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Interval Report Details


Report Date: 03/19/2013 Report Type: Renewal


Charter Contract Information


Charter Corporate Name: Park View School, Inc.


Charter CTDS: 13-87-55-000 Charter Entity ID: 10970


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 04/29/1999


Authorizer: ASBCS Contractual Days:


Number of Schools: 1 Park View Middle School: 180


Charter Grade Configuration: 6-11 Contract Expiration Date: 04/28/2014


FY Charter Opened: 2000 Charter Signed: 04/27/1999


Charter Granted: 10/13/1998 Corp. Commission Status Charter Holder is in Good
Standing


Corp. Commission File # 0840415-0 Corp. Type Non Profit


Corp. Commission Status
Date


03/24/2011 Charter Enrollment Cap 400


Charter Contact Information


Mailing Address: 8300 East Dana Drive
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314


Website: —


Phone: 928-775-5115 Fax: 928-775-6253


Mission Statement: Our mission is to provide young men and women with a solid educational foundation in a
context of care and concern. Park View Schools, Inc. combines a challenging curriculum with
clear moral direction. Instruction is marked by a dedication to the mental, physical and moral
development of all students. Students will receive a quality education, sensitive to their
learning styles and designed to equip them with the skills and core knowledge upon which
further learning must be based. Park View’s curriculum is founded firmly on the fundamental
tradition that values the refinement of thought and the development of character that charges
individuals with the responsibility to the common good and a global perspective of the world
and their places in it.


Charter Representatives: Name: Email: FCC Expiration Date:


1.) Mrs. Debra Slagle debra.slagle
@westwindacademy.org


09/14/2017
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School Name: Park View Middle School School CTDS: 13-87-55-101


School Entity ID: 78816 Charter Entity ID: 10970


School Status: Open School Open Date: 07/01/1999


Physical Address: 9030 East Florentine Road
Prescott Valley, AZ 86314


Website: —


Phone: 928-775-5115 Fax: 6028414260


Grade Levels Served: 6-11 FY 2012 100th Day ADM: 248.7475


Academic Performance Per Fiscal Year


FY AZ LEARNS Profile Met AYP


Elementary ELEM


2012 C — — —


2011 — Performing Plus; C — Met


2010 — Performing Plus — Met


2009 — — Performing Plus Yes


2008 — — Performing Plus Yes


Charter/Legal Compliance


Charter Corporate Name: Park View School, Inc.


Charter CTDS: 13-87-55-000 Charter Entity ID: 10970


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 04/29/1999


Timely Submission of AFR


Year Timely


2012 Yes


2011 Yes


2010 Yes


2009 Yes


2008 Yes


Timely Submission of Budget


Year Timely


2013 Yes


2012 Yes


2011 Yes


2010 Yes


2009 Yes


Audit and Fiscal Compliance


Charter Corporate Name: Park View School, Inc.


Charter CTDS: 13-87-55-000 Charter Entity ID: 10970


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 04/29/1999


Timely Submission of Annual Audit


Year Timely


2012 Yes


2011 No


2010 Yes


2009 Yes


2008 Yes


Hide Section


Hide Section


Hide Section Hide Section


Hide Section


Hide Section







Audit Issues Requiring Corrective Action Plan (CAP)


FY Issue #1


2012


2011 Fingerprinting Emergency Hire


2010


2009


2008


Repeat Issues Identified through Audits


FY Issue #1


2012


2011


2010 Repeat Accounting Records


2009 Repeat GAAP Financial Statements


2008
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Park View Subgroup Math  
Background 
 As noted in the Composite School narrative, the school has a majority of the students who 
qualify as part of the FRL subgroup.  All data presented in other portions of the renewal narrative 
includes this majority population proportionally.  The school received an N/A in the subgroup for 
ELL students.  Eighteen students with IEPs took the AIMS test last year.  None took AIMS-A.  Fifteen 
of those students remain at the school.  Currently the school has a total of 27 students with IEPs.  
These students are not evenly distributed across all grade levels. 
 Because the majority of students qualify as FRL, the school has provided supplemental 
instructional time in the form of tutoring for all students at no charge to families and has targeted 
those students who have been identified as struggling with math content based on benchmark and 
summative assessments. SPED students receive additional support through “pull-out” instruction 
with a SPED specialist.  This specialist also works with staff to help teachers with instructional and 
assessment strategies based on individual student needs and IEPs. 
Instruction 
 The school has described its comprehensive system for the integration and monitoring of 
the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core) and the monitoring of the use of best 
practices in the classroom.  Please refer to that narrative for details about the school’s system.  


The school is committed to the implementation of the Arizona State Academic Standards 
(Common Core) and has provided the instructional staff with support to fully implement the 
standards into the curriculum.  The staff has been trained in best practices based on the research 
work of Hunter, Marzano, Payne, Jones and other recognized experts in the field.  The 
administration has received training to support teachers in the implementation of the state 
standards. 
 Monitoring of both the implementation of the standards and the use of best practices is 
done in several ways.  Teachers undergo classroom observations, both formal and informal, based 
on the four domains of the Danielson model by two administrators during the each semester. The 
administrative team has received training in this model from the Danielson group. 
 Teachers submit lesson plans and summative assessments to the site administrator.  Lesson 
plans are submitted weekly prior to instruction and reviewed to insure that the lessons are aligned 
with state standards, are being taught at the appropriate level of rigor and that the teacher is 
implementing instructional best practices.  Summative assessments are submitted before beginning 
that unit of instruction as well.  This is to allow the administration to review the level of rigor of the 
assessment and to make sure the assessment is aligned to state standards and daily learning 
objectives. 
 Data from benchmark assessments and summative assessments are analyzed and used to 
evaluate instructional effectiveness, student and teacher needs, and curriculum effectiveness.  All 
benchmark assessments are standards-based and created by a third party.  Feedback from the 
analysis of the data is provided to the teacher and, where necessary, SPED specialist and is used to 
make instructional and curriculum decisions. 
Assessment 
 A full description of the school’s comprehensive assessment system is provided in the Math 
Status narrative.  Please refer to that section for additional information. 


The ATI-Galileo Assessment System is used for students in all subgroups to provide 
consistent data to teachers and families.  All students are given a pre-test at the beginning of the 
year to provide information to their teachers concerning areas that may need additional support.  
Students are given a post-test at the end of the year.  This data is part of the teacher evaluation 
process and is included in the final teacher evaluation. 
 Students in all subgroups take three benchmark assessments prior to the AIMS testing.  
Data from each benchmark is analyzed and used to make instructional and curriculum decisions as 
well as identifying specific student or teacher needs for support.  All SPED students take these 
benchmarks with only the accommodations that are part of their IEPs.  Data from these students is 
provided to the classroom teacher and SPED specialist.   
 In addition to the benchmark assessments, data from summative assessments is analyzed.  
This data is compared to benchmark data to determine if the classroom assessments are at the 







appropriate level of rigor to ensure student achievement.  Formative assessments are reviewed 
with the site administrator and teacher as a check that the students continue to move forward 
successfully and are on track to master the material in the unit as well as to identify where 
confusion might exist and where additional support or tutoring may be necessary.  This occurs 
throughout the year. 
 Analysis of AIMS data is a part of the teacher evaluation process for math teachers.  This 
information is also used as part of the process in determining professional development and 
curriculum needs. 
Professional Development 
 Specifics on the school’s comprehensive professional development plans are presented in 
the Math Growth Narrative.  Please refer to that section for additional information.   


In other sections of this renewal application we have noted that professional development 
is based on classroom observations, both formal and informal, and the review of student data.  The 
instructional best practices presented represent the work of experts in the field including Hunter, 
Marzano, Payne, Jones and others and are appropriate for all the subgroups identified.  Professional 
development was targeted to improve instruction for all staff.  The math staff received additional 
professional development in small groups and individually to specifically target math instruction 
and in areas identified through classroom observations and teacher request. 


Teachers also work with the SPED specialist to identify strategies and best practices for 
students with IEPs to better address individual learning needs for these students. 
Curriculum 
 In the Math Status narrative the school describes the details of its formalized process for the 
development, evaluation and revision of curriculum for all content areas.  Please refer to this 
portion of the renewal application for additional details on this process.   


As a result of the curriculum process, the school determined that it needed to review math 
curriculum that would address several needs.  The curriculum had to align with the Arizona State 
Academic Standards (Common Core) and provide a rigorous content.  But the curriculum review 
team also determined that it needed to address some instructional needs that had been identified.  
The school determined that a major contributing factor to the student performance was a lack of 
review and scaffolding of previously learned material.  It was also determined that students often 
lacked a fluency in basic math computation to be successful on more complex math concepts.   
 To address these needs, the school chose to adopt the Saxon curriculum.  This curriculum is 
aligned to the state standards, does provide a rigorous approach to the content and is structured to 
provide students with the review and practice to improve student achievement.  The program also 
has enough flexibility to allow the SPED specialist to work with students at the appropriate level 
based on their current level and help them move into grade level material more quickly. 
 Current student data from benchmark assessments and summative assessments at each 
grade level indicate that this curriculum is addressing the needs of students. 


Data attached to this narrative reflects the projected AIMS scores for the SPED subgroup as 
of December 2012 based on the Galileo assessments.  In addition to the improvement in the number 
of students predicted to meet or exceed on the AIMS, the data reflects a significant decrease in the 
number of students in the “Fall Far Below” category.   Of the students who took both the AIMS 2012 
assessment at Parkview and took the Galileo assessment (13 total students) 6 improved their 
category, none dropped out of the Meets/Exceeds or Approaches categories.   







Park View Subgroup Data-SPED 
 


AIMS 2012 Compared to all current SPED Students based on Galileo AIMS Predictor 
as of December 2012 


 


 
 
 
Comparison of only those students returning from 2012 who have taken Galileo 
Assessments 
 


 


0


10


20


30


40


50


60


70


Meet/Exceed Approaches Fall far Below


AIMS 2012


Galileo predictor


0


10


20


30


40


50


60


Meet/Exceed Approaches Fall Far Below


AIMS 2012


Galileo Predictor







Park View Math Status  
Background 


Late in the first semester of the 2011-12 school year, the school was forced to change site 
administrators because of a health issue.  At the same time, the school was able to bring in a 
Director of Curriculum and Instruction to support the site administrator.  An immediate review of 
instructional practices began, along with a review of previous AIMS data and current classroom 
level data.  The school had purchased and utilized the Acuity Assessment program the year prior.  
However, this program lacked adequate materials for high school level students. 
Instruction 


Park View has developed a comprehensive system to insure that instruction addresses the 
Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core) and that instruction reflects best practices to 
achieve optimal student achievement and performance.  Review of lesson plans and assessments 
prior to the beginning of instruction for a unit allows the administration to monitor the integration 
of the state standards in all lessons and across the curriculum, as well as ensuring that the level of 
rigor is appropriate to accomplish high student performance and growth.  In addition, classroom 
observations, both formal and informal, are carried out by at least two administrators, one being 
the site administrator.  These observations are based on the four domains of the Danielson model, 
which is the model adopted by the Arizona Department of Education for their pilot evaluation 
program.  The school is currently participating in that program.  Student achievement and 
performance data, along with the observation data, are reviewed quarterly for all language arts and 
math teachers.  Final evaluations include all data; and this information is presented to the charter 
representative in April as a data point in determining all staffing decisions. 


Teachers are evaluated on their use of best practices (especially those presented in 
professional development sessions), their lesson planning, their management of the classroom and 
their effective use of instructional time.  In addition to classroom observations, teachers are 
evaluated using both class level and school level data from a variety of assessments.   


Lesson plans and assessments are submitted to the site administrator prior to the beginning 
of instruction.  Lesson plans are submitted weekly and reviewed for adherence to state standards 
and use of best practices.  Classroom assessments are submitted to the administrative team for 
review to ensure that they are at the appropriate level of rigor and aligned with the Arizona State 
Academic Standards (Common Core).  Data from benchmark assessments is reviewed by the data 
review team at least quarterly, and more often if students are struggling with content within a given 
class.  Students in need of additional support are identified, and appropriate support provided 
through additional instructional time. Areas in need of additional support for the teacher are also 
identified and addressed through professional development. 
Assessment 


The school has a comprehensive assessment system that includes state level assessment 
data, valid and reliable benchmark data (Galileo) that aligns directly with state standards, and both 
formative and summative classroom assessments.  All data is reviewed by a data review team on a 
quarterly basis and may be reviewed more frequently.  Data is used to evaluate and identify both 
student and teacher needs for additional support, which is provided through additional 
instructional time for students and additional professional development for staff.  The data is also 
used to determine additional school-wide professional developmental needs, curriculum pacing 
and material adjustments and is thirty three percent (33%) of the teacher evaluation process.  


The current assessment system provides the school with a rigorous benchmark system as 
well as reliable pre- and post-tests to be used in teacher evaluation.  The benchmark system also 
aligns with formative and summative assessments created by teachers within the content areas.  
The system provides the administration and teachers with a formalized process to evaluate student 
progress and instructional methodology within the classroom.  The Galileo system permits the 
administrative team to analyze instructional effectiveness and address individual student and 
teacher needs.  This comprehensive system provides information that is used to adjust curriculum 
and determine what additional support materials may be needed. 







Data from each benchmark assessment is compared to data from both formative and 
summative assessments created by the classroom teacher and used to determine changes needed. 
Professional Development 


In the Math Growth narrative, the Park View has explained the systematic approach it uses 
to determine professional development needs both from year to year and within a given academic 
year.  Please refer to that section for additional details. 


In accordance with Park View’s procedures relative to performance management, the 
professional development calendar for 2012-2013 was created in the summer of 2012 to address 
needs as indicated from the results of the most recent AIMS data and extensive classroom 
observations.  As a result, professional development  is covering the areas of effective student 
engagement, lesson preparation and delivery, and increased rigor.  Professional development 
content and approach is based on the research of recognized experts in the area of best practices, 
including Hunter, Marzano, Jones, Payne and others.  Professional development in Common Core 
implementation is based on the work presented by the Arizona Department of Education and 
Steven Leinwand.   


The math teachers are also receiving both small group and individual professional 
development to help them implement the best practices identified as needed within their 
classrooms.  This is done as a result of extensive classroom observations and teacher feedback.  The 
data from the benchmark assessments, as well as the data from the summative classroom 
assessments are also considered when individual or small group professional development is 
planned. 
Curriculum 


As part of its formal review process, the School evaluates curriculum annually at a minimum 
and may evaluate and modify curriculum maps and instructional materials as often as quarterly, 
based on student performance and achievement data.  All evaluations and modifications are done in 
conjunction with the site administrator, Director of Curriculum and Instruction and selected 
teachers.  Any modifications to curriculum maps/pacing guides or materials are reported to the 
charter representative for approval before action is taken. 


An analysis of the data available during the 2011-12 school year indicated that the primary 
reason for the low passing rates on the AIMS assessment was more a function of instructional 
difficulties than curriculum content.  The school decided to move to the Saxon curriculum to 
provide more structure to aid teachers in scaffolding the necessary learning and to provide 
students with additional practice on math fundamentals, which was an issue that became apparent 
with the data review from the previous year, especially for the 8th and 10th grades.   


The Saxon curriculum provides a well-established curriculum map and pacing guide for 
teachers and is aligned to both the Arizona Academic Standards and student needs.  This further 
ensures that scaffolding and practice occurs system wide.  Current data from benchmark 
assessments indicates that the curriculum is providing students with challenging content that will 
result in a pass rate that meets or exceeds Board expectations. 


Based on current benchmark data for status and growth, the school fully expects to 
significantly improve its current state accountability rating of 118 points (two points below a “B”) 
and continue to improve on a yearly basis. 


The attached graphs represent the passing rates from the 2012 AIMS assessment and the 
projected passing rates from the December benchmark assessment.  The top graph represents the 
projected passing rates for all assessed grade levels where AIMS is tested and the passing rate for 
an end of the year mastery test for content in those grades where AIMS is not assessed.  The second 
chart demonstrates the projected success rate for students from the two lowest performing classes 
in 2012.   


The passing rates projected by the provider’s statistical analysis of the benchmark 
assessment results at the end of the first semester demonstrate that the school has identified the 
issues from the past and addressed them in a systematic manner that will result in sustainable 
passing rates which meet or exceed Board expectations. 







Park View Student Status Math  
 


Comparison of AIMS 2012 pass rates to predicted pass rates based on December 
benchmark assessment, all grades. (no AIMS scores for 9th or 11th grade) 
 


 
 
 
Projected pass rate for the two lowest performing grade levels from the 2012 AIMS 
assessment based on predictions from December benchmark for those same 
students in the next grade level. (8th grade-48% and 10th grade 44%) 
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Park View Composite School Math  
Background 
 Parkview has a large population of students who qualify for free or reduced lunch.  More 
than sixty five percent (65%) of the students in all grade levels meet the qualifications.  The ELL 
population is very small and does not meet the required N number to be identified and measured.  
The SPED population for the last AIMS test was 18 with 15 of those students returning for the 2012-
13 school year.  During the 20110-12 school year Parkview contracted for SPED services.  After 
reviewing the data from the AIMS assessment, it was determined that these services, while meeting 
the requirements of all student IEPs was not adequate to achieve the level of academic performance 
and growth necessary.  The school now has a full time staff member providing those services. 
 Because the school has such a high percentage of free and reduced lunch students, tutoring 
is made available to all students at no charge to families.  Additionally, the school uses the 
benchmark assessments as well as classroom summative assessments to identify students who are 
struggling with math content and specifically target them for additional instructional time after 
school through the tutoring program. 
Instruction 
 In the Math Status narrative the school has described its systematic approach to the 
implementation and monitoring of the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core) and the 
use of best practices within the classroom.  Please refer back to that section for details of that 
system.  


The school has committed to the implementation of the Arizona State Academic Standards 
(Common Core) and has provided teachers with support to fully integrate the standards with the 
curriculum.  To insure the implementation of these standards the administrative team conducts 
both informal and formal classroom observations of all math teachers.  In addition, the data review 
team, consisting of the site administrator, Director of Curriculum and Instruction and the teacher, 
review all benchmark data as well as summative assessment data from teacher and textbook 
generated tests. 
 As noted previously, the school conducts regular classroom observations using the 
Danielson model for teacher effectiveness and currently participates in the ADE pilot program for 
teacher evaluation that is also based on the Danielson model.  


Teachers submit both lesson plans and summative assessments to the site administrator on 
a regular basis prior to beginning instruction in that unit.  These plans are reviewed by the 
administrator to insure that they are aligned to the state standards and are of the appropriate level 
of rigor as well as implementing instructional best practices for all subgroups identified within the 
school. 
 The data review team analyzes data from benchmark assessments and summative 
assessments and instructional decisions are based on that analysis.  Where determined to be 
necessary both student and teacher support are then provided. 
 The SPED specialist is provided with all data analysis for students receiving services.  The 
specialist works directly with the teacher to provide additional instructional strategies to support 
student learning where necessary and to stay current with content being presented in class.  The 
specialist also provides additional instructional time for students through individual and small 
group “pull-out” sessions. 
Assessment 
 In the Math Status narrative the school has described its comprehensive assessment system.  
Please refer to that narrative for additional information about that system.   


As noted previously, the school is currently using the Galileo Assessment System.  All 
students are given a pre- and post-test using established assessments within the system.  This is 
used to provide teachers with a snapshot of the mastery level of previous content for their current 
classes and as part of the teacher evaluation system at the end of the year to determine student 
growth and mastery with that teacher. 







 Each student also takes three benchmark assessments during the course of the year.  At this 
time the students have completed two of the benchmarks with 59 days of instruction between the 
assessments.  Because the majority of students are identified as FRL students, the school uses the 
assessments to identify any student who is struggling with content for additional support.  The 
reports generated by the assessment system allow teachers to identify both the student and the 
specific standards with which a student may be struggling.  This information is used to determine 
which students need remediation or tutoring. 
 The assessment system is aligned to the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core).  
This allows the administration to use the data from these assessments to identify instructional 
areas of concern and address them with individual teachers.  The data from these assessments is 
part of the teacher evaluation process.  The data is used not only by the teachers to make 
instructional decisions but also by the administrative team to make decisions about where 
additional professional development and training may be needed and as part of the curriculum 
review and adoption process. 
 
Professional Development 
 In the Math Growth narrative the school has provided a description of its comprehensive 
professional development plan designed to improve student achievement and progress.  Please 
refer to that section for additional information about professional development.   


The professional development plan for teachers is based on classroom observations from 
the previous school year and the data from the most recent AIMS assessment as well as benchmark 
assessments and classroom observations conducted throughout the year. Research done by Hunter, 
Marzano, Jones, and others was the basis for the professional development workshops.  The work of 
Dr. Ruby Payne has identified specific needs for students from families that lack resources in order 
to be more successful in school.  These best practices also support instruction for all students and 
are incorporated into the best practices presented to the teachers.   
 Teachers also received professional development in best practices for creating effective 
learning objectives, academic language acquisition, lesson structure and pacing, classroom 
management and structure and increasing meaning to new learning among other topics.  These best 
practices support the learning of all the subgroups within the school. 
 Implementation of these best practices was monitored with classroom observations and 
data review.  Where teachers struggled with implementation, additional training was provided 
through small group and individual trainings with the site administrator and/or the Director of 
Curriculum and Instruction. 
 
Curriculum 


In the Math Status narrative the school has described its formalized process for the 
implementation, evaluation and review of each curriculum.  Please refer to that narrative for 
additional information about the math curriculum.   


As identified in other sections the school has changed to the Saxon curriculum this year.  
After reviewing options it was determined that this curriculum provided a strong curriculum map 
for the teachers as well as extensive support for the students in those areas data review indicated 
needed additional support.  The extensive scaffolding and practice were also determined to be a 
benefit for students in order to increase fluency in computation and support an increase in overall 
achievement.  


Data provided represent all students.  Because the FRL subgroup is the majority of students, 
the school is confident that the data for both growth and status indicate that the school will meet or 
exceed Board expectations in the area of Composite School Comparison and that the school will 
improve its School Accountability Rating from 118 points significantly and will continue to do so on 
a yearly basis. 







Park View Composite School Comparison 
Math 


 
Majority of students are identified as FRL. Data for all students displayed in the 
graph below. 


 
 
Data for all tested grade levels by grade level demonstrating growth from the first 
Benchmark assessment to the second benchmark assessment based on standards 
emphasized by teachers. 
 


 
 
Predicted pass rate for the lowest performing grade levels in 2012 and all school. 
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Park View Math Growth  
Background 


As is noted in the Math Status narrative, Park View changed the administrative team in the late fall 
of 2011.  The new team reviewed student data and did extensive classroom observations.  It was 
determined that professional development was needed to improve general instruction and student 
engagement.  This began in December 2011 and continued throughout the year.  Formal and informal 
observations, along with AIMS data resulted in one teacher not being asked to return and the other 
teachers being required to continue to train over the summer to improve their skills.  Those two teachers 
resigned just prior to the start of the school year. 
Instruction 


 The school has a comprehensive system to monitor the integration of the Arizona State Academic 
Standards (Common Core) into the curriculum and to evaluate instructional practices for all staff through 
an ongoing system of classroom observations and analysis of student performance and achievement data.  
Please refer back to the Math Status section for the details of this system.  


Teachers are required to submit both assessments and lesson plans prior to instruction.  These are 
reviewed by the site administrator for the appropriate level of rigor and use of best practices of instruction 
as well as alignment to the State Standards (Common Core).  The site administrator reviews all elements of 
effective planning, including instructional practices, examples and practice problems and checks for 
understanding.  Planning is included as part of the teacher evaluation system. 


Data from assessments are reviewed by the data review team.  This team is comprised of the Site 
Administrator, Director of Curriculum and Instruction, and the Teacher.  Students needing additional 
instructional time, as well as professional developmental needs for staff, are identified using this data.  
Additionally, nstructional and curriculum decisions are based on review of this data.  


Evaluation of the implementation of effective best practices for instruction is part of the teacher 
evaluation system.  Teachers are evaluated using the 4 domains of the Danielson model, which is the same 
model used by the Department of Education for their pilot model. The site administrator and the Director 
of Curriculum and Instruction conduct both informal and formal classroom observations throughout the 
school year.  Teachers are provided with the evaluation instrument at the beginning of the year.  Included 
as a significant portion of the teacher’s final evaluation are the standards-based assessments created by 
Galileo and the AIMS data.  This information is provided to the charter representative in April and is 
included as a data point in all staffing decisions.   
Assessment 


Please refer back to the Math Status narrative for details of the school’s comprehensive assessment 
program.  The school has transitioned from the Acuity Assessment System to the ATI-Galileo Assessment 
System.  The change was made after a careful review of options when it was determined that the Acuity 
system did not have enough rigor for older students. 


The Galileo system is used as a placement test for all incoming students, beginning with the 
summer of 2012, in order to better understand math deficiencies and needs.  A pre-test was given to all 
students at the beginning of the year; and the information was provided to teachers, allowing them to focus 
intervention activities as quickly as possible.  A post-test will be given at the end of the year and will be part 
of the teacher evaluation process. 


Students take three benchmark assessments prior to the AIMS testing.  Results of these standards- 
based assessments are used to address instructional decisions, curriculum decisions and professional 
development needs.  Teachers and the administrative team have access to the assessment results 
immediately.  Galileo also allows teachers and administrators to generate a wide range of reports to assist 
in data analysis. 


All benchmark assessments are reviewed by the data review team and are analyzed in conjunction 
with teacher or textbook generated assessments to ensure that classroom generated assessments are 
measuring the material at the appropriate level of rigor.  The benchmark assessments are also used to 
determine instructional choices and curriculum needs.  In addition, they are used to identify professional 
development needs for individual teachers. 


Benchmark assessments are directly aligned to the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common 
Core).  Summative assessments are created prior to the beginning of instruction and are reviewed by the 
site administrator to make sure they align with State Standards. 







Professional development 
The school establishes the professional development calendars for new and returning teachers in 


June of each year and bases the material to be presented on student performance and achievement data 
and classroom observations.  These calendars are reviewed at least once during each year and may be 
reviewed as often as quarterly based on student performance and achievement data from benchmark 
assessments, as well as classroom observations.  All teachers are observed by at least two administrators 
during the first semester to determine any additional professional developmental needs not on the 
calendar and again at least once in the second semester to determine any additional needs that should be 
addressed.  If additional professional develop is needed, the Director of Curriculum and Instruction 
researches best practices.  The administrative team determines the best providers for the professional 
development and schedules the necessary trainings.  Any additional professional development is scheduled 
no later than within 4 weeks from the identification of the need. 


As mentioned in the Reading Growth section and Math Status section, the professional development 
is based on the research of Hunter, Marzano, Jones, Payne and others, and represents best practices for the 
field. The training and support is designed to improve student achievement and growth.  It also represents 
support for the implementation of the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core) and the 
instructional shifts identified as needed with these standards.   


The math teachers receive further support through small group and individual professional 
development with the administrative team to address specific areas identified through classroom 
observations or teacher request.  Data from the benchmark assessments, as well as summative assessments 
within the classroom, indicate that the professional development and its implementation have improved 
instruction and, as a result, student achievement.   
Curriculum 


An analysis of the data from previous AIMS and from extensive classroom observations indicated 
that the primary reason for low growth, especially in the 8th and 10th grades, was the result of instructional 
issues rather than curriculum.  One of those issues was the lack of appropriate scaffolding by the teachers.  
As a result of this and after careful analysis of options, the school made the decision to move to the Saxon 
math curriculum.  This program has significant review built into lessons for teachers.  The administration 
felt that the additional review would also aid students in increasing automaticity in math computation, 
allowing them to focus more effectively on the new concepts. 
 Saxon provides teachers with a well-established curriculum map and is aligned to Arizona State 
Academic Standards.  It addresses identified student needs and provides teachers with instructional 
support that complements the professional development they receive.  Current data indicates the 
curriculum provides challenging content that will result in a growth rate that meets or exceeds Board 
expectations. 
 
            The following graphs demonstrate growth from the first benchmark assessment to the second on the 
standards addressed by the instructors during the first semester.  Based on the growth demonstrated 
during this time frame and when viewed in conjunction with the improved projected passing rate at each 
grade level, indications are that the instruction, assessment, professional development and curriculum will 
result in growth that will meet or exceed Board expectations and result in an improved state accountability 
rating. 
 







Park View Math Growth Graphs 
Student growth as demonstrated by growth on instructed standards from benchmark 1 to benchmark 2 
by tested grade levels. 


 
 


Individual grade level growth from benchmark 1 to benchmark 2 (Top to bottom-6th, 7th, 8th, 10th ) 
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Park View Reading Growth Narrative 
Background 


Following the change of administration during the 2011-12 school year and the addition of 
a Director of Curriculum and Instruction, a careful review of student data and classroom practices 
was conducted.  It was determined that there was a need to increase teachers’ knowledge of 
effective student engagement strategies, as well as a need to increase the level of the rigor of the 
curriculum being taught by the three language arts teachers.  The first of the professional 
workshops was presented in December 2011.  Trainings and monitoring of student progress and 
teacher implementation continued throughout the year.  After reviewing assessment data and 
monitoring implementation of strategies, the decision was made to replace all three of the language 
arts teachers either during the year or at the end of the year.  Additionally, Park View committed to 
a full implementation of the much more rigorous Common Core curriculum beginning with the 
2012-13 school year, which is ahead of the deadline for implementation required by ADE. 


The Acuity Assessment system the school was using, proved to be inadequate in meeting 
the needs of the students at the high school level, and did not provide the level of data necessary to 
make instructional decisions.  As a result, after a thorough evaluation of alternatives, Park View 
purchased and began to implement the ATI Galileo assessment system.  
Instruction 


In the Math Status Narrative, the school described its comprehensive system for monitoring 
the implementation of the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core) and evaluating 
instructional practices, which is designed to support increased student achievement.  The system 
described in the Math Status Narrative is used for all teachers, including all language arts teachers.   


The teachers began training prior to the beginning of the school year.  The teachers were 
trained in best practices based on the research work of Marzano, Hunter, Jones, Wiggins Payne and 
others.  Teachers were also trained in the implementation of the Common Core standards for 
Language Arts, in both the English classrooms and in other content area classrooms.  The Director 
of Curriculum and Instruction is a certified trainer for this material and provided this training.  
Training continued throughout the year with regular full staff trainings and additional work with 
the language arts teachers in both small group and individual trainings.  


To monitor the implementation of these practices and the Arizona State Academic 
Standards (Common Core), the teachers are observed with informal classroom visits and formal 
observations using the four domains of the Danielson model, which is the same model used by the 
Department of Education for their pilot program. The school is also currently participating in this 
program.   Both the Site Administrator and Director of Curriculum and Instruction have received 
training from the Danielson Institute in the model to better assist teachers in improving instruction 
and student achievement. Two different administrators observe all teachers during the first 
semester. 


A data review team consisting of the Site Administrator and the Director of Curriculum and 
Instruction and the teacher reviews data from the assessment program regularly.  Data from both 
formative and summative assessments are reviewed and compared to the benchmark assessments 
to insure that classroom assessments created by the teacher are of the appropriate level of rigor to 
achieve both student growth and success on the AIMS assessment as well as ensuring that the 
students are on track to meet the expectations of the grade level standards leading to college and 
career readiness.  These teacher created assessments are given to the site level administrator for 
review prior to the beginning of instruction as an additional check for appropriate rigor and 
content.  Lesson plans are also submitted weekly prior to the beginning of instruction to allow the 
Site Administrator to review lessons and insure that the lessons are implementing the state 
standards and best practices to improve student achievement and progress. 
 
Assessment 
               The school has described its comprehensive assessment system in the Math Status 
Narrative.  Please refer to that portion of the renewal for additional, specific information on the 
assessment system.  The system is used for language arts, as well as math. 







As mentioned previously, the school uses the ATI Galileo assessment program.  New 
students are given an assessment to determine appropriate placement within the school and to 
identify immediate needs that teachers can begin addressing prior to the first benchmark 
assessment.  All students are given a pre-test at the beginning of the year and a post-test at the end 
of the year.  This assessment is used as part of the teacher evaluation process and provides teachers 
with information about needs of returning students. 


During the year, students take three benchmark assessments prior to AIMS testing.  Results 
of these assessments are immediately available to both teachers and the administrative team.  This 
information is reviewed with teachers and students; and it is used to inform instructional and 
curriculum decisions, as well as to identify students in need of additional support or tutoring. 


Benchmark assessments are also included as part of the teacher evaluation process 
throughout the course of the year.  Data from each benchmark is used, in conjunction with 
classroom observations, to determine what additional professional development is needed to 
support instructional practices.  Benchmark data is also compared to formative and summative 
assessment data to insure that teachers are instructing and assessing at the appropriate level of 
rigor based on the State Standards. The data review team analyzes all benchmark data.  
Professional Development 


In the Math Growth section of the narrative, the school has presented details for its 
comprehensive professional development plan that focuses on student achievement and progress.  
Please refer to that portion of the renewal narrative for additional details on this plan. 


The creation of the professional development plan for the year is based on several factors.  
The first is Park View’s commitment to increasing the rigor of the curriculum by fully implementing 
the Arizona State Academic Standards (Common Core), which is an on-going consideration when 
planning professional development.  The current plan was also driven by the poor growth of the 
students during the 2011-12 school year, which the school believes was directly linked to the lack 
of rigor in the material presented. The final consideration was the identified need to improve 
instructional practices based on extensive classroom observations from the previous year.  Even 
though the Language Arts teachers had been replaced, the administrative team recognized that 
professional development in both best practices and implementation of the much more rigorous 
curriculum was necessary.  As noted in the Math Growth Narrative, these factors are considerations 
at the end of each year and during the year when developing and aligning the professional 
development plan to student and teacher needs. 


In addition to the general professional development, the language arts staff also receive 
small group and individual professional development based on teacher need as determined through 
classroom observation, data analysis and teacher request. 
Curriculum 


The formal process for the development, evaluation and revision of the school’s curriculum 
in all content areas is presented in the Math Status portion of the renewal narrative.  Please refer to 
this section for additional details about this process.   


The curriculum implemented this year is based on the new Common Core standards and 
addresses the needs of students in order to prepare them to be successful in college or in a career.  
The curriculum includes all areas of content presented in the standards and includes a map for 
teacher use.  The map will be reviewed by a curriculum committee at the end of the school year.  
The data included in the Reading Growth Data graphs represents the growth made in each of the 
tested grade levels from the first to the second benchmark assessment.  The standards selected 
represent those standards identified by the administration and teacher as being important to be 
taught in the first semester and in following the curriculum map.  The passing rates projected by 
the provider’s statistical analysis of the benchmark assessment results at the end of the 
first semester demonstrate that the school has identified the issues from the past and 
addressed them in a systematic manner that will result in sustainable passing rates which 
meet or exceed Board expectations. 
  


 







Park View Reading Growth Charts 
These graphs demonstrate student growth in Reading for each of the tested grade levels.  The growth 
occurred in those standards identified, taught and assessed on the benchmark assessment for the first 
semester.  The growth occurred between the first and second benchmark with 59 days of instruction in 
between. 
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Park View School, Inc. - Entity ID 10970 
School: Park View Middle School 


 


Renewal Executive Summary 
 


 
Performance Summary 
 


Park View School, Inc. did not meet the academic performance expectations of the Board as set forth in 
the Performance Framework and was required to submit a Demonstration of Sufficient Progress.  
Through the submission and evidence reviewed during an on-site visit, the charter holder demonstrated 
sufficient progress toward meeting the Board’s academic performance expectations.  The charter holder 
was required to submit the Financial Sustainability portion of the Detailed Business Plan Section of the 
renewal application. The charter holder’s submission addressed those measures where the charter 
holder received a “Does Not Meet Standard” or “Falls Far Below Standard” rating for fiscal year 2012.  
The charter holder did have compliance matters, including action taken by the Board in 2011. The 
charter holder’s organizational membership on file with the Board was consistent with the information 
on file with the Arizona Corporation Commission. 
 


 


Profile  


 


 


Park View School, Inc. operates one school serving grades 6-11.  The graph below shows the charter 
holder’s actual 100th day average daily membership (ADM) for fiscal years 2009-2013. 
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A dashboard representation of Park View Middle School’s academic outcomes, based upon the 
indicators and measures adopted by the Board, is provided below. 
 


 
 


 


 


Success of the Academic Program 
 


The overall rating for the school on the Board’s academic performance measures was 58.82 including 
points received for the FY 2012 letter grade of C as reported by the Arizona Department of Education.   
 
Following a preliminary evaluation of the DSP, staff conducted a site visit on March 20 to meet with 
Debra Slagle, Charter Representative, Jack Rowe, Director of Curriculum and Instruction, and Jeanette 
Bray, Principal, to review a preliminary evaluation of the DSP and collect additional information and 
documentation to be considered in the final evaluation (presented in the charter holder’s renewal 
portfolio: c. DSP Evaluation) of the charter holder’s Demonstration of Sufficient Progress submission.   
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The table below reflects the materials/items reference in the Demonstration of Sufficient Progress and 
whether the evidence was confirmed: 
 


Evidence Requested Confirmed at Site Visit Sufficient 
Charlotte Danielson’s teacher 
evaluation model “Framework for 
Teaching” 


Teacher evaluation instrument 
based upon Charlotte Danielson’s 
“Framework for Teaching” and 
completed evaluation 


X 


Data used to make instructional 
decisions 


Galileo data disseminated by 
standard 


X 


Sample lesson plan Lesson plan with all components 
mentioned in DSP 


X 


Professional Development 
Documentation 


Power Points and agendas from 
Professional Development 


X 


Class assessments and review 
process 


Samples of class assessments with 
standards identified and weekly 
classroom distribution of 
assessment results by teacher 


X 


Pacing guides and curriculum maps Binder of pacing guides and 
curriculum maps and charter 
developed curriculum aligned to 
Common Core Standards 


X 


Evidence of analysis of rigor Documentation of walk-through 
observations, leadership meetings, 
and teachers meeting with the 
principal  


X 


Data review process Galileo data disseminated by grade 
level and standard and 
demonstrated how it is used to 
inform teachers and make 
instructional decisions  


X 


Ongoing monitoring and follow up 
to support professional 
development 


Correlated documentation of 
teacher observations and 
professional development topics 


X 


 


Staff requested further information regarding areas not sufficiently addressed in the Demonstration of 
Sufficient Progress: 
 


Evidence Requested Evidence Provided Sufficient 
A reading curriculum developed and 
aligned to the Arizona Common 
Core Standards 


An extensive charter-developed 
curriculum aligned to the Arizona 
Common Core Standards including a 
curriculum map, recommended 
reading, assessments directly 
aligned to the standards, and 
systematic reporting procedures for 
teachers 


X 
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Following the site visit, staff determined, through an evaluation of the submission, including information 
and documentation collected at the site visit, that the charter holder demonstrated sufficient progress 
toward meeting the Board’s academic performance expectations.   
 


II. Viability of the Organization 
 


The charter holder did not meet the Board’s financial performance expectations because the charter 
holder received one or more “Falls Far Below Standard” and two or more “Does Not Meet Standard” in 
fiscal year 2012. The following table includes the charter holder’s financial data and financial 
performance for the last three completed fiscal years. 
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The charter holder was required to submit additional information regarding the charter holder’s 
financial situation (presented in the charter holder’s renewal portfolio: e. Financial Sustainability). The 
charter holder’s submission addressed those measures where the charter holder received a “Does Not 
Meet Standard” or “Falls Far Below Standard” rating.  
 


 


 


2012 2011 2010


Statement of Financial Position 2009


Cash $89,471 $3,591,367 $32,403 $28,151


Unrestricted Cash $73,396 $19,940 $32,403


Total Assets $5,970,181 $6,942,541 $770,396


Total Liabilities $6,178,620 $6,618,626 $622,142


Current Portion of Long-Term Debt & 


Capital Leases $68,125 $45,133 $42,196


Net Assets ($208,440) $323,915 $148,254


Statement of Activities


Revenue $1,814,452 $1,042,966 $1,178,616


Expenses $2,346,807 $1,010,120 $1,247,130


Net Income ($532,355) $32,846 ($68,514)


Change in Net Assets ($532,355) $32,846 ($68,514)


Financial Statements or Notes


Depreciation & Amortization Expense $178,371 $34,900 $35,373


Interest Expense $599,864 $117,318 -                  


Lease Expense $18,402 $4,045 $4,103


2012 2011 2010 3-yr Cumulative


Going Concern No No No N/A


Unrestricted Days Cash 11.42 7.21 9.48 N/A


Default No No No N/A


Total Liabilities to Equity Ratio (29.64)             20.43               4.20                 N/A


Net Income ($532,355) $32,846 ($68,514) N/A


Cash Flow ($3,501,896) $3,558,964 $4,252 $61,320


Fixed Charge Coverage Ratio 0.39 1.14 (0.63) N/A


Financial Data


Financial Performance


Near-Term Indicators


Sustainabi l i ty Indicators


Park View School, Inc.
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III. Adherence to the Terms of the Charter 
 


A.  Compliance Matters Requiring Board or Other Agency Action  
 
In November 2011, the Board voted to withhold 10% of the charter holder’s monthly State aid 
apportionment for failure to timely submit the fiscal year 2011 audit. The withholding occurred for one 
month. For the previous five fiscal years, this was the only audit that was not timely submitted by the 
charter holder. 
 
B.  Other Compliance Matters  


 
During fiscal years 2008 through 2013, the charter holder has failed to timely deposit member and 
employer contributions with the Arizona State Retirement System (ASRS). As of the most recent ASRS 
Delinquency Report available, which is dated March 26, 2013, the charter holder had deposited member 
and employer contributions to ASRS through January 31, 2013. The report indicates that as of March 26, 
2013, the charter holder is 26 days delinquent in its deposits. For fiscal years 2011 through 2013 
(through pay period ending January 31, 2013), the charter holder’s contribution deposits have ranged 
from three days early to 55 days late.  


Fiscal year 2011: 11 of 24 deposits were 20 or more days delinquent 
Fiscal year 2012: 10 of 24 deposits were 20 or more days delinquent 
Fiscal year 2013: 9 of 14 deposits were 20 or more days delinquent 


 
The fiscal year 2011 audit identified an issue that required a corrective action plan (CAP). Specifically, 
the audit indicated that the charter holder did not have a fingerprint clearance card (FCC) for one 
teacher hired as an emergency replacement and had not completed all of the statutory requirements for 
hiring an individual in an emergency. The audit states that the employee applied for a FCC, but the 
application was not submitted prior to hire, and the charter holder did not perform a statewide criminal 
history check or obtain references from previous employment. The charter holder submitted a 
satisfactory CAP. 
 
The fiscal year 2010 audit identified a repeated audit issue involving the charter holder not properly 
reconciling related party transactions at fiscal year-end with the related party. The fiscal year 2009 audit 
identified a repeated audit issue involving the charter holder not having the ability to prepare financial 
statements in accordance with Generally Accepted Accounting Principles or to review them in order to 
prevent or detect misstatements. 
 
In October 2012, Park View School, Inc. was found to be out of compliance with special education 
matters relating to a specific student.  Due to noncompliance, Park View School, Inc. was placed on 
corrective action in accordance with the federal regulations that implement the Individuals with 
Disabilities Education Act (IDEA.)  The compliance issues were reported as resolved and that the final 
required corrective action documentation was received by the Arizona Department of Education on 
February 28, 2013. 
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C. Charter Holder’s Organizational Membership 
 
Because the organizational membership on file with the Board was consistent with the information on 
file with the Arizona Corporation Commission, the charter holder was not required to submit the charter 
holder’s Organizational Membership portion of the Detailed Business Plan Section.   
 


Board Options 
 
Option 1:  The Board may approve the renewal.  Staff recommends the following language provided for 
consideration:  Renewal is based on consideration of academic, fiscal and contractual compliance of the 
charter holder.  In this case, the charter holder did not meet the academic performance expectations set 
forth in the Board’s performance framework for was able to demonstrate sufficient progress toward the 
Board’s expectations.  There is a record of past contractual noncompliance which has been reviewed.  
With that taken into consideration as well as all information provided to the Board for consideration of 
this renewal application package and during its discussion with representatives of the charter holder, I 
move to approve the request for charter renewal and grant a renewal contract to Park View School, Inc. 
 
Option 2: The Board may deny the renewal. The following language is provided for consideration: Based 
upon a review of the information provided by the representatives of the charter holder and the contents 
of the application package which includes the academic performance, the fiscal compliance, and legal 
and contractual compliance of the charter holder over the charter term, I move to deny the request for 
charter renewal and to not grant a renewal contract for Park View School, Inc.  Specifically, the charter 
holder, during the term of the contract, failed to meet the obligations of the contract or failed to comply 
with state law when it:  (Board member must specify reasons the Board found during its consideration.) 
  


 








Park View School, Inc. 
Business Plan: Financial Sustainability 


Renewal 2013 
 


 
Park View is respectfully submitting additional information relative to its financial performance for 
consideration for the charter’s upcoming renewal decision.  As is apparent from review of the Financial 
Performance as stated in the FY 2011 chart compared to the Financial Performance as stated in the FY 
2012 chart, there were significant changes that will be addressed. 
 


Park View School, Inc.  
Financial Performance Based on Fiscal Year 2011 Audit  
Near-Term Indicators  


Going Concern  No  Meets  


Unrestricted Days 
Cash  


7.21  Falls Far Below  


Default  No  Meets  


Sustainability Indicators  


Total Liabilities to 
Equity Ratio  


20.43  Does Not Meet  


Net Income  $32,846  Meets  


Fixed Charge 
Coverage Ratio  


1.14  Meets  


Cash Flow (3-Year 
Cumulative)  


$3,500,451  Meets  


Cash Flow 
Measure Detail  


$3,558,964 
[FY11]  


$4,252 [FY10]  ($62,765) [FY09]  


Note: Negative  


 


 


 Park View School, Inc.  
Financial Performance Based on Fiscal Year 2012 Audit  
Near-Term Indicators  


Going Concern  No  Meets  


Unrestricted Days 
Cash  


11.42  Falls Far Below  


Default  No  Meets  


Sustainability Indicators  


Total Liabilities to 
Equity Ratio  


(29.64)  Falls Far Below  


Net Income  ($532,355)  Does Not Meet  


Fixed Charge 
Coverage Ratio  


0.39  Does Not Meet  


Cash Flow (3-Year 
Cumulative)  


$61,320  Does Not Meet  


Cash Flow 
Measure Detail  


($3,501,896) 
[FY12]  


$3,558,964 
[FY11]  


$4,252 [FY10]  


Note: Negative numbers are indicated by parentheses.  


 
 
 
 
 







Park View served students in Prescott Valley in grades 6 through 8 in same the facility from 1999 until 
2011.  In March 2011, Park View closed on $6,625,000 in bond financing for its new facility, which is 
approximately 32,000 square feet, sits on a 4.5 acre site and designed to serve 400 – 475 students.  The 
new facility opened for students in August 2011.  The old facility has been listed since the Fall of 2010; 
but to date it has not sold or leased. The price has been lowered significantly and is currently priced very 
competitively for the market.  There is a note for approximately $358,000 on that property.   
 
When the school moved into its new facility, enrollment increased significantly. Enrollment is projected 
to increase over the next three years to the building’s capacity, which will allow the organization to 
meet the financial performance thresholds that indicate long term sustainability. 
 
Unrestricted Days Cash 
 
According to the Financial Performance chart for Fiscal Year 2012, Park View had $73,396 in unrestricted 
cash, which was calculated to be 11.42 Unrestricted Days Cash.  This means that the school would need 
an additional $122,112 Unrestricted Cash to meet the acceptable threshold of 30 Unrestricted Days 
Cash. 
                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                      
While Park View fell far below the acceptable level of unrestricted cash available as set forth in the 
Board’s measures of financial sustainability, Park View has access to other sources of liquidity.  The 
structure of the financing for the new facility requires the school to maintain a General Operating 
Reserve Fund of $125,000 and a Repair and Maintenance Reserve Fund of $25,000.  If these funds are 
used, they are then replenished per the bond documents as part of the intercept agreement through 
which the bonds are paid monthly. Furthermore, Park View has a $75,000 business line of credit with 
Wells Fargo Bank.  The amounts of the Reserve Accounts, combined with the $73,396 would meet the 
requirements outlined for Unrestricted Days Cash. 
 
Park View’s plan to meet the guidelines regarding Unrestricted Days Cash is with the combination of 
cash in the bank, money available through the Wells Fargo Credit Line and the General Operating 
Reserve.  
 
Total Liabilities to Equity Ratio 
 
Park View did not meet the threshold in this category.  The primary reason for not meeting the 
threshold in this area was because of closing on the new facility and the subsequent loan attached to 
the new facility.  Because of the new facility with increased capacity, Park View expects to build equity 
and increase enrollment, which will result in a lower ratio.   
 
Net Income 
 
Park View did not meet the designated threshold for sustainability in the are of Net Income.  Park View’s 
net Income was $532,355.  A non-recurring event, the purchase of the new facility, had a substantial 
negative impact on the net income of the organization.  Park View’s plan to increase sustainability as 
reflected by an appropriate level of net income includes increasing student enrollment and therefore 
increasing revenue.  Park View has already reduced its per-pupil expenditure outside of the facility costs 
to address this issue short term.  Park View’s enrollment has increased 55% since it moved to its new 
facility in August 2011.   
 







Fixed Change Coverage Ratio 
 
Not meeting the required threshold for the Fixed Changed Coverage Ratio is primarily due to the loan on 
the new building and  waiting for our actual enrollment to catch up as the  school moved into a new 
state-of-the art facility, which continues to draw more students as evidenced by the 55% increase in 
enrollment from FY 2011 to FY 2013. Park View has resources to fund fixed expenses for the foreseeable 
future.  Park View’s income is expected to improve as a result of this increase, which will result in 
meeting the required threshold in future years. Furthermore,  Park View’s fixed expenses are expected 
to decline with the sale or lease of the old facility, which will result in meeting the acceptable threshold 
for the Fixed Change Coverage Ratio.  
 
Cash Flow 
 
Park View’s cash flow was negative as reported in the FY 2012 budget.  Park View has sufficient cash in 
the General Operating Reserve to fund cash deficiencies for the foreseeable future.  Park View continues 
to increase revenue through enrollment, as well as hire highly effective and efficient teachers, who 
make a significant difference in successfully recruiting and retaining students.  Park View has also 
reduced expenses relative to actual enrollment.   Park View’s superintendent  continues to meet with 
the school’s principal to evaluate expenses, revenue and cash flow to ensure that the school not only 
utilizes its resources efficiently but is sustainable for the foreseeable future. 
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Demonstration of Sufficient Progress Evaluation Instrument 


Charter Holder Name: Park View School, Inc.                       
School Name: Park View Middle School 
Date Submitted:  February 5, 2013 


Required for:  Renewal                                                               
 
Evaluation Completed: 3/19/13; revised 3/26/13 


 
I = Result after initial evaluation 
S = Result after evaluation of information collected from the site visit  
Measure  


Acceptable 
Not 


Acceptable 
Comments 


1a. Student Median Growth Percentile 
(SGP) Math 


I  


 


1a. Student Median Growth Percentile 
(SGP) 
Reading 


S 
 
I 
 


Curriculum:  The narrative does not address a curriculum that contributes to 
increased student growth in reading. The data provided limited support for the 
narrative.  Applicant provided additional documentation at the site visit that 
demonstrated a strong reading curriculum, aligned to Arizona Common Core 
Standards, that contributes to increased student growth in reading, as evidenced by 
data the school presented during the site visit. 


2a. Percent Passing 
Math I 


 
 


 


2b. Composite School Comparison 


(Traditional and Small Schools only)  


Math 


I 
 


 


 


2c. Subgroup Comparison 
(2b. for Alternative)  


ELL 


    Math 


I  


 


2c. Subgroup Comparison 
(2b. for Alternative)  


ELL 


    Reading 


I 
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2c. Subgroup Comparison 
(2b. for Alternative)  


FRL 


   Math 


I  


 


2c. Subgroup Comparison 
(2b. for Alternative)  


Students with  disabilities 


    Math 


I  


 


3a. A-F Letter Grade  State Accountability 
System 


I  


 


 





