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Detailed Business Plan Section Checklist 
 


 


Charter Holder:  Choice Education and Development Corporation – Sequoia Village School (Entity ID 79211) 


 


Each Detailed Business Plan will be reviewed to determine if all of the required elements have been addressed:  


       


           Yes – Required element addressed. 


No – Required element not addressed.  


Not Applicable – Required element not applicable to the charter holder. 


 


Arizona State Board for Charter Schools (Board) staff w ill complete the Detailed Business Plan Section Checklist. The Checklist w ill be used by 


the Board in its consideration of the charter holder’s request for charter renewal. “ No”  answers may adversely affect the Board’s decision 


regarding a charter holder’s request for charter renewal. 


 


II b.1. CHARTER HOLDER’S ORGANIZATIONAL MEMBERSHIP 


Required Elements Yes No N/A COMMENTS 


o Evidence of the appropriate filings with either the Board, Arizona 


Corporation Commission or both submitted. 


 


  X  


II b.2. CHARTER HOLDER’S FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY 


PART A – RENEWAL BUDGET PLAN 


Required Elements Yes No N/A COMMENTS 


o Completed Renewal Budget Plan submitted. 


 


X   The Renewal Budget Plan was 


completed for the charter school 


operated under this charter contract. The 


charter holder has five charter contracts 


with the Board. 
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o 4 years of financial information provided as required by the 


Renewal Instructions w ith fiscal years clearly identified. 


 


 X  The Renewal Budget Plan includes four 


years of financial information. However, 


instead of including actual information for 


fiscal year 2011 and projecting the next 


three fiscal years, the Renewal Budget 


Plan uses fiscal year 2012 as the “ actual”  


year and includes financial information for 


the next three fiscal years. 


o Renewal Budget Plan includes average daily membership (ADM) 


used in each fiscal year and the basis for projected ADM. 


 


X   The Renewal Budget Plan includes the 


projected ADM for each fiscal year, which 


is basically the same for all four years. 


 


According to Arizona Department of 


Education reports, as of May 11, 2012, 


the charter holder ADM was 185.336, 


which is approximately 10 ADM lower 


than the number included in the Renewal 


Budget Plan. 


o Assumptions provided for key components of the Renewal Budget 


Plan, including the basis for all projected revenue line items used. 


 


X    


o Increases or decreases of 10% or more in the “ total expenses”  


line item from year to year in the Renewal Budget Plan are 


explained in the “ Assumptions/Notes”  section. 


 


  X  


o Each “ Other”  line item used is explained in the 


“ Assumptions/Notes”  section to specify what is included. 


 


 X  All three “ Other”  line items were used, 


but none were explained. 


o For those required to submit the Academic Performance Section of 


the renewal application, the charter holder’s previous two audits 


and the Renewal Budget Plan demonstrate the charter holder has 


the financial capacity to implement the “ budget”  as detailed in the 


Academic Performance Section. 


 


  X  
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o Renewal Budget Plan is mathematically correct. 


 


X   Taking into account rounding issues, the 


Renewal Budget Plan is mathematically 


correct. 


II b.2. CHARTER HOLDER’S FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY 


PART B – FINANCIAL SUSTAINABILITY NARRATIVE 


Required Elements Yes No N/A COMMENTS 


o For those required to complete the renewal application’s “ Charter 


Holder’s Financial Sustainability”  section because at least one of 


the two previous audits identified a going concern or identified 


negative net assets or negative members’/stockholders’ equity at 


year end, a narrative is provided. 


 


X    


o Narrative does not exceed one page in length. 


 


X    


o Narrative explains the charter holder’s current financial situation. 


 


X    


o Narrative includes the specific steps the charter holder has already 


taken to improve its financial situation and ensure the continued 


financial sustainability of the charter school(s). 


 


X    


o Evidence provided that supports each of the steps already taken by 


the charter holder to improve its financial situation and ensure the 


continued financial sustainability of the charter school(s). 


 


X    


 


TOTAL (Sections II b.1, II b.2 Part A, and II b.2 Part B) 


 


 


9 


 


2 


 


3 


 


 


Check one (required): 


 MEETS THE REQUIREMENTS          (All applicable “ Required Elements”  received a “ Yes” .) 


    


 DOES NOT MEET THE REQUIREMENTS         (One or more applicable “ Required Elements”  received a “ No” .) 


 


Board Staff Review Date:  May 28, 2012 








Actual
FY __2012__ FY __2013__ FY _2014_______ FY _2015_______


ADM: 195.04 195.00 195.00 195.00


REVENUE
     State Equalization Assistance $1,239,864 $1,264,662 $1,289,955 $1,315,754
     Classroom Site Fund $48,167 $49,130 $50,113 $51,115
     Instructional Improvement Fund $6,364 $6,491 $6,621 $6,753
     Federal Funds/Grants $173,365 $176,832 $180,369 $183,976
     Other State Funds/Grants
     Food Service (e.g., NSLP, food sales) $65,682 $66,996 $68,336 $69,703
     Extracurricular Tax Credits $950 $969 $988 $1,008
     Contributions and Donations $0 $0 $0
     Fundraising
     Earnings on Investments
     Student Activities
     Kindergarten Tuition (Applies only to FY10
        & FY11 unless expanded by Legislature)


     Other $96,691 $98,625 $100,598 $102,610
TOTAL REVENUE $1,631,084 $1,663,706 $1,696,980 $1,730,920


EXPENSES
Instructional
     Salaries $490,251 $500,056 $510,058 $520,259
     Payroll Taxes $37,504 $38,254 $39,019 $39,800
     Employee Benefits $127,652 $130,205 $132,809 $135,465
     Purchased Services (Consultants) $1,500 $1,530 $1,561 $1,592
     Purchased Services (Special Education) $17,047 $17,388 $17,735 $18,090
     Technology $0 $0 $0
     Textbooks/Curriculum/Library $6,000 $6,120 $6,242 $6,367
     Instructional Supplies $7,416 $7,564 $7,715 $7,870
     Professional Development $0 $0 $0
     Travel $1,733 $1,768 $1,803 $1,839


     Other $1,706 $1,741 $1,775 $1,811
Total Instructional $690,809 $704,625 $718,718 $733,092


Non-Instructional
     Salaries $208,775 $212,950 $217,209 $221,553
     Payroll Taxes $16,985 $17,324 $17,671 $18,024
     Employee Benefits $54,270 $55,355 $56,463 $57,592
     Purchased Services $45,201 $46,105 $47,027 $47,968
     Rent/Bond Payment $10,022 $10,222 $10,427 $10,635
     Repairs and Maintenance $7,618 $7,771 $7,926 $8,084
     Property, Casualty, Liability Insurance $5,489 $5,598 $5,710 $5,825
     Interest/Property Taxes $182,209 $185,853 $189,570 $193,361
     Communications $50,894 $51,911 $52,950 $54,009
     Furniture and Other Equipment $10,151 $10,354 $10,561 $10,772
     Note/Loan/Non-Facility Lease Payments $6,279 $6,405 $6,533 $6,664
     Audit $4,000 $4,080 $4,162 $4,245
     Legal
     Advertising/Marketing $3,932 $4,010 $4,090 $4,172
     Travel $4,774 $4,869 $4,966 $5,066
     Printing and Postage
     Supplies $57,919 $59,078 $60,259 $61,465
     Food Service
     Transportation $195,000 $198,900 $202,878 $206,936
     Student Activities
     Fees and Dues $779 $795 $811 $827


     Other $307 $313 $319 $326
Total Non-Instructional $864,603 $881,895 $899,533 $917,523


TOTAL EXPENSES $1,555,412 $1,586,520 $1,618,250 $1,650,615


Increase (Decrease) in Net Assets $75,673 $77,186 $78,730 $80,304


Net Assets, Beginning of Year $71,247 $146,920 $224,106 $302,836


Net Assets, End of Year $146,920 $224,106 $302,836 $383,140


ASSUMPTIONS/NOTES
Provides for 2% growth per year in reveneues and expenses


Renewal Budget Plan
Projected Financial Information








Choice Education and Development Corporation 
 


Charter Holder’s Financial Sustainability 


Part B 


 


Choice Education and Development Corporation the charter holder ended the fiscal years June 30, 2011 


with positive net assets of $654,742. The corporation had negative net assets in prior years but the 


growth of the schools and the stability provided by the bond which it participated has allowed it to grow 


out of that situation. The Budgets under which the corporation is operating under during the current 


year provide for an increase in net assets. 


Choice Education and Development Corporation’s and Edkey Inc’s Board of Directors On March 9, 2012 


approved a merger of Choice Education and Development Corporation and Edkey, Inc. effective June 30, 


2012. The Merger is subject to the approval of various parties and we ill require the transfer of the 


charters held by Edkey, Inc. to Choice Education and Development Corporation.  Choice Education and 


Development Corporation will be assuming all the assets and debt obligations of Edkey, Inc. upon 


completion of the merger. Both companies have positive net assets as of June 30, 2011 with combine 


net assets of $667,074 and are operating under budgets that will provide for an increase in net assets in 


the fiscal year ended June 30, 2012. 


 


We are attaching  


• Audit financial statement for both Choice Education and Development Corporation and Edkey, 


Inc. as of June 30, 2011. 


• Merger Documents of Choice Education and Development Corporation and Edkey, Inc. including 


proforma financial statements for the three fiscal years ended June 30, 2009, 2010 and 2011. 


• Memorandum explain the merger 







MEMO: 


RE: Choice Education and Development Corporation and Edkey, Inc. Merger 


Date: February 13, 2012 


FROM: Patric R Greer 


Choice Education and Development Corporation (CEDC) and Edkey, Inc. are proposing a merger of the two companies 
effective June 30, 2012. 


FACTS: 


Presently the two corporations are operating independently with all of the managements for both corporations being 
provided by CEDC. Each Corporation is a 501(c) 3. The officers and Directors of the two companies are identical.  


CEDC operates nine charter schools under five charters with the Arizona State Board for Charter Schools. The Charters 
are Sequoia Charter School, Arizona Conservatory for the Arts and Academics, Sequoia Village School, Learning 
Crossroads Basic Academy and Sequoia School for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing. 


The following is a list of the Charters and Schools operated by CEDC: 


 


Charter School 


Sequoia Charter School 


  Sequoia Secondary School 


  Sequoia Middle School 


  Sequoia Elementary School 


SSDHH 


  Sequoia School for the Deaf & Hard of Hearing 


LCBA   


  Sequoia Academics and Arts Elementary Charter School K-8 


  Sequoia Academics and Arts Charter School 9-12 


 Sequoia Village School   


  Sequoia Village School 


ACAA   


  AZ Conservatory for Arts and Academics 


  AZ Conservatory for Arts and Academics--Middle School 
 


Edkey Inc operates six Charter school under three charters from the Arizona State Board for Charter School. The charters 
are Sequoia Ranch Schools, Pathfinder Academy and Redwood Academy. 


  







The following is a list of the Charters and schools operated by Edkey, Inc: 


Charter School 


Sequoia Ranch School   


  Sequoia Ranch School 


  Children First Academy - Phoenix 


  Children First Academy - Tempe 


  Sequoia Pathway Academy 


Pathfinder Academy   


  Pathfinder Academy 


Redwood Academy   


  Sequoia Redwood Academy 
 


CEDC provides management services to both corporations including Accounting, Payroll, Human resources, 
transportation, food services, Technology and Facilities. Edkey is charged for these services based upon usage. The two 
corporations while separate entities are depended upon each other for services. The arraignment between the two 
companies is somewhat complicated shared management and cost structure that has caused us all some confusion when 
trying to underwrite bond deals. 


CEDC participated in a bonding financing of $28,500,000 in 2006 to acquire the following properties: 1460 S Horne 
Mesa, AZ, 2820 W Kelton Lane Phoenix, AZ and 982 Fullhouse Lane Show Low, AZ with all of the property and assets 
of those sites. Additionally the proceeds of the bond where used to construct two buildings on the Horne campus with 
39,000 sqft in space. The pledged revenues for this bond are the revenues of Sequoia Charter School, Sequoia Village 
School, Sequoia School for the Deaf and Hard of Hearing and Arizona Conservatory for the Arts and Academics. The 
state apportionment for r these schools are deposited with the bond trustee and payments are made pursuant to the bond 
and the balance is forwarded to the schools. The Balance due on the Bond as of January 1 2012 was $26,770,000. 


Edkey Inc. participated in a bond financing of $13,450,000 in 2010 to acquire a property at 19625 N Porter Rd Maricopa 
AZ and to build the facility at that site and furnish the facility. The pledged revenues for this bond are those of the 
Sequoia Ranch Charter. The state apportionments for these schools are deposited with the bond trustee and payments are 
made pursuant to the bond and the balance is forwarded to the schools. The Balance due on the Bond as of January 1 2012 
was $13,450,000. 


MERGER 


The objective is to streamline all management and administration into one enterprise and create a much larger and fiscally 
stronger organization by consolidating operations.  Upon completion of the merger, the bondholders for each respective 
transaction will enjoy a much stronger credit and the newly merged company will enjoy a significantly enhanced financial 
position. With the merger the management and administration being in one company will allow the merged company to 
save accounting and payroll cost as there will not be the requirement to distinguish between the companies.  


The following are the financial statements (Statements of net Assets and Changes in Net Assets) for the two companies 
separately and in a merged format for the years ended June 20, 2009, 2010, 2011 and December 31, 2011. The 2009 and 
2010 statements are taken from each company's audited financial statements, while those of June 30, 2011 and December 
31, 2011 are unaudited at this point in time. The audited statements with footnotes and auditors reports are attached for 
reference. The June 30, 2012 audit for both companies should be completed in the near future. 


Additionally we are attaching the Debt service Coverage Ratio or each of the two bonds from June 30, 2009 forward 
individually and combined starting with June 30, 2011. We have made projections for the June 30, 2012 based upon the 
budgets for the 2012 fiscal year, 
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Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School — CTDS: 07-89-17-000 | Entity ID: 79211 — Change Charter


 


ARIZONa  STaTE  BOaRD  FOR  CHaRTER  ScHOOLs


Renewal Summary Review


Five-Year Interval Report Back to reports list


Interval Report Details


Report Date: 06/01/2012 Report Type: Renewal


Charter Contract Information


Charter Corporate Name: Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School


Charter CTDS: 07-89-17-000 Charter Entity ID: 79211


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 06/16/1998


Authorizer: ASBCS Contractual Days:


Number of Schools: 1 Sequoia Village School: 180


Charter Grade Configuration: K-8 Contract Expiration Date: 06/15/2013


FY Charter Opened: — Charter Signed: 06/29/2000


Charter Granted: 06/29/1998 Corp. Commission Status Charter Holder is in Good
Standing


Corp. Commission File # F-1031712-7 Corp. Type Non Profit


Corp. Commission Status
Date


06/01/2012 Charter Enrollment Cap 400


Charter Contact Information


Mailing Address: 1460 South Horne
Mesa, AZ 85204


Website: —


Phone: 480-461-3200 Fax: 480-649-0747


Mission Statement: Sequoia Village School is committed to assisting families in providing each child the
opportunity to develop competence, character, and confidence.


Charter Representatives: Name: Email: FCC Expiration Date:


1.) Mr. Ron Neil ron.neil@edkey.org 09/10/2017


Academic Performance - Sequoia Village School


School Name: Sequoia Village School School CTDS: 07-89-17-001


School Entity ID: 10848 Charter Entity ID: 79211


School Status: Open School Open Date: 08/13/2003


Physical Address: 982 Full House Lane
Show Low, AZ 85901


Website: —


Dashboard Alerts Bulletin Board Charter Holder DMS Email Tasks Search Reports Help Other
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Phone: 928-537-1208 Fax: 928-537-4275


Grade Levels Served: K-8 FY 2011 100th Day ADM: 174.165


Academic Performance Per Fiscal Year


FY AZ LEARNS Profile Met AYP


Elementary ELEM 10 358


2011 Performing Plus; B — — — Met


2010 Performing Plus — — — Met


2009 — Performing Plus — — Yes


2008 — Performing Plus — — Yes


2007 — — No Data Available Performing Yes


Academic Performance - Mountainaire Academy


School Name: Mountainaire Academy School CTDS: 07-89-17-003


School Entity ID: 79187 Charter Entity ID: 79211


School Status: Site Transferred to Separate
Charter


School Open Date: 08/21/2002


Physical Address: 1190 West Cleveland
St. Johns, AZ 85936


Website: —


Phone: 928-337-3593 Fax: 928-337-3594


Grade Levels Served: K-12 FY 2009 100th Day ADM: —


Academic Performance Per Fiscal Year


FY AZ LEARNS Profile Met AYP


0


2009 No Data Available —


2008 No Data Available —


2007 No Data Available —


Charter/Legal Compliance


Charter Corporate Name: Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School


Charter CTDS: 07-89-17-000 Charter Entity ID: 79211


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 06/16/1998


Timely Submission of AFR


Year Timely


2011 No


2010 Yes


2009 Yes


2008 Yes


2007 Yes


Timely Submission of Budget


Year Timely


2012 Yes


2011 Yes


2010 Yes


2009 Yes


2008 No
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Audit and Fiscal Compliance


Charter Corporate Name: Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School


Charter CTDS: 07-89-17-000 Charter Entity ID: 79211


Charter Status: Open Contract Effective Date: 06/16/1998


Timely Submission of Annual Audit


Year Timely


2011 Yes


2010 Yes


2009 No


2008 Yes


2007 Yes


Audit Issues Requiring Corrective Action Plan (CAP)


FY Issue #1


2011


2010


2009


2008 Classroom Site Fund (301)


2007


Repeat Issues Identified through Audits


There were no repeat findings for fiscal years 2007 to 2011.
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Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School- Entity ID 79211 


School: 


Sequoia Village School 


 


Renewal Executive Summary 


 


 
Sources of Evidence for this Document 


 
Pursuant to A.R.S. 15-183.I, a charter may be renewed for successive periods of twenty years.  The 


Arizona State Board for Charter Schools (Board) has established a process for the renewal of a charter 


that is based on affirmative evidence in three areas: 


 


I. Success of the academic program, including academic achievement 


II. Viability of the organization, including fiscal management and compliance 


III. Adherence to the terms of the charter, including contract and legal compliance 


 


Evaluation of the charter holder's success in these three areas is based on a variety of information that 


w ill serve as sources of evidence in determining renewal of a charter.  These sources include, but are 


not limited to:   


 


 Pupil achievement data 


 Independent financial audits 


 Five-year interval summary reviews 


 Site visit reports 


 Monitoring reports  


 Application package for renewal 


 


 
Profile  


 
Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School operates one school serving 


grades K-8.    


 


Graphs displaying the academic achievement for the past five years, if available, are provided on the 


next page.   
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I.  Success of the Academic Program 


 
The academic performance of the school operated by the charter holder meets or demonstrates 


sufficient progress toward the Board’s level of adequate academic performance. Therefore, the charter 


holder was not required to submit a Performance Management Plan.  


 


 
II. Viability of the Organization 


 
Because the charter holder’s fiscal years 2009 financial statements were prepared assuming the 


organization will continue as a going concern
1
 and because the fiscal years 2009 and 2010 audits 


identified negative net assets at the end of each year, the charter was required to complete the 


Renewal Budget Plan and submit the Financial Sustainability Narrative and supporting evidence.  


Required submissions for the charter’s Financial Sustainability portion of the Detailed Business Plan 


Section of the application and the applicable checklist are included in the charter’s portfolio. The 


checklist completed by staff identifies whether the required elements of the Detailed Business Plan 


were addressed. 


 


The graph below shows the charter’s actual 100
th
 day average daily membership (ADM) for fiscal years 


2007 through 2011, the fiscal year 2012 ADM as of May 11, 2012 and projected ADM through 2015. 


Projections were provided by the charter as part of the submitted Renewal Budget Plan. The ADM 


included in the Renewal Budget Plan for fiscal year 2012 is approximately 9.5 ADM higher than reports 


available through the Arizona Department of Education’s website.  


 


                                                 
1
 “Going concern” is the idea that an organization will continue to engage in its activities for the foreseeable future. If the 


auditor doubts that the organization will exist for at least the next year, the auditor’s report would include a paragraph 


indicating this, as was the case for Choice Education and Development Corporation. 
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As indicated in the graph above, the charter holder’s ADM has fluctuated up and down during the past 


six fiscal years. Between fiscal year 2011 and fiscal year 2012, the charter holder’s ADM grew by 


approximately 11%. Although the Renewal Budget Plan uses approximately the same ADM (195) for 


fiscal years 2012 through 2015, the charter’s actual fiscal year 2012 ADM is lower. Therefore, the 


projected ADM included in the Renewal Budget Plan for fiscal year 2013 anticipates growth of 


approximately 5%. 


 


Choice Education and Development Corporation (CEDC) has five charter contracts with the Board – 


four of which are on the agenda for renewal consideration. In reviewing the five most recent audits 


(2007-2011) for CEDC, the financial statements for fiscal years 2007 through 2009 were prepared 


assuming the organization will continue as a going concern. While the audits show CEDC began each 


fiscal year w ith negative nets, CEDC ended fiscal year 2011 with positive net assets of $654,742. As of 


June 30, 2011, CEDC had sufficient cash and other readily available resources [$4,146,764] to satisfy 


obligations due within the next year [$1,834,718]. In three of the five years (2008, 2010 and 2011), 


CEDC’s revenues exceeded expenses. Further, between fiscal years 2008 and 2011, CEDC ending 


cash has grown from $285,940 to $999,129. The Renewal Budget Plan submitted for CEDC – Sequoia 


Village School projects net assets to increase each year. 


 


In the Financial Sustainability Narrative, which is the same for each of the four charters on the agenda, 


CEDC states, “ The corporation had negative net assets in prior years but the growth of the schools 


and the stability provided by the bond which it participated has allowed it to grow out of that situation.”  


The narrative indicates that on March 9, 2012, the board of directors for CEDC and Edkey, Inc. 


approved a merger of the two entities effective June 30, 2012.
2
 CEDC submitted a memorandum 


explaining the merger and merger documents. 


 


 
III. Adherence to the Terms of the Charter 


 


                                                 
2
 One of Edkey’s three charters with the Board is on the agenda for renewal consideration. 
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A.  Compliance Matters Requiring Board or Other Agency Action
3
  


 


Over the past six years, there were no items to report.  


 


 


B.  Other Compliance Matters
4
  


 


The fiscal year 2008 audit identified an issue that required a corrective action plan (CAP).  Specifically, 


the audit indicated that the charter holder did not have sufficient cash to cover its Classroom Site Fund 


carryover. Additionally, the audit indicated that based on the schedules provided by the charter holder, 


it could not be determined whether base salaries for teachers have supplanted Classroom Site Fund 


monies. The charter holder submitted a satisfactory CAP. 


 


For the previous five fiscal years, the charter holder has failed to submit its Annual Financial Report, 


Budget and annual audit for one or more years. 


 


C.  Charter Holder’s Organizational Membership 


 


Because the organizational membership on file w ith the Board was consistent w ith the information on 


file w ith 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 for 


consideration: Renewal is based on consideration of academic, fiscal and contractual compliance of the 


charter holder. 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 w ith representatives of the 


charter holder, I move to approve the request for charter renewal and grant a renewal contract to 


Choice Education and Development Corporation - Sequoia Village School. 


 


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 Choice Education and Development 


Corporation - Sequoia Village School. 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: 
  


1. Specific reasons the Board may have found during its consideration including…  


                                                 
3
 For more information about the areas of compliance reviewed for this section, please see the “Renewal Guide”. 


4
 For more information about the areas of compliance reviewed for this section, please see the “Renewal Guide”. 
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Comparison Schools 
 


Selection of schools: Schools were selected based on grade levels served, proximity, and availability of 


data.  


 


 Grade levels served – schools serving grades in common with the selected school site were 


included.  


Example: If the selected school serves grades K-8, a  K-3  and a 5-12 school would be listed. In 


the case of a K-12 school as the selected site, both elementary (K-8) schools and high schools 


(9-12) are included. 


 


 Proximity – charter and district schools located within a two mile radius were included. If fewer 


than four school sites were located within a two mile radius, the distance was increased until at 


least four schools were located or a radius of 15 miles was reached. If the selected site is not 


an alternative school, alternative schools may be included in the list but do not count toward 


the four school minimum to be listed. If fewer than four schools were located within a 15 mile 


radius, the list consists only of schools within that 15 mile radius. 


 


 Availability of data – Additional information regarding specific data elements is included below. 


Schools that did not have current academic data for proficiency and growth, but met the criteria 


of inclusion based on grade levels served and proximity, were not included in the list. 


 


Number of Students: Enrollment information is based on the October 1, 2010 student count reported 


to the Arizona Department of Education. 


 


Free/Reduced Lunch Eligible: Student eligibility percentages are provided by the school’s enrollment 


information. Data is from the 2010-2011 school year. 


 


Grades Served: Grade levels served are based on 2010-11 school year data as reported to the Arizona 


Department of Education. 


 


AZ LEARNS Label: Legacy and letter grade labels are based on the Arizona Department of Education’s 


Accountability System for the 2010-11 school year. 


 


Math and Reading Proficiency on AIMS: Proficiency is determined by the percentage of students 


earning a score of “ Meets”  or “ Exceeds”  on the math or reading portion of Arizona’s Instrument to 


Measure Standards (AIMS) tests in 2011 as reported by the Arizona Department of Education. 


 


Math and Reading Median Growth Percentile: The median growth percentile is the median percentile 


of all students in the school w ith AIMS and Stanford 10 test data, and shows if a school has high, 


typical or low student growth. Growth percentiles are calculated for all third- through tenth-grade 


students who took the AIMS test and second and ninth-grade students who took the Stanford 10 test. 


This model looks at the student’s progress over a number of years compared to their academic peers. 


Growth Percentile scores are calculated by the Association and are based on 2010-11 AIMS and 


Stanford 10 test scores. 







Sequioa Village School


School Name
Sequoia Village 


School


Linden 


Elementary 


School


Nikolaus 


Homestead 


Elementary 


School


Whipple 


Ranch 


Elementary 


School


Show Low 


Junior High 


School


Successful 


Beginnings 


Charter 


School


Jefferson 


Academy of 


Advanced 


Learning


Address
982 Full House Ln 


Show Low


1009 School 


House Ln. 


Show Low


500 W. Old 


Linden Rd Show 


Low


1350 N. Central 


Avenue Show 


Low


761 E. McNeil 


Show Low


841 E. McNeil St. 


Show Low


40 S. 11th St. 


Show Low


School Type Charter District District District District Charter Charter


Distance N/A 1.2 mi 4.6 mi 4.8 mi 5.5 mi 5.6 mi 5.7 mi


Number of Students 202 230 354 435 571 41 168


Free/Reduced Lunch 


Eligible
72% 50% 76% 63% 59% 73% 77%


Grades Served K-8 K-5 K-5 K-5 6-8 K-3 K-12


AZ Learns Label Performing Plus Highly Performing Performing Plus Performing Plus Performing Plus Performing Underperforming


AZ LEARNS A-F B A B B C N/A D


Math Proficiency 64.4 84.9 67.5 72.2 57.2 100 11.1


Reading Proficiency 75.9 93.3 77.1 87 81.5 100 45.8


Math Median Growth 


Percentile
56.0 Typical 53.0 Typical 34.0 Typical 42.0 Typical 32.0 Low 66.0 Typical 14.0 Low


Reading Median 


Growth Percentile
49.0 Typical 56.0 Typical 39.0 Typical 56.0 Typical 42.0 Typical 41.0 Typical 33.0 Low
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