A JO NT MEMORI AL
REQUESTI NG THE STATE DEPARTMENT OF PUBLI C EDUCATI ON TO STUDY
ALTERNATI VES TO SUSPENSI ON AND EXPULSI ON OF STUDENTS FROM
PUBLI C SCHOOLS AND DEVELOP AN | NTERVENTI ON PLAN THAT SCHOOL
DI STRI CTS MUST FOLLOW PRI OR TO SUSPENDI NG OR EXPELLI NG
STUDENTS.

WHEREAS, students at risk are defined by researchers as
those students |likely to have | ow academ ¢ achi evenent and
apt to drop out of school and enter the job market as
unskill ed | aborers unprepared for full citizenship in our
t echnol ogi cal culture; and

WHEREAS, research indicates that many students at risk
enter school already lacking in linguistic skills and
parental involvenent; therefore, as these students nove
t hrough the education system many drop out and face futures
wi t hout basic skills such as functional literacy; and

VWHEREAS, suspension and expul sion are used too
frequently by sonme schools as a renmedy for aberrant
behavi or, and those actions do not have any educati onal
benefit; and

WHEREAS, it is inperative that students at risk not be
deni ed the benefits of an education;

NOW THEREFORE, BE I T RESOLVED BY THE LEG SLATURE OF
THE STATE OF NEW MEXI CO that the state departnent of public
education be requested to study alternatives to suspension
and expul sion of students from public schools and develop an gjMm 19
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suspendi ng or expelling students; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED that the intervention plan
i ncl ude course credit conpletion, community service and
counsel i ng; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the goal of the
intervention plan be to create other options for the
devel opnent and success of at-risk students; and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat the state departnent of
public education report its findings and reconmendati ons to
the legislative education study commttee by Cctober 2000;

and

BE | T FURTHER RESOLVED t hat copies of this nenorial be
transmtted to the superintendent of public instruction, the
state board of education and the |egislative education study

comm tt ee.
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