving proficiency or above
in the Fast Stroudsburg ASD for all students and at the three reported grade spans.

Over the past two years, the East Stroudsburg ASD student performance improved in 8
of § arcas. ' ' '

Over the past two-years, the Wallenpaupack-ASD student performance improved in 6

of & areas and declined in 2 areas.

In the 2 areas in which the Wallenpaupack ASD declined (mathematics overall and
reading in grades 3-5), the percentage of students achieving proficiency still exceeded
that of the East Stroudsburg ASD ‘

- byb6d pércentage points in mathematics overall; and

- by 4.67 percenlage points in grades 3-5 reading.

(Pub Rec: 4, 6, 9, 12)

When comparing the performance gap between the East Stroudsburg ASD and the
Wallenpaupack ASD in 2005 to the performance gap between the two districts in 2010 and
the; intervening years, the data reflects the following: )

e
% Achieving proficiency in % Achieving proficiency in

, Reading - Mathematics ‘

Year | East ~ | Wallenpaupack | gap East Wallenpaupack | gap
Stroudsburg ASD Stroudsburg ASD

ASD : . CASD
2005 | 68.1 69.4 : 1.3 | 603 70.9 10.6
2006 | 70.9 - 1778 6.8 |66.8 75.3 8.5
2007 | 688 77.8 , 9 689 - 76.6 7.7
2008 | 70.8 79.8 9 70.4 77 6.6
2009 | 717 78.7 7 69.7 80.2 10.5
2010 | 73.6 80 | 64 1751|839 | 8.8

i. A 1.3 percentage point achievement gap in reading increased to a 6.4 percentage point

gap in 2010,

ii. A 10.6 percentage point achicvement gap i mathematics decreased to a 8.8 percentage

point gap in 2010.

(Pub Rec: 4, 6, 17,18, 19 & 20)




SAT I’erfm mance Gap

38. The SAT scores acmeved by students in the school districts are as folloWé:

S

Year |- Verbal © Math Writing

E. Stroudsburg Wall E. Stroudsburg Wall | E. Stroudsburg | Wall

‘ (2 buildings) ' (2 buildings)

2001 474 = 5 468 463

2002 480

20063 454

2004 462

2005 460

2006 436 424 .| 450

2007 440 422, 454

2008 442 - 428 456

2009 454 : 445 444
Ezolo 452 . 435 | 461

39. Since 2003, the Wallenpaupaok ASD students consistently achieved higher scores on the
SAT in every subject (see the bolded/shaded scores in the table below).

(Sec Rec: 9 Ex A; Pub Rec: 14)

DISCUSSION

The Independent Schdol District Process

As br_iéﬂy mentioned above, the procedure for creating an independent school district and
ultimately transferring territory from one school district to another is a multi-step process
inveolving the County Court of Common Pleas, the Secretary of Educatmn and the State Board
0; Education. Initially, the County Court of Common Pleas reviews the petition for creation of
an independent school district to determine whether the petinon satisfies the requirements of
section 242.1 of the Pubhc School Code of 1949 as amended. 24 P.S. § 2-242.1. Generally, the
County Court of Common Pleas conflrms that the petition was submltted by a majonty of the

taxable inhabitants within the territory, the petltion properly desorlbes the territory, and the

petition sets forth the reasons for seeking the iransfer.. Thereafter, the County Court of Common

10




| Pleas reQuests that the.'Secretarj 'détermine WHether or not the prbposed transfer has merit from
an educational standpoint. - o

By statute, the Secretary’s role is limited 1o a single issue, whether or not the proposed -

transfer of territory from one school district to another has merit from an cducational standpoint.

24 P; S. § 2-242.1, A finding by the Secretarf that the proposed transfer has educational merit is
a pre—cc;ndition to the creation of an independent lschool distri(;t. If the Secretary determjﬁes that
the proposed transfer of t'erritéry lacks edudationai merit, an independent school district cannot
be created.’ Cdnverseiy, if the Seéretary finds that the proposed transfer has educational merit,
the Court of C(_)m_inon Pleas may proceed with the creation of the independ‘ent. school district. 24
P.S. §2-242.1; _Eas;‘ Brady at 4. ' | |

After an Vindep.endent school distﬁct'is créated, the Court of Common Pleas iransmits the
matter to the State Board of Education, which makes the final decision as to whether the territory

1 - .

is transferred. 24 P.S. § 7.293.1. When making its decision the State Board, which is not bound
by the Secretary’s determination, considers the educational merit and other m;a,tters that it deems

relevant.’

Factors f_or Petermining Educational Merit'

The phrase “educational merit,” which appears in section 242.1 of the Public School
. . 1 . .
Code of 1949, 24 P.S. § 2-242.1, i3 not defined by statute, regulation, or case law. Historically,
the Secretary has examined the educational merit of a proposed transfer by considering the _

anticipated educational impact upon three groups of students: 1) the students within the territory

4 As a general matter, the Secretary’s decision on the education merit serves as a mechanism for
identifying actions that should be dismissed early in the process. S :

S n East Brady, the State Board considered the cducational merit and additional mattess, such
as: Geography, Transportation, Teacher Assignments, Facilities, and Financial Impact. '

iV



_prc')posed for tfaﬁéfer; 2) the studenfé remaining in tﬁe distﬁct which would lose 'ﬂié tertitory; and
3) the students in thé distriét_Which would gaiﬁ the territory (collecti\‘zély referred to as “the
student groups”j.l When a negative impact ﬁpon the education of a‘ny'o;f the student groups was
anticipated, the ‘propos‘f_td transfer was found to lack cducational merit.‘ .

Prior to the State Boa;'d’s 2002 decision in Wood&vard,_ the Seciétary detgrmined that
when there was no anticipated negative impact upon the educétion of any of the student groups,
the proposgd transfer had rﬁerit from an educational standpoint. " In Woodward, the Staie Board
opiﬁed tha;c when two school districté ha\./.e educational programs that are in general parity it does
not nece;sarily follow that the proposed transfer has educational merit, The State Board
pfovided the folloﬁing guidance:

» [T]he burden of proof and persuasion rests with the petitioners who wish to change
school districts. -

» The general policy is to maintain the status quo in the face of educational parity .
primarily because it avoids disruption ... and promotes stability in the school systems
by creating reasonable expectations among school officials, employees, students and
residents that school district boundaries will remain constant absent compelling reasons
to change them. ‘

% Where educational programs are in goneral parity ... transfer of an independent school -
district should be disfavored; and the petition for transfer should be deniéd absent other
compelling or unusual reasons for the transfer: : :

> Unless there are other c,omﬁ)eliing or unusual reasons to transfer that t_raﬂscend the
quality of educational programs, the transfer between two educationally comparable
school districts should not be approved. ‘ ‘

> Compelling circumstances transcending two comparable education programs arc most
likely to be present in cases where both school districts are in agreement that the
transfer should be approved. Though the State Board will not automatically approve a
transfer favored by both school districts, the agreement of the districts alone suggests
that there might be compelling reasons to approve the transfer. :

Woodward, 1SD-01-01 (Pa State Board of Education 2002) at pp 3-4

12




Since 2002, the Secretary has apphed the factors related to the student groups in |
conjrmotion with the State Board’s guidance. Generally, if there is a positive educatronal Jrnpect
upon at least one group of students and there is no negatwe impact on any group of students, the
| proposed transfer is meritorrous from an eduoat1onal standpoint. |

Apphcatlon of Educatronal Ment Factor S

The Township Initiative has the burden of establishing that the proposed transfer has
merit from an educatronal standpoint. In support of the Petmori the Townshrp Imtiative
submrtted information related to the achievement of students in both sohool dlstrrcts whlch
dernonstrates that students in the Wailenpaupack ASD achieved higher SAT scores and that e
higher percentage of the Wallenpaupack’s students achieved proﬁciency oF above on the PSSA.
The information sobmitted by the school districts and the public information referenced herein is
consistent with the Township Initiative’s assertions about student performance on the SAT arrd

i
PSSA. (Findings of Fact 35 through 38). Upon consideration of the mformatron subrmtted by
the parties and the pubhc information, it is clear that the transfer is hkeiy to have a posmve
impact upon one group of students — the group of students sub;ect to transfer from the East
Stroudsburg ASD fo the Waﬂenpaupack ASD.

Turmng to the two remammg student groups — the students that would contmue to reside
in the East Stroudsburg ASD and the students currently residing in the Wallenpaupack ASD —
there is no suggestion or assertion by arly of the parties that either of the two groups yvill be

negatrvely 1rnpacted from an educational standpoint. When asked to list the major education

unpact to erther support or reject the proposed change neither school district identificd a major




negative impact.6 Moreover, neither school district expressed an opinion (positive or negative) .

related to the transfer of Porter Township.

In conclusion, I firid the following:

1,

2.

The Township Initiative met its burden of proof;

Tt is anticipated that the transfer of Porter Townéhip from the East Stroudsburg ASD
to the Wallenpaupack ASD will have a positive educational impact upon the group of
students subject to the transfer;

There is no indication that the transfer of Porter Township from the East Stroudsbﬁrg

ASD to the Wallenpaupack ASD will have any negative educational impact upon the
sroup of students remaining in the East Stroudsburg ASD; '

There is no indication that the transfer of Porter Townéhip from the Fast Stroudsburg
ASD to the Wallenpaupack ASD will have any negative educational impact upon the
group of students currently residing in the Wallenpaupack ASD;

Because the transfer is expected to have a positive educational impact upon at least
one group-of students — the group subject to the transfer — and there is no negative
impact on any group of students, the transfer is meritorious from an educational
stat%dpoint._ - ' ' }

ACCORDINGLY, the following order is entered:

6 The Bast Stroudsburg ASD stated that “[o}ther than the obvious negative effects of transferting
schools, the District sees no major educational impact.” (Findings of Fact 25). The districts are
urged to consider allowing students that may have difficulty transferring to a new schiool, such as
high school students close to graduation, to continue their education in the East Stroudsburg
ASD. S : -

14 -




AND NOW, this __1_6?_" déy of  March 2011, based upon the foregoing
findings of fact and discussion of 1ax§,— I hereby ﬁnd the Petition for For‘ma'tion. of Independent
Sch001 D1strlct filed by the Porte1 Townshlp Initiative f{n purposes of ‘rransfemng territory from

the East Stroudsburg Area School District to the Waﬂenpaupack School District is mer: 1tor10us

Ronald J. Tomalis
Actmg Secretary of E ucanon

from an educational standpoint.

Date Mailed: - Match 16, 2011



7.

Record before the Secretary of Education as of January 2008

9/22/2009

10/20/2009
12/14/2009
1/26/2010

1/27/2010

2/18/2010

4/15/2010
4/16/2010

5/6/2010

“Sec Rec”

Ietter from Anthony J. Magnotia to Secretary 7ahorchak enclosing a copy of
the Petition for Formation of Independent School District filed with the Pike
County Court of Common Pleas (including a box containing copies of signed
petitions submitted to Pike County Court of Common Pleas — Exhibit A to
Petition for Formation of Independent School District)

Ietter from Anthony J. Magnotta to Thomas Dirvonas and Anthony Waldron
enclosing copy of Amended Petition for formation of Independent School
District filed with the Pike County Court of Common Pleas

Letter from Anthony J. Magnotta o Anthony Waldron, Thomas Dirvonas, &
Secretary Zahorchak enclosing Affidavit of Service related to publishing
notice of hearing scheduled for January 26,2010 '

Letter from President Judge J oseph F. Kameen to Secretary Zahorchak
enclosing a copy of the Court’s January 26, 2010 order and referring Petition
to Secretary Zahorchak

Letter from Anthony J. Magnotta to Secretary Zahorchak enclosing copy of
the Court’s January 26, 2010 order

Letter from Secretary Zahorchak to'Anthony 7. Magnotta, Thomas Dirvonas
and Anthony Waldron enclosing questionnaire and secking information
related to educational merit of the proposed transfer of texritory

Letter from Michael R. Silsby, Superintendent of Wallenpaupack Area
School District, to M. Pafricia Fullerton enclosing answers {0 questionnaire

Letter from Christopher S. Brown, counsel for East Stroudsburg Area School
District, to M. Palricia Fullerton enclosing answers to questionnaire

, A ,
Letter from Anthony J. Magnotta to M. Patricia Fullerton enclosing Porter
Township Tnitiative’s response to school districts” answers.



9/15/2009

" 9/17/2009
10/15/2009

10/19/2009
12/14/2009
1/26/2010

1/26/2010

Record before the Pike County Court of Common Pleas
“Court Rec”

Petition for Formation of Independent School District (including a box
containing copies of signed petitions submitted to Pike County Court of

Common Pleas — Exhibit A to Petition for Formation of Independent School
District)

Rule & Order setting a hearing for October 13, 2009
Amended Petition for Formation of an Independent School District

Order setting a hearing for January 26, 2010 and directing publication of
notice

Affidavit of Service related to publishing notice of hearing scheduled for
January 26, 2010 '

Order finding the Petition for Formation of an Independent School District to
be in proper form and requesting Secretary of Education’s consideration

Letter from President Judge Joseph IF. Kameen to Secretary Zahorchak

enclosing a copy of the Court’s January 26, 2010 order and referring Petition
to Secretary Zahorchak

il



10.

11

12.

13.

Public Record
“Pub Rec”

2003-2009 District AYP Status |
httn://www.portal.state.pa.us/portal/server.Dt/document/917633/ayn district 2010 pdf

Academic Achievement Overview
hitp://paayp.emetric.net/

About AYP in Pennsylvania ,
http://paavn.emetric.net/Home/About

2010 overall SD ﬁerformance (See pages 93 & 121) '
http://Www.portal.state.pa.us/portab’httn;//www.nortai.state.pa.us;8Olnortallserver.pt/gatewav/PTA
RGS 0 123031 917940 O 0 18/PSSA Results Math_and _Reading District Totals_2010.pdf

2010 SD performance at grade level (See pages 631-633, 713~715)
httn://www.portal.state.na.us/portal/server.nt/document/917637/Dssa results math and reading, di

strict 2010 pdf

2009 overall SD performance (See pages 79 & 103)
http://www.uortal.statc.pa.us/nortal/server.mf sateway/PTARGS 0 123031 862914 0 0 18/PSS

A Results Math and_Reading_District Totals 2009.pdf

: ¥
2010 SD performance at grade level (See pages 304-305, 396-397)
http://www.portal.state.Da.us/portal/server.pt/,qa’tewav/PTARGS 0 123031 862902 0 0 18/PSS

A Results Math and Reading District 2009.pdf :

Rast Stroudsburg 2010 AYP Overview
httn://naavp.emetric.net/Distl'ict/OVerview/c45/120452003

East Stroudsburg 2010 AYP Data Table
http://paavp.emetric.nethistrict/DataTable/c45/ 120452003

>
Fast Stroudsburg Area School District 2010 AYP Information for Educators
http://paavn.emetric.nethistrict/Educators/c45/ 120452003

Wallenpaupack 2010 AYP Overview :
httn://paavp.emetric.net/District[Ove1'vicW/c64f 119648303

Wallenpaupack 2010 AYP Daia Table
htip://paayp.cmetric.net/ District/DataTable/c64/1196483 03

Wallenpaupack Area School District 2010 AYP Information for Educators
httpy/ /paayp.eme’trio.net/Distric’t/Educators/ c64/119648303 ?schooliD

iii




14,

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

SAT scores
http://www.nortal.state.Da.us{nortal/httn;//www.ooﬁai.state.pa.us;SO/portal/server.nt/gateWav/PTA
RGS 0 123031 917973 0 0 18/SAT Scores Public Schools 2001-2010.xls

Map of Intermediate Unit 19
ftp://ftp.dot.state.pa.us/public/pdf/BPR PDF FILES/MAPS/Education/Intermediate Unit Map R

egionl9.pdf

Map of Intermediate Unit 20 -
ftp://ﬂp.dot.state.pa.us/nublic/ndf/BPR PDF FILES/MAPS/Education/Intermediate Unit Map R

egion20.pdf

2005 SD performance (pages 31 & 40)

. http://www.poﬁal.state.pa.us/portalfserver.pt/connnunitv/schoo1 assessments/7442/2004-

2005 pssa results/507504

2006 SD performance (page 47 & 62)
http://www.Dortal.state.pa.us/portal/server.nt?open:1 8&obilD=354122&mode=2

2007 SD performance (pages 68, 88 & 89)
htto://www.portal.state.pa.11s!portal/server.nt?openﬁl 8&obilD=354154&mode=2

2008 SD performance (pages 68 & 87 :
hitp://www.portal.state.pa.us/p ortal/server.pt?open=18&obilD=3 5417 6&mo} de=2
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