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Valdosta Board of Education  

Action Item 

FROM:  Dr. Craig Lockhart, Superintendent of Valdosta City Schools 

TO:    Valdosta City Schools Board of Education 

RE:   Charter School Petition Recommendation- Prestige Preparatory Academy 

DATE:    February 9, 2026 

RECOMMENDATION: The Superintendent recommends the denial of the charter school petition submitted by 
Prestige Preparatory Academy. 

RATIONALE:  On December 18, 2025, Prestige Preparatory Academy submitted a petition to develop a charter 

school in the Valdosta City Schools community. A capacity interview was held with the founding members of 

Prestige on January 21, 2026.   After thorough review of the charter petition and the capacity interview, the 

petition is recommended for denial. A Valdosta City Schools Summary of Findings is attached.  

FUNDING SOURCE: NA 
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Summary of Findings- Prestige Preparatory Academy Charter School Petition 

The review of the charter petition submitted by Prestige Preparatory Academy was conducted 

with careful consideration of both the written application and the capacity interview, in 

accordance with the Georgia Charter Schools Act and State Board Rule 160-4-9-.05. Local school 

systems are charged not only with evaluating the quality of a proposal, but also with determining 

whether the petition aligns with the public interest and demonstrates readiness to operate a 

high-quality charter school. After a comprehensive review process, several significant findings 

emerged that inform this recommendation. 

The proposed academic model centers on a mastery-based instructional framework, extended 

learning time, and an emphasis on social-emotional learning. While these components can be 

positive elements in a school design, the petition does not clearly demonstrate that this model 

provides a distinctly different or innovative academic option beyond those already available 

within Valdosta City Schools. During the capacity interview, the founding team struggled to 

clearly explain how their instructional model would lead to substantially different academic 

outcomes or how the requested operational flexibility would translate into measurable gains for 

students. As a result, the proposal does not convincingly establish that it would expand 

educational opportunities in a meaningful and unique way. 

Operational readiness is another area of concern. The school’s facility plan remains incomplete, 

with no secured lease or confirmed timeline for obtaining a certificate of occupancy. 

Transportation and school nutrition services are described as intentions that depend on future 

grants or partnerships that have not yet been finalized. Additionally, safety and security 

procedures, along with day-to-day operational logistics, were not fully developed at the time of 

the capacity interview. These gaps raise legitimate questions about whether the school could 

open safely and sustainably on its proposed timeline. 
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Staffing and instructional capacity also present challenges. Although the petition outlines a plan 

for staffing growth over time, interview responses indicated uncertainty regarding immediate 

special education leadership and staffing at the time of opening. The founding team did not 

clearly describe professional learning systems needed to support mastery-based instruction or 

the internal structures necessary to manage compliance, assessment coordination, and data 

reporting. Without these foundational systems in place, it is difficult to conclude that the 

academic model could be implemented with fidelity from day one. 

The school’s plans for serving special populations require further development as well. While the 

written petition includes procedural descriptions related to special education compliance, 

interview responses did not demonstrate that the necessary personnel, systems, and service 

delivery structures would be operational at the school’s opening. Programming for English 

Learners was not clearly explained. These issues raise concerns about the school’s readiness to 

meet its legal and ethical responsibilities to students with disabilities and multilingual learners. 

Financial and broader public interest considerations further inform this review. Although the 

budget includes projected revenues and expenses, several essential operational components—

such as transportation, facility readiness, security, and the costs associated with extended 

learning time—rely on uncertain funding sources. From the perspective of a local school system, 

this presents risk not only to the school’s viability but also to families and the community should 

these plans not come to fruition. The district must also consider the public interest in ensuring 

that any new charter school provides a clearly differentiated academic program, operates 

independently without reliance on district infrastructure, and opens with safe and equitable 

access for all students. 

Taken together, the evidence from both the written petition and the capacity interview indicates 

that the proposal does not currently demonstrate sufficient readiness to open and operate a 

high-quality charter school consistent with Georgia law and best practices. While the petition  
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reflects commitment and community interest, substantial gaps remain in operational planning, 

staffing readiness, facility preparedness, and demonstrated capacity to implement the proposed 

academic model independently and effectively. 

For these reasons, it is my professional recommendation that the Valdosta City Schools Board of 

Education deny the charter petition for Prestige Preparatory Academy at this time. This 

recommendation is grounded in concerns related to operational readiness, equitable student 

access, independent capacity, and overall alignment with the public interest as required under 

State Board Rule 160-4-9-.05. 

 

 


