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• New Mexico’s National Charter School Law Ranking 

• Strengths and Room for Improvement in the Law

• Policy Recommendations for Increased Accountability for Charter Schools 

• Policy Recommendations for Increased Accountability for Authorizers 

AGENDA
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NM’S CHARTER LAW ALSO HAS ROOM FOR 
IMPROVEMENT

 Renewal Standard & Default Closure
• NM’s law is vague on renewal standards: schools must make “substantial 

progress” toward academic goals
• There is no minimum threshold for closure, aka default closure

 Authorizer Evaluations
• There is no requirement for authorizers to be evaluated on their adherence to 

standards
 Authorizer Sanctions

• There are no laws that require consequences for authorizers that do not follow 
standards
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(1) Be more clear in the law about what is meant by “substantial progress” and 
require authorizers to close chronically low-performing charter schools unless 
exceptional circumstances exist

• All authorizers, charter schools, and other stakeholders should have opportunity to 
engage in process to determine how best to define substantial progress and what the 
default closure threshold should be

• Not every authorizer would have to use same performance framework for its charters, 
but would have to include certain “non-negotiable” indicators of progress

• Would cut down on authorizer shopping and provide more clarity to schools and the 
public 

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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(2) Establish a statewide entity that holds authorizers accountable for abiding by 
principles and standards, and maintaining a high-performing portfolio of schools

• Just as charter schools should be held accountable, so should authorizers

• All authorizers should have to register with the statewide entity and agree to abide by 
national principles, standards, and best practices

• The evaluation entity should annually collect and report on the performance of every 
authorizer

• If an authorizer isn’t meeting the standards or has a chronically low-performing portfolio 
of charter schools, the evaluation entity should issue consequences

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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(3) Give a new statewide authorizer entity the ability to sanction poor-performing 
authorizers

• The entity would have the authority to sanction an authorizer for poor performance, 
including suspending an authorizer’s authority to approve new schools

• It would also conduct periodic formal evaluations of overall state charter school 
program and outcomes and publish a report

• This would also help cut down on authorizer shopping 

POLICY RECOMMENDATIONS
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KEEP IN TOUCH

veronicab@qualitycharters.org

(225) 301-1759

www.qualitycharters.org

/qualitycharters

@qualitycharters

www.linkedin.com/in/vbrooksuy/

Veronica Brooks-Uy
Policy Director
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