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This is an appeal by Essie McCrary (Appellant) from a decision by the Bibb
County Board of Education (Local Board) not to renew her teaching contract for the 1997-
1998 school year after finding that she was insubordinate, willfully neglected her duties , and
committed acts that supported other good and sufficient cause for non-renewal under the
provisions of O . C .G.A. § 20-2-940 . Appellant claims that the evidence did not support the
charges . The Local Board's decision is sustained .

The Local Board employed appellant for approximately 30 years . During the 1996-
1997 school year , she served as a third grade teacher at Hamilton Elementary School. In April ,
1997 , Appellant was notified that a recommendation would be made not to renew her contract .
Appellant requested a hearing and a list of charges to suppo rt the non-renewal .

The Local Superintendent wrote that Appe llant was charged with insubordination,
willful neglect of duties , violation of Local Board policies, and other good and sufficient cause
under O.C . G . A . § 20-2-940 . The Local Superintendent also listed 43 separate incidents in
support of the charges . The Local Board conducted a two-day hearing , which started on July
28 , 1997 . At the conclusion of the hearing, the Local Board voted not to renew Appe llant's
contract. Appellant then filed a timely appeal with the State Board of Education .

On appeal, Appellant argues that her principal fabricated the charges against her .
Before the 1996-1997 school year, Appellant had always received good evaluations . Appellant
claims that her situation is the same as the one found in Jordan v. McIntosh Cnty. Bd. ofEduc.,
Case No . 1996-29 (Ga. SBE, Nov. 14 , 1996) -- "a not-too-subtle campaign to dismiss [her]
under any circumstance s ." Unlike Jordan, however, the record shows that Appellant was
insubordinate and wi llfully neglected her duties .



"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. Cha ttooga County Bd. ofEduc., 144 Ga. App. 783
(1978) ; Antone v. Greene County Bd. ofEduc., Case No . 1976-11 (Ga . SBE, Sep. 8 , 1976) ."
Roderick J. v. Hart Cnty. Bd. ofEduc., Case No. 1991-14 (Ga . SBE , Aug. 8 , 1991).

Appellant's principal testified that she noted a change in Appe llant 's attitude at the
beginning of the 1996-1997 school year . On October 2, 1996, she found Appellant absent from
her classroom and in attendance at a gun safety program . When the principal directed
Appellant to return to her classroom , Appellant refused and said she was not going to leave
because her niece was presenting the program . On October 7, 1996 , Appellant threw a leave
form at the principal. When the principal handed the form back to Appellant and asked her not
to throw the forms, Appellant responded by throwing the forms again . Later in the day,
Appellant left the school without signing out and without permission .

In another situation , Appellant was on the telephone for an extended length of time . An
emergency arose concerning another teacher and the principal asked Appe llant to relinquish the
telephone . Appellant refused, stating that she was going to use the telephone and could not be
stopped. The principal then disconnected the telephone line to obtain compliance with her
request . Appellant then announced that she w as leaving the building to u se a telephone . The
principal told her not to leave because her cl ass was unsupervised. Appe llant , nevertheless, left
the building without permission .

In another situation , the principal entered Appellant 's classroom and observed a student
moving a ladder . Sensing that the ladder was too heavy for the student and presented a
dangerous situation , the principal told the student to put the ladder down . Appellant told the
student not to listen to the principal and to pick up the ladder because the principal did not have
any control in the classroom.

On several occasions , the principal and assistant principal found Appellant 's classroom
unsupervised.
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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 that Appellant was insubordinate and
willfully neglected her duties . The Local Board's decision, therefore , is
SUSTAINED .

This e day of January, 1998 .

Larry Thompson
Vice Chairman for Appeals
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