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This is an appeal by Edet E . Obong (Appell ant) from a decision by the City of Atlanta Board
of Education (Local Board) not to renew his teaching contract after a tribunal found that he was
incompetent, willfully neglected his duties, and other good and sufficient cause . Appellant
maintains that the evidence does not support the Local Board ' s decision . The Local Board ' s
decision is sustained .

Appellant served as a fourth grade teacher during the 1995-1996 school year . It was his first
year at Mary McLeod Bethune Elementary School , but his eleventh year with the Atlanta Public
Schools . At the beginning of the school year , Appellant ' s principal observed Appellant and
determined that he was ineffective in managing his classroom and in delivering instruction to his
students . Appellant ' s principal provided him with improvement suggestions . When she did not
observe any improvement , Appellant 's principal provided him with an aide , had others make
observations and suggestions , provided him with videotapes and books , and permitted him to
observe a master teacher in another school .

Despite the attempts to improve Appellant 's instructional and management techniques ,
Appellant did not show any improvement . Appellant 's principal recommended that his contract
not be renewed because of incompetence , willful neglect of duty , and other good and sufficient
causes under O . C . G.A . § 20-2-940 . The Local Superintendent approved the recommendation and
informed Appellant that his contract would not be renewed . Appellant made a timely request for
a hearing, which was held on June 21 , 1996 , and July 1 , 1996 . The hearing tribunal determined
that the Local Supe rintendent had presented sufficient evidence to suppo rt the charges of
incompetence , willful neglect of duty , and other good and sufficient cause for non-renewal . On
appeal to the State Board of Education, Appellant claims that there was no evidence to support
the findings of incompetence , willful neglect of duty , or other good and sufficient cause . He
further claims that his principal was biased against him because he was the only male teacher in
the school and because he was from Nigeria .



"The standard for review by the State Board of Education is that if there is any evidence to
support the decision of the local board of education , then the local board ' s decision will stand
unless there has been an abuse of discretion or the decision is so arbitrary and capricious as to be
illegal . See , Ransum v . Chattooga Coun Bd . of Educ ., 144 Ga. App . 783 , 242 S.E . 2d 374
(1978) ; Antone v . Greene Countv Bd . of Educ., Case No . 1976-11 (Ga. SBE, Sep . 8 , 1976) ."
Rode rick J . v . Hart Cnty . Bd . of Educe., Case No . 1991-14 (Ga . SBE, Aug . 8 , 1991) .

In the instant case , there was evidence that several people evaluated Appellant and found
similar deficiencies . Appellant 's primary teaching technique was the lecture method , but he
failed to involve his students . As a result, they became disruptive and Appellant had the highest
number of disciplinary referrals in the school . Appellant also refused to use disciplinary referral
slips when he sent students to the principal ' s office, even though the principal had directed all
teachers to use them . Appellant either refused or was incapable of accepting the improvement
suggestions made by the principal and other administrators . The State Board of Education
concludes that there was evidence to support the Local Board's decision .

Appellant also claims that the Local Board erred in permitting evidence of evaluations made
in previous years to be admi tted at the hearing. Such evidence , however, only established that
other principals had similar problems with Appellant , thus negating his charge that his current
principal had a special bias against him . The State Board of Education concludes that there was
no error in admitting into evidence the prior years ' evaluations .

Based upon the foregoing, it is the opinion of the State Board of Education that there was
evidence to support the Local Board 's decision and the Local Board did not commit error in the
conduct of the hearing . The Local Board 's decision, therefore , is SUSTA INED .

This 14th day of January , 1997 .

Mr . Larry Thompson
Vice Chairman for Appeals
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