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December 13, 2012 

 

Dear Public Education Commissioners:  

 

Enclosed is the Final 2012 Charter School Application Final Recommendation and Evaluation 

for Anthony Charter School applying for a renewal state charter in Anthony, New Mexico and 

located within the Gadsden Independent School District. Please know that the staff at the Charter 

Schools Division analyzed the renewal applications, reviewed past performance of the school 

and gave full consideration to the information gathered in this process.  

 

The Charter Schools Division (CSD) has provided prior evidence in their preliminary analysis 

and the charter school team has gathered to analyze the data and make the enclosed 

recommendation.   

 

Thank you all for your hard work and dedication to ensure that New Mexico’s Charter Schools 

represent the best of alternative and innovative options for parents and students.   

 

Sincerely, 

 
Tony Gerlicz 

Director  

Options for Parents: Charter Schools Division 

 

 

 

 



New Mexico Public Education Department, Charter Schools Division  

Anthony Charter School, Final Recommendation and Evaluation to PEC 

December 13, 2012 

 

 

I. Recommendation  
 

Approve:   

Overall the application is complete and adequate.   

 

Approve with Conditions   X 

Anthony Charter School’s application was difficult to review for the Charter School Division.  

Anthony Charter School has had a challenging relationship with its authorizer, the Gadsden 

Independent School District.  As such, CSD had difficulty getting accurate data from both the 

district and the school which made the application hard to evaluate thoroughly. Neither the 

school nor the district could provide a clear explanation as to why communication was not 

effective and didn’t address why intervention to improve the channels of communication during 

the term of the charter weren’t explored. Although there were no material violations presented in 

the application, no violations of the law and the fiscal management component of the school 

seems to be acceptable, the academic performance is mixed with strong “current-standing” data 

and weak “growth” data for its bottom quartile and its top three quartiles as measured on New 

Mexico’s report card.  CSD recognizes that the standards the state holds for its charters is 

perhaps not commensurate with the standards held by all districts in New Mexico and as a result, 

CSD could not evaluate the totality of the renewal application from the authorizer’s feedback.  

Therefore, the CSD recommends the Anthony Charter School be granted a renewal for 18 

months, so that the CSD can properly ascertain whether Anthony Charter School can adequately 

meet the State’s standards of charter school operations.  To that end the CSD recommends 

imposing the following conditions: 

 

PROPOSED CONDITIONS  
The Applicant will negotiate a renewal contract with the Public Education Commission pursuant 

to 22-8B-9.1:   

 

1. Anthony Charter School will need to re-submit part B of its renewal application, 

working with CSD to write goals that clearly indicate rigor, relevance and with 

metrics that allow indicators to be properly measured. This document will be the 

basis of the performance contract for the proposed renewal period. 

2. The use of the short cycle assessments that Anthony uses need to be better aligned to 

the academic program of the school. 

3. The Governing Council of the school needs to conduct a Strategic Plan that clearly 

indicates how the school will measure progress in growing its Q1 population scores 

and its Q3 population scores. 

4. The Governing Council of the school needs to clearly state what leadership 

competencies/indicators it will use to evaluate the Principal. 

5. The School needs to align its curriculum to match the needs of their student 

population and identify how individualized learning plans will be created using that 

curriculum. This will align to the vision/mission of the school.  
 

 

 



New Mexico Public Education Department, Charter Schools Division  

Anthony Charter School, Final Recommendation and Evaluation to PEC 

December 13, 2012 

 

 

Deny:      

Overall, the application demonstrates that the school has: 

(1) presented one or more material violations of the conditions, standards, or procedures 

set forth in the charter; 

(2) not met or is not making substantial progress toward achievement of the PED’s 

minimum educational standards or student performance standards identified in the 

charter application; 
(3) has not met generally accepted standards of fiscal management; 
(4) has violated a provision of the law from which the state-chartered charter school was 

not specifically exempted. 
 

By:  

 
Tony Gerlicz 

Director 

OPTIONS FOR PARENTS – CHARTER SCHOOLS DIVISION 
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Renewal Analysis 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

New Mexico Public Education Department 
Options for Parents: Charter Schools Division 

 

2012 State Charter Renewal Application Analysis 
For the New Mexico Public Education Commission 

 

Effective Options 
for New Mexico’s 

Families 
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State Charter Renewal Application Evaluation Standards 

 
 

In the state of New Mexico, the Charter Schools Act, Section 22-8B-1 NMSA 1978, governs the application and review process for charter 

schools seeking renewal at the end of their charter term.  This statute also includes the four reasons for non-renewal of a school’s charter. 

They are referenced here. 

 Paragraph 1 of Subsection F of Section 22-8B-12 NMSA 1978 states that 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.  

 Paragraph 2 of Subsection F of Section 22-8B-12 NMSA 1978 states that 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.  

 Paragraph 3 of Subsection F of Section 22-8B-12 NMSA 1978 states that 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.  

 Paragraph 2 of Subsection F of Section 22-8B-12 NMSA 1978 states that 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.  

 

Based on the completed renewal application, analysis from the Charter Schools Division (CSD) staff, status reports provided by the Public 

Education Department’s (PED) divisions and bureaus, and, if applicable, the local school district, the CSD will make a recommendation to the 

Public Education Commission (PEC) regarding renewal of a school’s charter. The following questions guide the CSD’s recommendation 

regarding renewal and are based upon the four reasons that a chartering authority must determine a charter school has violated in order to 

refuse to renew a charter. 
  
Has the school committed a material violation of any of the conditions, standards, or procedures set forth in the charter? 

The school’s charter defines the terms under which it proposes to operate and defines the measurable goals that the school agreed to meet. 

The CSD will analyze the evidence presented in the report from the school’s current chartering authority regarding their determination of 

whether the school has committed a material violation of its charter. 
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Has the school failed to meet or make substantial progress toward achievement of the PED’s minimum educational standards or 

student performance standards identified in the charter application? 
The CSD will examine student achievement data on required state tests and on other measures set forth in the preliminary renewal analysis 

and reflected in Part A of the Renewal Application.  
 

Has the school failed to meet generally accepted standards of fiscal management? 

The CSD will rely on documentary evidence based on the reports from the PED’s School Budget and Finance Analysis Bureau and the Audit 

and Accounting Bureau with regard to whether the school has met generally accepted standards of fiscal management.  
 

Has the school violated any provision of law from which the state-chartered charter school was not specifically exempted? 

The CSD will rely on documentary evidence gathered by the CSD staff during the term of the school’s charter to determine if the school has 

compiled a record of substantial compliance with applicable state and federal laws and regulations, including, but not limited to, submitting 

items to its chartering authority in a timely manner.  
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 Executive Summary & School Demographics 
from the Renewal Application 

 

Please include charter school’s current authorizer, year the school charter was initially granted, and how many terms the school’s charter has been 

renewed. 

Anthony Charter School (ACS) is currently authorized by the Gadsden Independent School District GISD).  The charter was initially granted in 2007 and 

serves grades 7-12 with an enrollment cap of 200 students.  The charter is completing its first term and has not been through a renewal process.  The 

mission is as follows: 

 

Our mission is to work with students and families to identify the strengths, needs and issues impacting student success. Based on this identification, we will 

develop or locate programs, processes and class schedules for the individual student that are most likely to produce educational success. Graduation from 

High School or transition into an alternative graduation or career path will be our primary measure of success.  

 

The school states that they provide a traditional instructional program and a web-based curriculum platform that provides a complete computer-based high 

school curriculum, in both core study areas and course electives, as well as small classroom direct instruction to enable students to demonstrate New Mexico 

Standards Based proficiency.  

 

The school opened in Fall of 2009 after taking an extra planning year.  They initially had 130 student applications but, due to a site change which 

resulted in the school operating in a small building, they have not been able to reach their cap.  At this time, the school has 60 students enrolled.  The 

school is unsure of what the capacity of their building is as it is a Gadsden Independent School District building.   

 

Demographics 2009-2010 2010-2011 2011-2012 

Total Enrollment 69 70 82 

Waiting List 0 0 0 

Asian Students 0 0 1 

Hispanic 56 57 66 

Anglo 13 13 15 

English Language 

Learners 

22 14 11 

Students With IEP 13 15 13 

Free/Reduced Lunch 69.4% 87.4% 87.4% 
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Part A — Progress Report 
(A Report on the Current Charter Term) 
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I.A. Material Violations 
 

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.   

 
The school’s charter defines the terms under which it proposes to operate and defines the measurable goals the school pledges to meet.  The 

review team has analyzed the evidence provided by both the charter school and the school’s current authorizer (the PEC or the school district) 

with regard to material violations.   

 

CSD Analysis of Material Violations 

 

The application reflects that there have been no material violations over the term of the charter.  According to the school’s current authorizer, 

the Gadsden Independent School District, the school has not committed any material violations of the conditions, standards or procedures set 

forth in the charter. 

 

 

 

 

 

Applicant Response to the Analysis  

of Material Violations 
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I.B.  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.  

 

The Charter Schools Division relied on school and PED reports of NMSBA data, and evidence provided by both the charter school and 

reports from the school’s current authorizer (the PEC or the school district) for other academic performance data, data on other student 

performance standards, and other school goals/performance standards that were identified in the current charter.   
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I.B.1.  SCHOOL ACCOUNTABILITY REPORTS DATA (NMSBA School Summary – All Students) 

 

CSD Analysis of Achievement:  

School Accountability NMSBA Reports Data 
A note from the Charter Schools Division (CSD): The Renewal Application Tool Kit this year is a transitional document for several 

reasons; as a result, when reading the Renewal Application Analyses, the following information must be considered.   

 The schools up for renewal will be the first charter schools to negotiate a contract with the Public Education Commission (PEC), as 

required by Senate Bill 446 (SB446). 

 While the CSD used the charter schools’ currently approved performance goals to analyze the schools’ progress, these goals will 

inevitably change as the schools move into their next charter term.   

 During the five years of these schools’ current charter term, the Public Education Department (PED) has implemented a new grading 

system, described in the state’s School Grading Report.  With this grading system come data to consider that differ slightly from 

what the schools have traditionally been asked to report regarding student proficiency and performance.  For example, Adequate 

Yearly Progress (AYP) data always reported the performance of Full Academic Year (FAY) students, which is about 80% of 

students.  The School Grading Report, which uses three years’ worth of data, calculates the performance of all students on the 

Standards Based Assessment (SBA), whether or not those students have been at the school for a full year.  

 Beyond proficiency percentages, the State Grading Report examines schools’ performance in a variety of components, such as 

Current Standing, School Growth, Opportunity to Learn, Graduation Rates, etc.  These components provide the PEC with multiple 

ways to understand schools’ strengths and challenges.    

 

In light of these facts the CSD’s analyses used both the data provided by the schools in their Renewal Application Kits, as well as the 

data that is now more efficiently collected and available to the PED, particularly, the school data available in the School Grading 

Report.  These reports offer a more nuanced picture of a school’s strengths and weaknesses beyond the single lens of proficiency rates.   

 

Renewal Application:  

As a result of the transition between using AYP as the measurement of a school’s success and the new School Grading Report, the CSD 

has clarified the information regarding the section of the renewal on NMSBA School Summary by including a revised chart.  See 

below. 
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Year of 

Charter 

Term 

School 

Year 

Tested 

State 

Grade 

Date of 

NMPED 

School 

Account-

ability 

Report 

Math Reading 
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Met proficiency 

goal? 

A
M

O
 /

 

G
ro

w
th

 

T
a

rg
et

 

%
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Met proficiency 

goal? 

1 2008-09 

 

N/A** 

24.9*-

41 N/A  Yes  No 

38.8-

57 N/A  Yes  No 

2 2009-10 

 

10/2/09 

34.19-

48 53.85  Yes  No 

46.47-

61 58.97
 

 Yes  No 

3 2010-11 

 

10/24/11 

48.44-

63 60.00  Yes  No 

57.61-

72 75.00
 

 Yes  No 

4
 

2011-12 C 7/22/12 52.30 38.30  Yes  No 45.00 35.00  Yes  No 

* Lower bound confidence interval for AYP Goal.  The size of the confidence interval is based on the number of students in the subgroup. 

**ACS took an extra planning year in 2008-09.  

 

The local district approved the Anthony Charter School.  There were no measurable academic performance goals in the current charter. The 

only goals provided on the application were organizational goals that had no metrics or measures. The renewal applicant and PED reports 

provided three years of data regarding student performance. 

 

As shown by PED School Accountability Reports for 2010-2011 (09-10 data), the Anthony Charter School (ACS) was rated as meeting 

the Proficiency Goals for both Mathematics and Reading and was rated as having met AYP. The percentage of Anthony Charter School 

students proficient in Math (53.85%) and Reading (58.97%) exceeded those of the Gadsden Independent School District (GISD) in which 

only 42.9%of students were proficient in Math and only 51.02% were proficient in Reading. The Anthony Charter School met the 

Additional Indicator for attendance.  

 

As shown by PED School Accountability Reports For 2011-2012 (10-11 data), the Anthony Charter School was again rated as meeting 

the Proficiency Goals for both Mathematics and Reading; however, the school rating was that they did not meet AYP due to other AYP 

indicators. The percentage of Anthony Charter School students proficient in Math (60% - a 6% increase from 2010-2011) and Reading 

(75% - a 16% increase from 2010-2011) exceeded those of the GISD in which only 43.24%of students were proficient in Math and only 

43.57% were proficient in Reading.  

 

School Grading Report  2012:  

Under the new School Grade Reporting system, the Anthony Charter School received a “C” grade for 2012.   The school did not have any 
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students in the graduation cohort.  

 

The link to the ACS grade report:  

http://webapp2.ped.state.nm.us/SchoolData/docs/1112/SchoolGrading/019_011_GADSDEN_INDEPENDENT_SCHOOLS_ANTHONY_

CHARTER_SG2012_10-16.pdf  

 

The data presented in the application shows the individual Indicator Scores for Anthony Charter School for 2012. In 2012, Anthony 

Charter School equaled or exceeded the statewide "C" grade on three indicators. Anthony Charter School received a Bonus Point for 

improvement in habitual truancy rates.  The proficiency data in Reading and Math indicate that students are attaining proficiency at a 

higher rate than the authorizing school district and as compared to the overall state proficiency levels.  

 

The School Rank data on the State Grade Report presented statewide comparisons which rank the school next to their peers that have 

similar students and settings. This ranking shows how ACS contrasts with other schools in the state that are most like it in student 

characteristics. This data demonstrates that those students at ACS who are identified as at risk students, specifically English language 

learners (ELL), students with disabilities (SWD), ethnicities, economically disadvantaged (ED), and mobility ranked highest overall when 

contrasted with 30 similar schools.  

 

New Mexico Instructional Audit:  

Additionally, it is important to note that New Mexico has put D, F, Focus, and Priority schools at the top of its list for improvement. 

With this initiative, these schools underwent an instructional audit where the district and/or state spent time in the school to help them 

develop a systems-wide approach to ensuring all students benefit from high-quality instruction. Specifically, the New Mexico 

Instructional Audit (NMIA) is part of New Mexico’s A-F School Grading Accountability System of school and district support. Its 

purpose is to improve instruction at the classroom level through examining systems that both support and monitor teachers and other 

instructional personnel. The audit generates data that inform the Educational Plan for Student Success (Web EPSS), the school’s 

improvement plan, which is required of every school in the state.   

 

The Gadsden Independent School District reports that ACS has been identified as a Focus School by the PED.  As such, the district is 

required to conduct an Instructional Audit of the school.  The date for the Instructional Audit is set for the end of November. 

 

According to the district report, the district has attempted to involve the school with professional development in math by inviting school 

staff to a number of trainings; however, the school has been only minimally involved.   

 

Communication between the school and the authorizer has been identified as an ongoing challenge. 

http://webapp2.ped.state.nm.us/SchoolData/docs/1112/SchoolGrading/019_011_GADSDEN_INDEPENDENT_SCHOOLS_ANTHONY_CHARTER_SG2012_10-16.pdf
http://webapp2.ped.state.nm.us/SchoolData/docs/1112/SchoolGrading/019_011_GADSDEN_INDEPENDENT_SCHOOLS_ANTHONY_CHARTER_SG2012_10-16.pdf
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NMSBA Summary:  
 Anthony Charter School Highlights:  

1. Higher percentages of students proficient in Math than all of the other Gadsden middle and high schools on both the 2010-2011 and 

2011-2012 reports; and  

2. Higher percentages of students proficient in Reading than 5 of the 7 other Gadsden middle and high schools on the 2010-2011 

reports; and  

3. Higher percentages of students proficient in Reading than all have the other Gadsden middle and high schools on the 2011-2012 

reports. (The 2010-2011 reports are results from 2009-10 and the 2011-2012 reports are results from 2010-2011.)  

4. Met AYP AMO Goals in Reading and Math for 2 years; and  

5. Obtained a School Rating of “Met AYP” for 2 years; and  

6. Obtained a Designation of “Progressing” for 3 years; and  

7. Met “Attendance Rate” for 3 years; and  

8. Met “Graduation Rate” for 1 out of 2 years (Did not meet graduation rate due to a cohort error); and  

9. Obtained an “B” rating on “Opportunity To Learn” on the 2012 School Grade Report Card; and  

10. Obtained a “B” rating on “Current Standing” based on how well students meet Proficient Targets for their grade level; and  

11. Received the highest to high levels compared to >30 statewide schools in the State Grade Report “School Rank”. 

 
 

 

 

 

                       

 

 

 

 

 

Applicant Response to the Analysis  

of NMSBA Reports Data 

 

WITH REGARD TO THE 2011-2012 ACCOUNTABILITY REPORTS AND THE FAILURE TO MEET AYP CITED ABOVE 

(P. 9), WE WISH TO REPEAT THE COMMENTS MADE IN THE ORIGINAL RENEWAL APPLICATIONS AS TO THAT 
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REPORT:   

 

“The Accountability Report states that the Anthony Charter School did not meet the Additional Indicator for this year; 

however, the school’s graduation rate was reported as 64.60% which exceeded the state goal of 63%, and no results were 

reported by PED for Attendance as had been in the prior year. We do not know why Attendance was used as the Additional 

Indicator for 2010-2011 or why graduation was not used as the Additional Indicator for 2011-2012.” 

 

 

IN RESPONSE TO IB ACHIEVEMENT (NEW MEXICO INSTRUCTIONAL AUDIT), THE SCHOOL HAS PROVIDED 

PROFESSIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN ALL SUBJECT AREAS FOCUSING ON TARGETED INSTRUCTION BASED ON 

NWEA AND NMSBA RESULTS.  SINCE THE INCEPTION OF THE SCHOOL ONGOING PROFESSIONAL 

DEVELOPMENT HAS BEEN PROVIDED TO ALL STAFF THROUGH THE SWREC AND THROUGH INDEPENDENT 

CONTRACTORS. 

 

TRAINING DATES 2009-2010 

 

AUGUST – MAY TEACHERS TAKE TESOL ENDORSEMENTCLASSES THROUGH WESTERN NM UNIVERSITY 

FALL AND WINTER- DISTRICT TESTING COORDINATOR  WORKSHOPS 

QUARTERLY BILINGUAL AND TITLE III DIRECTOR MEETINGS 

SEPTEMBER- ON-SITE ‘E 2020 TRAINING’  

SEPTEMBER – NMASBO TRAINING FOR OFFICE STAFF 

OCTOBER- STREET CRIMES POLICE TRAINING SEMINAR 

OCTOBER- NMPSIA BENEFITS TRAINING 

NEW MEXICO COALITION FOR CHARTER SCHOOLS CONFERENCE 

NOVEMBER- NWEA TRAINING 

MARCH- NMASBO TRAINING FOR OFFICE STAFF 

APRIL- NMABE TRAINING- LAS CRUCES 

MAY-JUNE  PROFESSIONAL LEARNING COMMUNITIES 

MAY- FOOD SERVICE TRAINING- CAFETERIA STAFF 

JUNE- WIDA/ACCESS-TRAINING- LAS CRUCES 

JULY- NCLR CONFERENCE AND Leadership Institute for Latino Literacy (LILL) TRAINING 
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TRAINING DATES 2010-2011 

AUGUST – MAY TEACHERS TAKE TESOLENDORSEMENT  CLASSES THROUGH WESTERN NM UNIVERSITY 

FALL AND WINTER- DISTRICT TESTING COORDINATOR  WORKSHOPS 

NEW MEXICO COALITION FOR CHARTER SCHOOLS CONFERENCE 
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JUNE-NMPED-SEB SUMMER INSTITUTE  “KIDS FIRST, NM WINS” 

JULYDATA DRIVEN CLASSROOM 

JULY- NCLR CONFERENCE AND Leadership Institute for Latino Literacy (LILL) TRAINING 
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I.C. Fiscal Management 

 

 

 

 

 
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.  

 

The Charter Schools Division has analyzed the evidence provided by the School Budget and Finance Analysis Bureau and the Audit and 

Accounting Bureau, the charter school authorizer (PEC or the school district), and the charter school with regard to generally accepted 

standards of fiscal management. 

 

 CSD Analysis of Fiscal Management 

 

The Budget and Finance Division of the PED reported that the school has not received any citations for fiscal non-compliance.  In addition, the 

school has neither had any material audit findings nor have they failed to meet fiscal reporting deadlines.   

 

The applicant provided copies of their budget including statements of revenue and expenditures and balance sheets beginning June 2009 and 

ending June 2012.  The Renewal Application required the applicant provide a financial statement that discloses the cost of administration, 

instruction and other spending categories for the charter school that is understandable to the general public, that allows comparison of costs to 

other schools or comparable organizations, and is in a format required by the PED.  The budget information provided does not disclose the 

spending categories for the school that is understandable to the general public or that allows for comparison of costs to other schools. 

 

According to the Principal, there have been three business managers.  The present business manager has been at the school for 2 ½ years.  The 

number of audit findings has consistently decreased beginning with seven findings the first year, five findings the second year, and three 

findings the third year.   

 

The Gadsden Independent School District reports that PED and district-required Title II and Title III data is not always submitted by the due 

date.  In addition, the school has not submitted any requisitions for expenditures for their Title I and Title II allocations presented by the 

district.  The Principal, during the site visit, stated that they have submitted all required information on time, including requisitions for 

expenditures. 
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I.D. Compliance Review 

 

 

Applicant Response to the Analysis 

of Fiscal Management 

 

 

BASED ON THE SCHOOL’S COMMUNICATIONS WITH GISD THERE HAS NEVER BEEN ANY INDICATION THAT THESE 

REPORTS HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED LATE. 

ACS IS REIMBURSED BY GISD FOR TITLE I AND TITLE II FOR EXPENDITURES, ACS PAYS FOR ALL EXPENDITURES 

AND REQUESTS  REIMBURSEMENT THROUGH OBMS. GISD APPROVES THE EXPENDITURE REPORT AND 

REIMBURSEMENT IS THEN SUMMITTED BY GISD TO FEDERAL FLOWTHROUGH.   
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.  

 
 

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.  

 
 

The Charter Schools Division relied on documentary evidence compiled during the term of the school’s charter from the authorizer (PEC or 

the local district) to determine if the school has demonstrated a record of substantial compliance with applicable state and federal laws and 

regulations, including, but not limited to, submitting items to its authorizer in a timely manner. 

 

CSD Analysis of Compliance Review 

ACS is authorized by GISD.  The contents of this section are compiled from PED reports and a report from the authorizer. 

 

Civil Rights:  According to the applicant, a Civil Rights complaint was filed in 2009-2010 against a teacher by a substitute teacher.  The findings 

of the complaint were in favor of Anthony Charter School.  A Civil Rights complaint was filed by the teacher named in the above complaint 

against the school.  The complaint was dismissed.  The applicant did not state whom the complaint was filed with (PED and/or Federal Office for 

Civil Rights). 

 

Special Education: No “Due Process” complaints have been filed against the school.  There are no concerns at this time.  However, according to 

information provided by the applicant and the Gadsden Independent School District, a parent of a student with a disability filed a complaint 

against the school’s administrator with the PED Special Education Bureau (SEB) on June 12, 2012.  A Corrective Action Plan was developed as a 

result of the complaint.  The district provided a copy of the complaint with the Corrective Action Plan and a deadline for putting the plan in place.  

According to the Principal, a plan was submitted to the PED SEB on Sept. 4.  The school also requested more information concerning how to 

address another area of the plan (Step 3 p. 9 of the SEB direction) as the student for whom the complaint was made has left the school.  The SEB 

has not yet replied.  SEB has not returned a call from the Charter School Division regarding this issue at this time. 

 

Governance – The Applicant did not indicate any compliance issues in this area.  The Gadsden Independent School District indicated they did not 

receive any information and/or complaints regarding areas of governance. The district did state that they had not requested information in all the 

areas identified in the charter renewal application.  At the renewal site visit the reviewers examined agendas and minutes for ACS and found they 

were in compliance with the Open Meetings Act.   
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Required PED Policies – According to the applicant, the school has put into place the required PED Policies, however, they did not include the 

Board Approval Date or the School and Family Support Bureau Approval (where applicable) as required by the prompt in the Renewal 

Application.  According to a report from the School and Family Support Bureau, the school failed to comply with NMPED, state or federal 

requirements.  The school has not filed all required PED Attendance, Safe Schools Plan, and Wellness policies.  The school did file the required 

data for the School Athletic Equity Act.  The school did not file the Health Education Graduation Requirement Implementation Plan.  The School 

and Family Support Bureau have no additional concerns. 

 

Title I – According to reports from the Title I PED Division, Anthony Charter School is a Title I School.  The school has complied with Title 1 

Regulations, and there are no additional concerns. 

 

Curriculum – The curriculum is aligned with the New Mexico Standards and Benchmarks.  All required courses for graduation have been offered 

and taught, and the school has Dual-Credit agreements with Dona Ana Community College and CNM.  Evidence of the dual-credit agreements 

was presented at the site visit. 

 

Licensure – According to the applicant, there are no issues in this area for the administrator or the teachers.  However, according to the response 

reported by the Gadsden Independent School District, only 48% of the teachers are currently highly qualified.  In addition, the District states that 

background check authorizations and results for all staff members, contractors, and instructional support providers who have had unsupervised 

access to students are not on file.  According to the Principal during the site visit, all but one teacher is listed as being highly qualified.  The school 

is working on providing documentary evidence that all of their teachers are highly qualified, hold the required licenses, have current background 

checks for all staff, contractors, and all instructional support providers on file. 

 

Facilities – The District has maintained the facility leased to and occupied by Anthony Charter School.  The district gave the school an 

Educational Occupancy certificate the first year. The school has plans to lease a new facility beginning January 2013.  The school has a specific 

facility in mind, but will not have PSFA ranking until if and after the charter is renewed. The school does have approval for the site plan of the 

new facility and is planning to move by the end of this calendar year. 
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Applicant Response to the Analysis 

of Compliance Review 

 

Required PED Policies 

 

(See attachment) 

 

 

 

 

“48% OF TEACHERS HIGHLY QUALIFIED” AS REPORTED BY THE DISTRICT IS DUE TO ONE TEACHER’S SS NUMBER 

BEING INPUTTED INCORRECTLY AND DUE TO THE FACT THAT THE SPED TEACHER WAS NOT REPORTED AS CO 

TEACHER IN 3 CLASSES. THE CORRECTIONS WERE MADE AND RESUBMITTED. 

 

ALL STAFF AND CONTRACTORS HAVE CURRENT BACKGORUND CHECKS THAT ARE ON FILE. GISD HAS NEVER 

REQUESTED COPIES OF THIS INFORMATION.  

 

 

WE WISH TO POINT OUT THAT MANY OF THE NEGATIVE RESPONSES PROVIDED BY THE GADSDEN SCHOOL 

DISTRICT ALSO CONTAINED THE COMMENT “UNKNOWN.  ANTHONY CHARTER SCHOOL HAS NOT PROVIDED THIS 

INFORMATION” OR WORDS TO THAT EFFECT.  IN MANY OF THESE CASES, THE CITED INFORMATION WAS NOT 

REQUESTED BY THE DISTRICT. 

 

THE “REQUIRED PED POLICIES” HAVE BEEN APPROVED BY THE ANTHONY CHARTER SCHOOL GOVERNANCE 

COUNCIL AND HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED TO THE SCHOOL AND FAMILY SUPPORT BUREAU. 
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Attachments sent by Anthony Charter School 
 

Reading Achievement Status and Growth 

Fall 2009-Spring 2010 

NWEA MAP Short Cycle Assessment 

 

 

Grade level 7 8 9 10 

     

Student Achievement     

     Instructional week 4 30 4 30 4 30 4 30 

     Student RIT Score 210 215 199 215 206 206 209 216 

     SEM of Student RIT Score 3.2 3.4 3.2 3.4 3.2 3.4 3.2 3.4 

     

Status Norms     

     Predicted Mean of  

     Grade Level RIT  

     Score 

216 220 219 222 221 223 223 224 

     Predicted SD of  

     Grade Level RIT  

     Score 

14.29 14.40 14.93 14.90 15.22 15.99 15.36 16.70 

     Students’ Status  

     Percentile 

34 36 9 33 16 14 19 16 

     

Growth Norms     

     Observed Student  

     Growth 

5 16.1776 -0.625 6.5455 

     SEM of Observed  

     Student Growth 

4.67 4.67 4.67 4.67 

     Growth Projection 4 4 2 2 

     SD of Growth  

     Projection 

6.47 6.91 7.77 9.19 

     Conditional  0.21 1.69 -0.34 0.49 
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     Growth Index 

     Students’ Growth  

     Percentile 

58 96 38 72 

 

 

 

The above table shows grade level measured achievement based on RIT scores.  Additionally it illustrates predicted growth as well as 

evaluating growth.  In setting goals the Growth Projection allows for one to show projected growth to using a future test date.  Growth 

Comparison allows one to compare observed growth to typical growth.  It allows one to compare students to other grade level students who 

had the same initial RIT. 

 

Based on the data, when compared to other students at the same grade level, Anthony Charter School students at grades 7
th

, 8
th

, and 10
th

 

exceeded projected growth.  

 

The Conditional Growth Index is an indicator of students observed growth compared to their growth projection; values close to zero indicates 

the students closely met the projection, while higher positive (or negative) values indicate the student exceeded (or fell short of) their 

projection.  A conditional growth index of 1 means the students’ growth is one standard deviation from the growth mean.  The data show that 

7
th

 and 10
th

 grade students closely met the growth projection.  8
th

 grade students exceeded their projected growth and 9
th

 grade students fell 

short of their projection. 

 

The Students Growth Percentile indicates the percentage of students in the norm group that the Student’s growth equaled or exceeded. 58% of 

7
th

 graders, 96% of 8
th

 graders, 38% of 9
th

 graders, and 72% of 10 graders equaled or exceeded the percentage of students in the norm group. 
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Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      29 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

  



 

Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      30 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

  



 

Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      31 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

  



 

Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      32 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

  



 

Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      33 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

  



 

Charter Renewal Application Analysis form, v.1.2                                                                                                                                                                                                                      34 | P a g e  

 

Anthony Charter School Dec 2012 

 


	Renewal Recommendation Anthony Charter School
	Anthony Charter School Renewal Response with Attachments

