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Mr. Blowman called the meeting to order at 1:00 p.m.  For the purpose of the record, introductions 
were made: 
 
Voting Committee Members of the Charter School Accountability Committee (CSAC) 

• David Blowman, Deputy Secretary, Delaware Department of Education (DDOE), Chair of the 
Committee 

• Karen Field Rogers, Associate Secretary, Financial Reform & Resource Management, DDOE 
• Paul Harrell, Director, Public & Private Partnerships, DDOE 
• April McCrae, Education Associate, Education Associate, Science Assessment and STEM, DDOE 
• Barbara Mazza, Education Associate, Exceptional Children Resources, DDOE 
• Tasha Cannon, Deputy Officer Talent Recruitment, Selection and Strategy, Teacher & Leader 

Effectiveness Unit (TLEU), DDOE 
 

Staff to the Committee (Non-voting) 
• Chantel Janiszewski, Education Associate, Charter School Office, DDOE 
• Catherine Hickey, Deputy Attorney General, Counsel to the Committee 

 
Ex-officio Members (Non-voting) 

• Kendall Massett, Executive Director, Delaware Charter School Network  
 

Representatives of Newark Charter School 
• Greg Meece, Director 
• Joanne Schlosberg, Business Manager 
• Esther Jackson, Dean of Instruction 

 
Meeting purpose:  To make a final recommendation on Newark Charter School’s application for renewal 
based on all evidence provided to the CSAC including the charter renewal application and all documents 
filed in support of the application, the Performance Framework, discussion with the applicant during the 
first CSAC meeting on October 7, 2013, the applicant’s response to the initial report, and all public 
comment received during the public comment period and through the first public hearing. 
 
Meeting of the CSAC: Mr. Blowman reviewed the results of the Initial Meeting of the CSAC. He noted 
that Ms. Johnson, Ex-Officio Member of the CSAC, submitted comments electronically as she was unable 
to attend today’s meeting. Printed copies of these comments were provided to the CSAC prior to this 
meeting for review and a copy of these comments is attached.  Members of the CSAC engaged in 
dialogue to discuss the additional information provided to it for review since the initial meeting on 
October 7, 2013.  
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Mr. Blowman asked if there is anything in the additional information submitted either by the applicant 
through its response to the initial report or by public comment that requires further discussion or 
clarification prior to making a final recommendation. None were stated. 
 
Mr. Blowman asked if any Committee member has any other comments about this application. None 
were stated. 
 
 
Conclusion of the meeting:  At the conclusion of the meeting, Mr. Blowman called for a motion that 
based on the evidence reviewed, Newark Charter School has met the approval criteria and is therefore 
recommended for charter renewal approval. Mr. Harrell made the motion and Ms. Field-Rogers 
seconded the motion. A vote was taken:  all ayes; none opposed or abstained. 
 
Next steps in the charter renewal process were discussed and are as follows: 
 

• 2nd Public Hearing to be held in the county in which the school resides: 
o Wednesday, November 6 at 5 p.m.  at Del Tech - Wilmington Campus - Conference 

Room C  
• Final report of the CSAC will be released by the close of business on Thursday, November 7 
• State Board of Education meeting on Tuesday, November 12 when Secretary Murphy will 

present his decision on the application  
 
 
The meeting concluded at 1:08 p.m. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Ms. Johnson’s comments on Newark Charter’s application for renewal: 
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No comments beyond the question asked initially about the Outreach plan which was a condition of the 
school’s modification in 2012.  The data provided in the annual report only graphs white vs. non-white 
students enrolled.  It would be helpful to see data of student demographics groups expanded more and 
that reflect not just those enrolled but those which are a part of the lottery.  Since the concern was that 
they were not bringing a diverse pool to the lottery in several demographic areas, it would be a clearer 
picture of how they are doing in compliance with that condition with  more data presented in this area, 
specifically to reflect the lottery pool not just the enrolled students. 

 
 
 


