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MATERIAL VIOLATIONS REPORT


The Charter School Act provides:

A charter may be suspended, revoked, or not renewed by the chartering authority if the chartering authority determines that the charter school…committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards or procedures set forth in the charter, 22-8B-12F (1) NMSA 1978.  


	Points of Inquiry
	School’s Responses

YES       NO
	Documented Source(s) Progress Report,, PED reports, On-site observations Governing Council Minutes, PEC Minutes, etc)
	Verification
	Comments

	Has the school made amendments to the By-laws of the Governing Body of the School over the past four years?

	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval Feb. 2008
       Date of Authorizer 
      Approval_______________
	

	Has the school made changes to the Operational Procedures of the Governing Body over the past four years?

	X
	
	Governance Council Minutes. Feb. 2008, Board Manual (Ex. A & B)
	Date of Governing Council Approval: Feb. 2008
       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	

	Is the school being managed by a Management Company or Charter Management Organization when it was not managed before, and vice versa?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	


	Have there been changes in the Membership of the Governing Body over the past four years?
	X
	
	Board Minutes Oct. 5, 2006, Board Membership lists 2005-2009. Exhibits C,D,E,F,G, H, I)
	Date of Governing Council Approval October 5, 2006
       Date of Authorizer    

       Approval________________


	

	Has there been a change of the Business Manager for the School over the past four years?
	X
	
	Two changes: one resignation and one termination

Various documents to state.(J, K)
	Date of Governing Council Approval, April 14, 2006,July 2008
       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	School submitted sanction against Business Manager’s license.  LEA was informed.

	Has the school increased the Student Enrollment beyond what was stated in the Application of the Charter?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	

	Has the school added Grades not included in the Application of the Charter?
	X
	
	Added grades 6-8.  Minutes of governing council and LEA Board Minutes( L, M, N, O)
	Date of Governing Council Approval: July 2007, Feb 2008
       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval_July 18, 2007

	

	Has the school changed the Student Assessment Measures originally identified in the Charter?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	

	Has the school modified its Special Education Plan over the past four years?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________
	

	Has the school changed the Length of the School Day and Year over the past four years?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 
       Approval________________


	

	Has the school changed the name of the school?
	X
	
	HTH San Diego became a management organization.  AIMS had to break with the organization(P, Q)
	Date of Governing Council Approval October 2006
       Date of Authorizer 

       Approval August 2006

	

	Has the school changed the physical location of its facility?
	X
	
	Board Minutes (R)
	Date of Governing Council Approval November 2006
       Date of Authorizer 

       Approval________________


	LEA informed of change.  Did not require amendment.

	Has the school made changes to its curriculum and pedagogical approach over the past four years?
	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Date of Governing Council Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 

       Approval________________


	

	Are there other terms of the school’s charter that the school has changed or that the school has not yet implemented over the past four years? 


	
	X
	On-site documentation
	Approval_______________

       Date of Authorizer 

       Approval________________


	



SUMMARY OF PROGRESS - ACADEMIC ACHIEVEMENT


The Charter School Act provides:

A charter may be suspended, revoked, or not renewed by the chartering authority if the chartering authority determines that the charter school…failed to meet or make substantial progress toward achievement of the department’s minimum educational standards or student performance standards identified in the charter application, 22-8B-12F (2) NMSA 1978. 


I.  NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - as measured by Short-cycle Assessments
Report the average percentage of students by grade scoring Proficient in Math, Reading and other evaluated subject areas as measured by the school’s first and last short-cycle assessments for each year in the current charter term.   If the selected assessments provide a type of scoring other than “Proficient” or similar criteria, explain the scoring in the Comments section.

	NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - STANDARDIZED ASSESSMENTS

	
	
	

	ASSESSMENT SUMMARY – ALL STUDENTS
	Short-Cycle Assessment(s) Used
	Comments

	Grade
	Percent Proficient
	
	The school provided a graph of (high school) competency test scores which visually indicates improved performance over time.  The actual percentages per year are provided in section 1 of Part III below.  

	
	MATH


	READING


	OTHER
	OTHER
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	
	


II. NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - as measured by the New Mexico Standards Based Assessment (NMSBA)
Report the NMSBA percentages by tested grade level of students Proficient in Math and Reading for each year of school operation in which the NMSBA was administered.  Copy and repeat the chart for each tested grade.
	NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - NMSBA

	  
	
	

	AYP SUMMARY – GRADE  6
	Date of NMPED School Accountability Report
	Comments

	Year
	Percent Proficient
	Met AYP Goal
	
	

	
	MATH


	READING


	MATH

(yes/no)
	READING

(yes/no)
	
	

	1
	N/A

	N/A
	
	
	Middle school not added until July 07
	

	2
	N/A

	N/A
	
	
	Middle school not added until July 07

	

	3
	42

	58
	Y
	Y
	
	

	4
	73

	62
	Y
	Y
	
	


	NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - NMSBA

	  
	
	

	AYP SUMMARY – GRADE 7
	Date of NMPED School Accountability Report
	Comments

	Year
	Percent Proficient
	Met AYP Goal
	
	

	
	MATH


	READING


	MATH

(yes/no)
	READING

(yes/no)
	
	

	1
	N/A

	N/A
	
	
	Grade phased in
	

	2
	N/A

	N/A
	
	
	Grade phased in
	

	3
	N/A

	N/A
	
	
	Grade phased in
	

	4
	62
	55
	Y
	Y
	
	


Report the NMSBA percentages by tested grade level of students Proficient in Math and Reading for each year of school operation in which the NMSBA was administered.  Copy and repeat the chart for each tested grade.
	NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - NMSBA

	  
	
	

	AYP SUMMARY – GRADE  9
	Date of NMPED School Accountability Report
	Comments

	Year
	Percent Proficient
	Met AYP Goal
	
	

	
	MATH


	READING


	MATH

(yes/no)
	READING

(yes/no)
	
	

	1
	N/A


	N/A
	Y
	Y
	
	

	2
	63.01


	68.49
	Y
	Y
	
	

	3
	N/A


	N/A
	
	
	No longer administered by state
	

	4
	N/A


	N/A
	
	
	No longer administered by state
	


	NEW MEXICO EDUCATIONAL STANDARDS - NMSBA

	  
	
	

	AYP SUMMARY – GRADE 11
	Date of NMPED School Accountability Report
	Comments

	Year
	Percent Proficient
	Met AYP Goal
	
	

	
	MATH


	READING


	MATH

(yes/no)
	READING

(yes/no)
	
	

	1
	N/A


	N/A
	
	
	Grade phased in
	

	2
	N/A


	N/A
	
	
	Grade phased in
	

	3
	50


	81
	Y
	Y
	
	

	4
	81


	69
	Y
	Y
	
	


III. STUDENT ACADEMIC PERFORMANCE STANDARDS IDENTIFIED IN THE CHARTER APPLICATION

List all Student Academic Performance Standards contained in the approved charter, the instrument(s) used to assess student progress, the school’s statements of student progress towards the standard and the instructional modifications applied to enable students to progress towards achieving the standard in the next school year.

	STUDENT ACADEMIC OBJECTIVES OR PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

	Student academic Objectives or Performance standards in the approved charter 
	CSD Comments

	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #1: Goal 2-1.
Students will develop a strong connection and identification with a community of learners and develop responsibility for their education and career path utilizing the learning goals of collaboration, communication, art and design, ethics and responsibility and Habit of Mind

	The data verifies student improvement in NMHSCE scores over the term of the charter.

	Standardized Assessment Instrument(s) Used:
Competency scores
School Response received on Dec. 1, 2009: “Competency scores” refers to the scores for the New Mexico High School Competency Exam (NMHSCE)


	

	Statement of Student Progress:
Year 1: N/A
Year 2:78% passed
Year 3: 87.5% passed
Year 4: 100% passed

	

	Instructional Modifications Applied:
Year 1: N/A
Year 2: Academic Improvement Plans
Year 3: Academic Improvement plans
Year 4: Academic Improvement plans

	

	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #2:
College Readiness Indicators:
School Response received on Dec. 1, 2009: ”College readiness” is defined as preparation for any postsecondary education or training experience, including study at two- and four-year institutions leading to a postsecondary credential (i.e. a certificate, license, Associates or Bachelor’s degree). Being ready for college means that a high school graduate has the English and mathematics knowledge and skills necessary to qualify for and succeed in entry-level, credit-bearing college courses without the need for remedial coursework.


	The school has identified and clarified the method of determining college readiness and the data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.

	Standardized Assessment Instrument(s) Used:
School Response received on Dec. 1, 2009: The ACT “Plan” program provides scores to assess college readiness.  Only the ACT reports College Readiness Benchmark Scores. A benchmark score is the minimum score needed on an ACT subject-area test to indicate a 50% chance of obtaining a B or higher or about a 75% chance of obtaining a C or higher in the corresponding credit-bearing college courses, which include English Composition, Algebra, Social Science and Biology. These scores were empirically derived based on the actual performance of students in college.

The scores below reflect the percentage of students in the tenth grade attaining the college readiness standards benchmarks in English, math and science as defined by the ACT.
	

	Statement of Student Progress:
School Response received on Dec. 1, 2009: The scores below reflect the percentage of students in the tenth grade attaining the college readiness standards benchmarks in English, math and science as defined by the ACT.
Year 1: N/A
Year 2: 62 English, 58 Math, 52 Reading, 25 Science
School response:

             62% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college English
             58% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             52% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             25% % achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Science
Year 3: 63 English, 81 Math, 68 Reading, 40 Science
School response:

             63% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college English

             81% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             68% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             40% % achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Science

Year 4: 88 English, 94 Math, 82 Reading, 69 Science
School Response:

             88% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college English

             94% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             82% achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Math

             69% % achieved the ACT benchmark which indicates a 75% of obtaining  C or better, or 50% of obtaining B or better in college Science


	

	Instructional Modifications Applied:

Year 1: N/A
Year 2: Increased curriculum requirements in science and math, amendment to charter
Year 3: AP course work introduced and required
Year 4: first year of requirements for increased math and science credits

	

	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #3:
College Readiness
School Response:

 “College Readiness" is defined as being prepared for any postsecondary education or training experience, including study at two- and four-year institutions leading to a postsecondary credential (i.e. a certificate, license, Associates or Bachelor’s degree). Being ready for college means that a high school graduate has the English and mathematics knowledge and skills necessary to qualify for and succeed in entry-level, credit-bearing college courses without the need for remedial coursework.

School Response (re achievement goal):

Increase in number of students meeting or exceeding college readiness benchmarks as identified by ACT for college level course work in English, Math, Science and final composite score

	The data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.


	Standardized Assessment Instrument(s) Used: 
ACT scores

	

	Statement of Student Progress:

Year 1: N/A
Year 2:N/A
Year 3: 15 English, 16 Math, 19 Reading, 16 Science, 17 Composite
Year 4: 23.6 English, 23.3 Math, 24.7 Reading, 24.4 Science, 24.3 Composite 

	

	Instructional Modifications Applied:

Year 1: N/A

Year 2: N/A

Year 3: AP course work introduced and required

Year 4: first year of requirements for increased math and science credits

	


IV. OTHER STUDENT PERFORMANCE STANDARDS IDENTIFIED IN THE CHARTER APPLICATION

List all Other Student Performance Standards contained in the approved charter, the measure(s) used to assess student progress, the school’s statements of student progress towards the standard and the changes, if any, applied to enable students to progress towards achieving the standard in the next school year.

	OTHER STUDENT OBJECTIVES OR PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

	Other Student Objectives or Performance Standards in the approved charter 
	Comments

	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #1: Students will develop a strong connection and identification with a community of learners and develop responsibility for their education and career path utilizing the learning goals of collaboration, communication, art and design, ethics and responsibility and Habit of Mind

	The data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.

	Measure(s) Used: Disciplinary Data – rate of demerits assigned – all students
School Response received on Dec. 1, 2009:

Disciplinary data was taken from weekly compilation of “house cards” upon which students have recorded the demerits they earned within the week.  Each week students “house” cards are collected and entered into an in house database, and new cards are issued to students.  Demerits are earned for violation of student handbook or student contract.

Data is collected for all students 6-12
	

	Statement of Student Progress:
Year 1:N/A
Year 2:N/A
Year 3: 82% drop in demerits over a six week period
Year 4: Currently 91% drop in demerits over first nine week period

	

	Changes Applied:
Year 1:N/A
Year 2: Dress code and greater academic structure applied
Year 3: Implementation of House and Demerit system
Year 4: Continuation of House System and demerit system

	

	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #2: Students will develop a strong connection and identification with a community of learners and develop responsibility for their education and career path utilizing the learning goals of collaboration, communication, art and design, ethics and responsibility and Habit of Mind

	The data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.


	Measure(s) Used: 
Honor roll qualification – all grades
School Response:

Numbers reflect percentage of the total student body, grades 6-12, that have earned a gpa of 3.5 or greater.

In order to be “on” the honor roll, you must first “qualify” with a cumulative gpa (grade point average) of 3.5 or greater.  Should a student be “on” the honor roll, and their gpa cumulative gpa drops below a 3.5, then a student no longer “qualifies” and he is taken “off” the honor roll until he/she does qualify


	

	Statement of Student Progress:

Year 1: N/A
Year 2: 15%
Year 3: 20%
Year 4: 59%

	

	Changes Applied:

Year 1: N/A

Year 2: Increased rigor of coursework

Year 3: AP course work introduced and required, required tutoring
Year 4: first year of requirements for increased math and science credits

	


	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #3: All students will participate in community based learning, project learning and demonstration assessment.

	The data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.


	Measure(s) Used: Science Fair Participation and completion; Service Project completion
School Response:
Service Learning and Science Fair participation are two very different activities what require participation in community based learning, project learning and demonstration assessment. 

Both were reported together, however prior to the amendment service learning was a stand alone course and did not reflect integration into core content areas.  For this reason, change by amendment integrated across content areas into presentation of the service learning project, and the grade was incorporated into the content final grade.

Science Fair was made a requirement rather than an option by amendment with LEA in July of 2007 and the expansion of mentorship recruitment reflected the greater need for mentoring a component which was not required.
	

	Statement of Student Progress:-Science Fair Participation
Year 1: N/A
Year 2: 60%
Year 3: 83%
Year 4: 97%
Statement of Student Progress:-Percent of students Service Learning completing assigned service learning hours:
Year 1: 10%

Year 2: 33%

Year 3: 45%

Year 4: 85%

	

	Changes Applied:

Year 1: Implementation 
Year 2: Made a requirement as per amendment
Year 3: Infusion of service learning into core content grades
Year 4: Expansion of Science Fair Mentorship participation

	


	Student Objective/ Performance Standard #4: All Students will prepare for college

	The data provided indicates improvement over the term of the charter.

	Measure(s) Used: Dual-Enrollment participation; Dual Enrollment GPA; Percentage of grades in dual enrollment classes

	

	Statement of Student Progress: Dual-Enrollment participation

Year 1: N/A

Year 2: 39 classes taken total

Year 3: 58 classes taken total

Year 4: 162 classes taken total

Statement of Student Progress: Dual Enrollment GPA
Year 1: N/A

Year 2: 3.01

Year 3: 3.38

Year 4: 3.6

Statement of Student Progress: Percentage of grades in dual enrollment classes
Year 1: N/A

Years 2-4: 68% A, 17% B, 9% C, 4% D, 1 F

	

	Changes Applied:

Year 1: N/A

Year 2: Made a requirement as per amendment

Year 3: Formal agreements with state as per dual credit legislation

Year 4: Same


	




The Charter School Act provides:

A charter may be suspended, revoked, or not renewed by the chartering authority if the chartering authority determines that the charter school…failed to meet generally accepted standards of fiscal management, 22-8B-12F (3) NMSA 1978. 


I. ANNUAL FINANCIAL (AUDIT) REPORT SUMMARY

Complete the following table and include information on each fiscal year in which the Charter School was in operation: 

AUDIT REPORT SUMMARY 

	Year
	Identify information from the Component Unit Section of the Annual Audit specific to the charter school.

	
	Total # of Findings
	Nature of Findings
	School’s Response exhibit ee

	4

08-09
(from school)
	15
	ERB/RHC Contributions paid late; fine applied.

BARS not completed for two funds

Payroll – one employee underpaid

Budgetary Conditions – Expenditures exceeded funds in Food Services and Capital Outlay

Cash receipts – Inadequate Documentation (receipts)

Inadequate Segregation of Duties

Journal Entries – insufficient documentation

Cash Reconciliations do not agree with General Ledger in amount of $5,276.
PED Reports School reports to PED do not match General Ledger.

Difference with general ledger – RHC and ERB reports.

Internal Control structures – rent overpaid, no grant award for one grant; cash receipts in wrong fund.

Checks issued without “void after one year” note.

Cash Disbursements without principal approval.

Procurement Code – one item did not go out for bid.

Prior Period Restatements of cash and fund balances
	Failure on part of previous business manager; back payments have been made and school is now current.
Due to turnover of business managers.

Error by previous business manager; review controls implemented.

School disagrees; finding based on encumbrances; actual expenditures were under budget.

Pre-numbered receipts now issued.

School asserts that duties are segregated.

School takes exception to the finding; cites compete record of Journal entries.

Due to practices of former business manager.  All bank reconciliations now agree with General Ledger.
Due to former business manager.  School now complies.

School filed amendments; takes exception to the ERB finding.

School takes exception to the finding on rent; grant award issue due to previous business manager; Cash receipt occurred at time of business manager transition.

School will correct the deficiency.

School takes exception.  Director approves all requisitions in advance.

School agrees and notes that the school inadvertently overspent to the vendor.
School takes exception and refers to misconduct of previous business manager.

	3

07-08
	13
	EB and RHC contributions calculated incorrectly.
BARS not on file.

Payroll – 6 employees overpaid; no formal review of payroll registers.
Travel and per diem paid without documentation.

Budgetary Conditions – expenditures exceed budgetary authority in four funds.

Cash receipts – inadequate documentation

Inadequate segregation of duties in receipting process,

Journal Entries not properly authorized.

Cash Reconciliations – bank reconciliations not performed for the entire year.

Difference with general ledger – 941 reports.

Internal Control Structure – receipts not recorded; internal controls circumvented throughout the year.

SAS 112 Compliance – Individuals responsible for accounting and reporting lack the skills and knowledge to apply accounting principles
	ERB paid per downloaded bill with discrepancies corrected later.  New practice requires Director to review the documentation.
Current business manager did not know where previous business manager kept BAR documentation.

“Former business manager undertook intentional deception;” Formal review implemented.
School takes exception; claims proper approval.

School’s budgetary review policy was not followed by employee.

Problem exists as a result of change in business manager.

School does not have personnel recourses to implement full segregation of duties, but will do what it can.

Due to practice of former business manager.

School agrees and cites problem as result of intentional deception on part of former business manager.

Due to practices of former business manager.

Problem solved by termination of former business manager.
No response found.

School response to the Preliminary Analysis received on Dec. 1, 2009:

Response was inadvertently left out.  The response is as follows: “The school fully agrees with the auditor’s recommendations, and will see to it that the accounting management receives all necessary training.”

Clarification: at the time the new Business Manager had applied for, but not yet received his NM School Business Manager license.  Hence the finding.  He has since received his license.  Documentation of finding response and copy of license is available if needed.  



	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	


II.   FEDERAL CHARTER SCHOOL GRANT (from 1st year self-report)

	Year
	Identify information from the Federal Charter School Grant Site Visit  specific to the charter school.

	
	Total # of Findings
	Nature of Findings
	School’s Response

	
	
	N/A

	



LEGAL REVIEW OF CHARTER HISTORY AND RECORD


The Charter School Act provides:

A charter may be suspended, revoked, or not renewed by the chartering authority if the chartering authority determines that the charter school…violated any provision of law from which the charter school was not specifically exempted. 22-8B-12F (4) NMSA 1978. 


	
	CSD VERIFICATION – QUESTIONS FOR HISTORY AND RECORD REVIEW

	Area of Review
	Question
	Results
	Documentation
	Comments



	Special Education


	Have any special education due process complaints been filed against the school over the past four years?  If yes, how many complaints were filed?

	One.
	School records
	Settlement agreement, no citation

	
	Describe how each “due process” complaint was resolved.

	Settlement agreement
	Copy of Settlement agreement
	

	Grievances 

	Did anyone file an official grievance with the school’s governing council over the past four years?  If yes, how many grievances were filed?

	No
	School records
	

	Noncompliance Issues
No
	Was the charter school given a citation by any State or Federal agency for noncompliance with any statute or regulation over the past four years?  If yes, describe the nature of the noncompliance and how the matter was resolved.
	No
	PED Report
	

	Governing Council
Governing Council

	Have any governing body members been a member of any governing body of any other charter school that was suspended or revoked for fiscal mismanagement, or failed to receive or maintain their board of finance designation?

	No
	Board Minutes
	

	
	Have all Governance Council meetings been advertised in advance over the past four years?

	Yes
	Board Minutes
	Notice of Meetings ______

	
	Have the agendas distinguished discussion items from action items over the past four years?
	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	
	Do Governance Council Meeting minutes clearly document agenda items?
	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	
	Have the minutes been available for public review over the past four years?
	Yes.  In principals office and on site at school
	On-site documentation
	Minutes provided_________



	
	Did any governing body members receive any compensation from the school over the past four years?


	No
	On-site documentation
	

	
	Has the employment of the head administrator and licensed school employees been in compliance with nepotism rule as defined in 22-8B-10 over the past four years?


	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	
	Has the governing body approved all of the following required PED policies?

· Complaint Procedures

· Compulsory Attendance

· Health Services

· Tobacco Free 

· Wellness 

· Bullying Prevention 

· Dual Credit

· Distance Learning

· Grade change

· Safety Plans

· Discipline Process

· Parent Advisory Committee

· ELL assessment


	Yes
	Copies Provided
	Date of Governing Council Approval Feb 2008
Revised Sept 2009

Exhibit gg



	Complaints Filed
	Were any complaints filed with PED or the federal Office of Civil Rights over the past four years?

	Yes-An OCR Complaint was filed
Special Education complaint filed November 2, 2009

OMA complaint-July 2006
	Copy of complaint and letter of resolution
Copy of complaint and resolution

Copy of complaint and resolution
	School Prevailed. no citation
School prevailed, no citation

At the suggestion of the AG, school Board voted two more times, once in front of the APS school board for Charter Amendment, no citation issued.

	Admissions/Lottery
	Has the school implemented the lottery enrollment process over the past four years?
	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	
	Have the dates and procedures of the lottery been advertised in multiple media outlets over the past four years?
	Yes
	Website 
	

	ELL Requirements
	Has the school provided a Home Language Survey for incoming students over the past four years?  

	Yes
	Copies of surveys 
	

	
	Has the school tested students for English Language Proficiency using the NMELPA over the past four years?

	Yes-twice per year
	NMELPA results
	

	Licensure
	Has the Director/Principal/Administrator held an administrative license over the past four years?

	Yes
	Copy of license
	

	
	Have all teachers held the appropriate license for the classes that they have taught over the past four years?
	Yes
	Copies of licenses and STARS report
	

	
	Have background check authorizations and results been on file for all staff members who have had contact with children over the past four years?
	Yes
	Copies in personnel files
	

	E-Occupancy
	Has the school maintained an E-Occupancy permit for its facilities over the past four years?
	Yes
	Exhibit E occupancy
	

	Curriculum
	Has the school completed curriculum alignment with NM Standards? Or Is the school’s curriculum aligned with NM Standards?

	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	Curriculum
	If applicable, have all courses required for Graduation been taught over the past four years?
	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	Waivers


	Does the school have any requested and approved waivers on file?
	No
	On-site documentation
	

	High Schools Only: 
Dual-Credit


	Does the school have active Dual-Credit agreement(s) with higher education institution(s)?
	Yes
	On-site documentation
	

	Other
	Are there other legal non-compliance issues that the school has committed over the past four years?
	No
	On-site documentation
	





Summary of Progress – Fiscal Management
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