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| do not think that thedircuit court erredinrendaing Ms Baker. Shewasdearly entitled
toaformd, written, improvement plan. Themgority srainsto find reesonsthat shewasnot entitled to such
aplan, but ultimatdy the mgority concedesthat she might be so entitled. The questionthenis Isteling
aperson to “be on time” aformal, written improvement plan? | say “No.”

| don't believethis Court hasever beforebackdid” likethisinateacher’ srights case--
allowing aschool board to come up with “ after the fact” reasons and to ignore the requirement of
meaningful, written improvement plans. Fortunatdly thisopinionisper curiamand can beviewed asan
outlier from our established law in this area.

Accordingly, | dissent.



