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Statement of the Case


Petitioner Texas Education Agency (TEA) requests that the open-enrollment charter of the Rameses School of San Antonio, Texas (RSSAT) be revoked for the following reasons: (a) material violations of the terms of the charter, (b) failure to satisfy generally accepted accounting standards of fiscal management, (c) failure to comply with an applicable law or rule.


Joan Howard Allen is the Administrative Law Judge assigned to render a Proposal for Decision in this matter.  Petitioner is represented by Jim Thompson and Raul Gonzalez, Austin, Texas.  Respondent is represented by Roger Stephens, Attorney at Law, San Antonio, Texas.


A hearing was held on November 9 and 10, 1999 in the offices of the Region 20 Education Service Center, San Antonio, Texas.

Findings of Fact

After due consideration of the record and matters officially noticed, in my capacity as Administrative Law Judge, I make the following Findings of Fact, supported by a preponderance of the evidence:

Establishment and Agency Review of the School


1.
On or about September 22, 1995, Ms. Patricia L. Fennell (hereinafter Ms. Fennell) and Mr. Basil H. Franks filed articles of incorporation for the Rameses School of San Antonio, Texas (“RSSAT”) and received a certificate of incorporation from the Secretary of State under the Texas Non-Profit Corporation Act.


2.
On or about May 9, 1997, the Internal Revenue Service notified RSSAT that the corporation qualified for exemption from federal taxation pursuant to Section 501(c)(3) of the Internal Revenue Code.  RSSAT was therefore eligible for an open-enrollment charter pursuant to Section 12.1010(a)(3) of the Education Code.


3.
On or about January 1, 1998, RSSAT filed its application for approval of an open-enrollment charter.  Based upon the attestations made by RSSAT, the State Board of Education approved the charter application.  On or about May 14, 1998, Dr. Jack Christie, Chair of the State Board of Education and Ms. Fennell, Executive Director and Founder, on behalf of RSSAT d/b/a Rameses School executed a “Contract for Charter” (hereinafter “charter contract”) creating the open-enrollment charter at issue here. The charter contract is attached as Exhibit A and is incorporated herein as if set forth in full.

4.
On or about February 18, 1998, the corporate charter of RSSAT was forfeited by order of the Secretary of State and made null and void for failure to file a current year franchise tax report.  The corporate charter remained null and void through and including August 20, 1998, on which date RSSAT reinstated its charter.

5.     Under his authority set forth in the charter contract paragraph 35, on or about February 11, 1999, the Commissioner of Education directed the agency to conduct a financial status audit of Rameses School pursuant to chapters 42 and 44 of the Texas Education Code.  The audit was conducted on or about February 11-12 and March 5, 1999, and the agency issued its findings on March 11, 1999. (Pet. Ex. 1).  The school failed to comply with generally accepted accounting standards in various areas, including failure to have an adequate budgetary control system, failed to comply with the conflict of interest and interested transaction provisions, failed to comply with standards for the appointment and meetings of the board of directors, failed to comply with generally accepted accounting principles (hereinafter “GAAP”), failed to properly report student accounting data which resulted in overpayment to the school, and failed to comply with the requirements for special education personnel and services.  The report recommended that school take corrective actions: and further recommended that the agency consider taking formal administrative actions.


6.
On or about March 25, 1999, the Commissioner of Education directed that the agency conduct an investigation into the fiscal management of the school pursuant to Chapter 42 and 44, Texas Education Code.  An on-site investigation was conducted on March 25-29 and 31, 1999 and issued a final report of its findings on June 23, 1999.  (Pet. Ex. 3).  The investigative audit revealed many additional legal violations and material violations of the open-enrollment charter granted to RSSAT.  The report recommended that the agency institute proceedings to recommend adverse action against RSSAT by the State Board of Education.

Creation, Implementation and Review of the School’s Budget by the Board of Directors; General Oversight of School


7.
On August 1, 1998, the RSSAT board of directors adopted the budget that was submitted with the charter application.  Educational services would be provided for forty students.  (Pet. Ex. 5a).  At that time, the board noted that amendments would be required if attendance reached a projected total of one hundred eleven students.  However, no budget amendments were approved by the board that would finance serving the approximately seventy students in attendance at the school.  Board minutes did not adequately enact the amendment of the original budget and did not establish appropriations categories and budgeted amounts.  The school’s budgetary system was inadequate and did not allow monthly comparisons of a budget to actual expenses.  Expenditures have not been authorized by the RSSAT board.


8.
By failing to adopt as a current and legally adequate budget, the governing board of RSSAT failed in its duty to provide oversight, direction, supervision, and control over the administration of the school as required by the charter.  Further, as a result of this failure, Ms. Fennell has exercised budget authority for the school without the oversight and direction of the board of directors as required by the charter.  


9.
The minutes of the board of directors of RSSAT do not accurately reflect attendance of board members and actions taken.  For example, Victor Wright was listed in the minutes as being present at the following meetings: August 1, 1998, September 22, 1998, November 3, 1998, and January 27, 1999.  He was not present at any of these meetings.  Further, his signature had been whited out on the minutes of the November 3, 1998 meeting.  Ron Dodson was also listed as a director during that time period.  He did not attend the board meetings listed above even those the minutes reflected his presence.  Further, a signature purporting to be Mr. Dodson’s was contained in the August 1, 1998 minutes; the signature is not that of Mr. Dodson.  On the November 3, 1998 minutes, Mr. Dodson’s purported initials are contained on the minutes; he did not place them there.   In addition, the minutes do not reflect the attendance of Sara Guzman, who testified that she attended three board meetings as a director.  (Pet. Ex. 5a).   Documents provided to the agency that were designated as “agendas” were often dated after the date of the minutes of the meeting.  All were typed in the same font and print style, which differed significantly from the font of the minutes.


10.
Board agendas and notices of meetings were not posted in compliance with the Open Meetings Act, Texas Government Code Chapter 551.  (Testimony of D.  Aguilar).

Compensation of the Executive Director, Ms. Fennell; Other Questionable Financial Transactions


11.
While the RSSAT board approved a salary of $5,000.00 per month for Ms. Fennell as the school administrator, the charter school’s payroll journal showed salary amounts in excess of $5,000.00 per month.  In November 1998, December 1998 and January 1999, Ms. Fennell was paid $8,000.00, $11,857.00 and $10,000.00 respectively.  (Pet. Ex. 2, 5a, 12).  Although Ms. Fennell asserted to the agency that the excess amounts were awarded as reimbursement for money that she had loaned the school, the documentation that she personally presented to TEA in support of her claim had clearly been altered.  For example, dates on checks had been changed to correspond to the appropriate time period and invoices were altered to reflect higher amounts.  (Pet. Ex. 2; Testimony of Delia Blanco).  Further, there is no documentation that the board of directors authorized the payment of additional amounts of salary.


12.
No documentation exists to support expenditures of $7,252.00 in 14 counter checks by Ms. Fennell.  Some checks drawn on the school’s account by Ms. Fennell paid for personal services such as dental work.  No documentation exists to demonstrate that checks such as these were payment for school-related services.  The payments were not approved by the board of directors pursuant to an amended budget.


13.
In addition to the counter checks described in Finding of Fact No. 12, Ms. Fennell personally made unexplained cash withdrawals on the school’s account.  No documentation exists in which the withdrawals are directly connected to school-related expenditures, although Ms. Fennell informed agency staff that the withdrawals reimbursed her for the expenditure of her personal funds for school purposes.  The payments were not approved by the board of directors. (Pet. Exs. 5g, 11).


14.
Ms. Fennell paid Bandera Dental $224.00 for a dental cleaning using Rameses School check #409 on October 2, 1998. (Pet. Ex. 5g).

Real Estate Transactions and Lease Payments


15.
Ms. Fennell, as “president and CEO of Rameses School, Inc. [sic], Founder, Owner” received a cash warranty deed from Vera Williams-Young, grantor, for property located at 309 North Hackberry Street, 527 North Center Street and 531 North Center Street.  Ms. Fennell leased the properties located at 309 North Hackberry Street and 527 North Center Street to the Rameses School.  The school occupied these properties.  The rental agreement provided that the monthly rent for the Hackberry property was $1,500.00 a month and for the North Center property $1,000.00 a month.  The agreement was unique and did not resemble traditional lease agreements.  It contained only one signature, that of Ms. Fennell and did not contain a specific term of years.  No board minutes exist demonstrating notice, acceptance or ratification of the lease.  No lease payments were documented by the school.  Further, if in fact the school owned the property, under the owner rental agreement, the school was leasing the property from itself.  (Pet. Ex. 5d). 


16.
There is evidence of other lease payments in latter part of 1998 of $720 to Chase Manhattan Bank for a “mortgage lease payment,”$6,500 to Alfredo Guzman (902 E. Crockett), $1,000 to Sara Guzman, $500 to Jean Parker, $3,300 to J. Guy Sowells (517 Center), and $3,300 to James Goodman (for 525 Center Street).  No lease agreements were produced by the school and no real estate transactions supporting these transactions were found during a deed records search.  (Pet. Exs. 5c, 5g).


17.
Ms. Fennell bought the property at 902 E. Crockett from Alfredo Guzman as an individual and not as a representative of RSSAT or the school.  (Testimony of Sara Guzman).  Ms. Fennell issued Rameses School check Number 0454, dated October 9, 1998, to Mr. Guzman as a payment on the property. (Pet. Ex. 5g). 

Financial System of the School: Invoices, Accounts Payable


18.
Numerous invoices were not on file at the school.  Although the bank records indicated payment to vendors, receipts and/or invoices were not on file that explained the business purposes of the transactions.  (Pet. Exs. 5g, 11, 15)


19.
Adequate records such as vendor invoices, loan documents, lease documents, and/or specifications did not exist to explain the business purposes of charter expenses, the dates and times services were rendered, and/or the amounts received by vendors/consultants were actually earned.


20.
The school did not maintain an adequate account payables file.  The school owed vendors $36,228.18 in past due bills, although Ms. Fennell stated that the amount due to creditors was $4,357.05.  It is found that the school owed $36,228.18 in past due bills as of the final audit report on June 23, 1999.  (Pet. Exs. 5i, 14). 

Student Attendance Accounting


21.
The automated student attendance accounting system was not operated in a manner that was consistent with the student attendance accounting handbook and was inaccurate.  For example, 266 absences reported in teachers’ gradebooks were not reported in the automated system, resulting in an overpayment of approximately $9,400.00 in Foundation School Program (FSP) state aid to the school.  Students counted as tardy in teachers’ gradebooks were incorrectly counted as present in the accounting system. (Pet. Exs. 5j, 20).


22.
Seven students who enrolled late in the school year were reported as being in attendance for the full school year, for an additional 91.0 days.  This resulted in an overpayment of approximately $3,300.00 in FSP state aid. (Pet. Ex. 20).


23.
On the March 5, 1999 automated student attendance accounting report, two students who were shown to have 100% attendance were never enrolled at the school, according to their parents’ affidavits. (Pet. Exs. 8, 20).


24.
The dates of October 19, 1998 and January 6, 1999 were reflected in the school’s attendance accounting system as attendance days.  However, these days were recorded as non-instructional days in teacher gradebooks.  This resulted in all of the students being reported as being in attendance for the two non-attendance days. (Pet. Ex. 20).


25.
RSSAT has reported student attendance of Rameses School to the agency in a manner reasonably calculated to increase cash flow to RSSAT from the FSP beyond what the actual students in attendance at RSSAT would produce if reported accurately.  (Pet. Exs. 3, 20).

Special Education Program and Funding


26.
RSSAT denied a free appropriate public education to students with disabilities enrolled at the school by failing to appropriately assess the educational needs of each student on a timely basis at the beginning of the school year as required by law.  Initial assessments and placements into the special education program at the school were not begin until the end of November, 1998.  (Testimony of T. Bowling; Pet. Exs. 2a, 20).


27.
RSSAT claimed special education funding for students prior to hiring a certified special education teacher in January 1999.  Instruction did not begin until this time.  RSSAT denied a free appropriate public education to students with disabilities enrolled at the school by failing to provide special education services via a properly certified special education instructor as required by law.  (Testimony of D. Aguilar; Pet. Exs. 2a, 20).


28.
RSSAT denied a free appropriate public education to students with disabilities enrolled at the school by failing to develop an individualized education plan (IEP) for those students as required by law.  (Testimony of T. Bowling, D. Aguilar; Pet. Exs. 2a, 20).


29.
RSSAT denied a free appropriate public education to students with disabilities enrolled at the school by failing to provide special education and related services that are appropriate to the individual needs of each student as required by law.  (Testimony of T. Bowling, D. Aguilar; Pet. Exs. 2a, 20).


30.
Six special education students did not meet the qualifications for receiving services, although they were recorded in the attendance records as receiving services.  Some students who needed special education services were not receiving the services they needed because not all procedural requirements had been completed or simply because an individualized education plan (IEP) had not been established or implemented.  For some students, an ARD had not been held or no special education services had been designated.  (Pet. Exs. 2a, 20).

Altered Documents Submitted by Ms. Fennell or the School to the Agency


31.
In response to the agency’s preliminary report of audit findings issued in April 1999, Ms. Fennell personally submitted governmental records reflecting the operations and business activities of RSSAT that had been tampered with.  These documents included receipts in which dates and/or amounts were changed.  The documents were submitted to secure favorable changes in the preliminary report.  (Testimony of Delia Blanco; Pet. Ex. 2).


32.
Documentation containing false entries were also submitted to agency auditors.  These documents include purported board agendas, board meetings, special education documents which include entries for “temporary placement” that did not occur.  (Pet. Exs. 2, 2a, 5a).

Material Violations of the Charter


33.
The State Board of Education may take action against a charter for cause.  Cause includes any material violation of the terms of the charter, failure to satisfy generally accepted accounting principles, or failure to comply with an applicable law or rule.  Tex. Educ. Code 12.115(a); 19 TAC 97.7, Charter Contract Paragraph 37.  (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).


34.
Charter Contract Paragraph 27 requires RSSAT to comply with all applicable laws governing its corporate status.  Further, RSSAT represented that it was an eligible entity to hold a charter, that is, that RSSAT is a nonprofit corporation. (Tex. Educ. Code 12.101(a)). (Pet. Ex. 7).  Finding of Fact No. 4, forfeiture of the corporate charter, constitutes a violation of the charter. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).


35.
Charter Contract Paragraph 4 prohibits RSSAT from delegating, assigning, subcontracting, or otherwise alienating its charter or any of its rights or responsibilities under the charter for the benefit of creditors or otherwise.  Findings of Fact Nos. 7-9, 13-17 constitute violations of this charter provision and each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).

36.
Charter Paragraph 18 requires that the RSSAT comply fully with GAAP and the agency’s Financial Accountability System Resource Guide, Bulletin 679 (“Bulletin 679”).  RSSAT has failed to comply with GAAP as set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 7-9, 11-20.  Each fact found constitutes a violation of this charter provision and each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).


37.
Charter Paragraph 20 requires that the RSSAT comply with the Student Attendance Accounting Handbook to the extent required by the Commissioner of Education.  Findings of Fact Nos. 21-25, 27 individually constitute violations of this charter provision; each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).


38.
Charter Contract Paragraphs 23, 24, 25, and 30 provide that the funds, assets or resources of the school are to be used solely for the school’s operations and that any transaction between the school and the RSSAT, an entity having control over the RSSAT, or an officer or employee of the school shall be separately reflected in the accounting system of the school.  The RSSAT is prohibited from making use of the credit or assets of the charter school for any purpose other than the operation of the school.  All financial transactions between the school and the RSSAT, or an officer, director or employee of RSSAT or the school must be separately and clearly reflected in the accounting, auditing, budgeting, reporting and recordkeeping systems of the school.  Conflicts of interest must be clearly disclosed to the board.  Findings of Fact Nos. 8, 11-17 individually constitute violations of the charter and each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).

  
39.
Charter Paragraph 28 requires that RSSAT implement a records management system that conforms to Section 201.001 et seq., Texas Local Government Records Act.  Findings of Fact Nos. 9-20, 31-32 individually constitute violations of the charter and each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).


40.
Charter Paragraph 11 requires that RSSAT comply with the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act (IDEA), 20 U.S.C. §1401 et seq. and implementing regulations. Findings of Fact Nos. 26-30 individually constitutes violations of the charter and each violation is material. (Ex. A to the Proposal for Decision).

Failure to Satisfy Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP)


41.
RSSAT failed to adopt a budget in accordance with the process described in the RSSAT charter applications.  See Finding of Fact No. 8.  This constitutes a failure to satisfy GAAP. 


42.
Findings of Fact Nos. 11-17 individually establish that Ms. Fennell, as executive director, and the school entered into interested transactions of a financial nature and that said transactions were not separately and clearly reflected in the accounting, auditing, budgeting, reporting, and record keeping systems of the charter school.  Each finding constitutes a failure to satisfy GAAP.


43.
RSSAT is required to use information systems that identify and record all valid transactions, timely describe the transactions in sufficient detail to permit proper classification of transactions for financial reporting, measure the value of transactions in a manner that permits recording their proper monetary value in the financial statements, and determine the time period in which the transactions occurred to permit recording of the transactions in the proper accounting period.  Findings of Fact Nos. 11-17 establish that RSSAT failed to comply with this accounting standard.  Each finding constitutes a failure to satisfy GAAP.

Failure to Comply with an Applicable Law or Rule


44.
By its forfeiture of its corporate charter as set forth in Finding of Fact No. 4, RSSAT violated Texas Education Code §12.101(a), in that it was no longer an eligible entity to hold a charter.  This constitutes a failure to comply with an applicable law or rule.


45.
RSSAT failed to comply with the rules of the Secretary of State when it failed to file a current year franchise tax report as set forth in Finding of Fact No. 4.  This constitutes a failure to comply with an applicable law or rule.


46.
The Texas Non-Profit Corporation Act, art. 1396, §2.23 requires RSSAT to keep correct and complete books and records of account and to keep minutes of the proceedings of its members, directors, and  committees.  RSSAT failed to keep accurate minutes and correct and complete books and records of account, as set forth in Findings of  Fact Nos. 7-9.  Each fact finding constitutes a failure to comply with applicable law or rule.


47.
RSSAT has violated the provisions of the Individuals with Disabilities Education Act, 20 U.S.C. §1401 et seq. and implementing state and federal regulations by the actions set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 26-30.  Each fact finding constitutes a failure to comply with applicable law or rule.


48.
RSSAT and/or Ms. Fennell submitted false documents to the agency and maintained false documents of accounting, student attendance, and special education program services and funding, as set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 31-32.  This constitutes a failure to comply with applicable law or rule, including but not limited to Texas Education Code §§12.103, 12.205, Texas Non-Profit Corporation Act, art. 1396, §2.23, and Texas Penal Code §37.10, “Tampering with Governmental Record.”


49.
RSSAT failed to properly post board agenda and notices of meetings as set forth in Finding of Fact No. 10.  This failure constitutes violation of the several provisions of the Open Meetings Act, an applicable law.

Discussion


Petitioner has requested that the open-enrollment charter of the Rameses School of San Antonio, Texas be revoked for the following reasons: (a) material violations of the terms of the charter, (b) failure to satisfy generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP), and (c) failure to comply with an applicable law or rule.  Respondent did not present documentary evidence in its defense and offered the testimony of one witness, a part-time teacher at the school, to demonstrate its entitlement to retain its charter.
  The witness had no personal knowledge about the financial operation of the school.  The evidence of Respondent’s violations of the charter contract, applicable laws and rules and its failure to satisfy generally accepted accounting principles is overwhelming and unrebutted.   The agency’s request should be granted.


It is clear from the evidence that the Rameses School was being operated without a functioning board of directors.  Two board members were reflected in board minutes as having attended meetings; however, the members did not attend meetings as the minutes reflect and that they did not even know of the meetings.  The original budget was never amended as required to reflect a decrease in the number of projected students in attendance.  The school accounts were being used for personal purposes by the executive director of the school without any oversight by the board of trustees.  Documents submitted by the executive director as support for additional payments were altered prior to submission to the agency.  Student attendance records were inflated, resulting in overpayments to the school.  Special education requirements were ignored until the end of November of 1998; entries of temporary placements were made well after the fact without the knowledge and consent of the original maker of documents.  Required special education admission, retention and dismissal meetings were not held and mandatory forms were not completed.


In short, the evidence establishes that the executive director had unfettered discretion to direct and manage the operation of the Rameses School and its financial affairs.  As a direct result of this unilateral authority, the school failed to meet the requirements of the charter contract, failed to comply with GAAP and failed to meet applicable law and rule.


The open–enrollment charter of Rameses School of San Antonio should be revoked.

Conclusions of Law

After due consideration of the record, matters officially noticed, and the foregoing Findings, in my capacity as Administrative Law Judge, I make the following Conclusions of Law:


1.
The State Board of Education has jurisdiction over the instant matter pursuant to Tex. Educ. Code Section 12.116.


2.
Respondent RSSAT materially violated the terms of its charter as set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 34-40.  Each individual violation constitutes a material violation of the charter school contract, and each on its own merit is sufficient to support a revocation of the school’s charter.


3.
Respondent RSSAT failed to satisfy generally accepted accounting principles of fiscal management (GAAP) as set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 41-43.  Each individual violation constitutes a failure to comply with GAAP, and each on its own merit is sufficient to support a revocation of the school’s charter.


4.
Respondent RSSAT failed to comply with applicable laws and rules as set forth in Findings of Fact Nos. 44-49.  Each individual violation constitutes a failure to comply with applicable laws and rules and each on its own merit is sufficient to support a revocation of the school’s charter.


5.
The charter of Respondent RSSAT should be revoked for each individual material violation of the charter.


6.
The charter of Respondent RSSAT should be revoked for each individual failure to satisfy generally acceptable accounting principles of fiscal management.


7.
The charter of Respondent RSSAT should be revoked for each individual violation of applicable law or rule.


8.
Petitioner’s appeal should be GRANTED and the charter of Rameses School of San Antonio, Texas should be revoked.

Recommendation


After due consideration of the record, matters officially noticed, and the foregoing Findings and Conclusions of Law, in my capacity as Administrative Law Judge, it is hereby


RECOMMENDED that the State Board of Education adopt the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and enter an order consistent therewith.


SIGNED AND ISSUED this _______ day of November, 1999.



















____________________________________







JOAN HOWARD ALLEN







ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE

DOCKET NO. 186-CS-799

TEXAS EDUCATION AGENCY

§
        BEFORE THE







§







§
     STATE  BOARD

V.





§ 
     



§ 
    OF EDUCATION

.

§

RAMESES SCHOOL



§
THE STATE OF TEXAS

DECISION OF THE STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION

ORDER ADOPTING THE PROPOSAL FOR DECISION 

OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE LAW JUDGE


CAME ON TO BE HEARD Petitioner’s appeal in this matter and following a review of the proposal for decision of the administrative law judge and the exceptions to the proposal for decision, it is hereby


FOUND that the findings of fact and discussion contained in the proposal for decision in Docket No. 186-CS-799, issued on November 18, 1999 are proven by a preponderance of the evidence; and it is 


FURTHER FOUND that the discussion and the conclusions of law contained in the proposal for decision in Docket No. 186-CS-799, issued on November 18, 1999, are proven by preponderance of evidence;  

THEREFORE, it is hereby ORDERED that the findings of fact, the discussion and the conclusions of law issued by the administrative law judge in the proposal for decision be, and are hereby, ADOPTED by the State Board of Education, said proposal for decision attached hereto as Attachment A and incorporated for all purposes as if set forth herein, and 


FURTHER ORDERED that the open-enrollment charter of Rameses Charter School be, and is hereby, REVOKED effective January 14, 2000; and 


FURTHER ORDERED that Petitioner’s appeal be, and is hereby, GRANTED. 


SIGNED AND ISSUED this 14th day of January, 2000.








______________________________








CHASE UNTERMEYER








CHAIR, STATE BOARD








OF EDUCATION

__________________________________

ROSIE COLLINS SORRELLS, Ed.D.

SECRETARY, STATE BOARD 

OF EDUCATION

� Although the transcript of the hearing contains a lengthy two and one half hour unsworn statement from the executive director of the school, Ms. Patricia L. Fennell, the statement is not evidence in this matter and cannot be considered for any purpose.  





#186-CS-599



-13-

#186-CS-799



-17-


